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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 2008 to 2009.
Liz Zechmeister, Ph.D.
Director of LAPOP
Vanderbilt University
Nashville, TN
March, 2016.
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ROS3. The Mexican (substitute appropriate country name)
government, more than the private sector, should be
primarily responsible for creating jobs. To what extent to do
you agree or disagree with this statement?

Responses were made based on a 1-7 scale,
where ‘1’ meant “strongly disagree” and ‘7’
meant “strongly agree.”
1

AmericasBarometer Insights, 2008 (No. 1)

The Role of the
Government in Job
Creation
By Mitchell A. Seligson, Centennial Professor of
Political Science and Director, LAPOP
m.seligson@Vanderbilt.edu
Vanderbilt University

P

redictions of the imminent “end of
ideology”(Bell 1960) and the “end of
history” (Fukuyama 2006)
repeatedly
have been made by respected social
commentators, yet while the Cold War itself
ended nearly two decades ago, the underlying
issue of the proper role of the government
remains a central one in the Americas and
beyond. This paper in the AmericasBarometer
Insight Series looks at one of the four questions
on the role of the government included in the
2008 round of the Latin American Public
Opinion Project (LAPOP) surveys.1 This survey
round included national probability samples of
22 nations in North, Central, South America and
the Caribbean, in which 36,501 respondentsi
were asked the same question2:

3

4

Strongly disagree

5

6

7

8

Strongly agree

Doesn’t know

These responses were then recalibrated on a 0100 basis to conform to the LAPOP standard,
which facilitates comparability across questions
and survey waves.3 Figure 1, which displays
national averages, demonstrates that while
ideology may have lost salience, disagreement
about the proper role of the government clearly
has not.
Figure1.
AverageSupportforthePrimaryRoleofthe
GovernmentinCreatingJobsintheAmericas,2008
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1

In 2008, the major source of support was the United
States Agency for International Development (USAID) but
important support also came from the Inter-American
Development Bank (IADB), the United Nations
Development Programme (UNDP), the Center for the
Americas (CFA) and Vanderbilt University.
2
The questionnaire was administered in many languages,
primarily in Spanish in most of Latin America, but in
Portuguese in Brazil, Creole in Haiti, and in several native
American languages as appropriate in Guatemala, Ecuador,
Bolivia and Paraguay.

2
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3

Non-response was 3.4% for the sample as a whole.

© 2008 -2009, Latin American Public Opinion Project, “Insights” Compilation – Volume I

2

In some countries of the Americas, especially
Paraguay, the Dominican Republic, El Salvador,
Nicaragua, Colombia and Uruguay, there is near
unanimity that the government4 rather than the
private sector should play a primary role in job
creation, while in sharp contrast, in the U.S. and
Canada, support is dramatically lower.

Figure2.
AverageSupportforthePrimaryRoleofthe
GovernmentinCreatingJobsafterTakinginto
AccountIndividualCharacteristicsinLatinAmerica
andtheCaribbean,2008

Paraguay

How much of this variation across countries
emerges from the variation in the socioeconomic and demographic characteristics of the
populations of these countries? After all, some
of the countries in the sample were quite
wealthy and developed, while others were quite
poor. To respond to that question, we eliminate
the Canadian and U.S. responses, in part
because these countries have such extremely
high levels of development compared to the
others, that any statistical analysis would be
driven by these “outliers,” and in part because
the LAPOP project is focused on policy relevant
questions for the Latin American and Caribbean
region rather than North America. When the
data are controlled for gender, age, educational
achievement and household wealth, as they are
in Figure 2, the results remain remarkably
consistent with Figure 1, with averages varying
only by a few points up or down.5 With support
levels of 56.4 and above, in every country in
Latin America or the Caribbean, of those
included in the AmericasBarometer survey, the
“average” citizen favors the government over
the private sector as the primary actor job
creation.

4

In the Spanish-language version of the questionnaire, the
word “el estado” (the state) is used since the term “el
gobierno” (the government) refers to the incumbent
administration rather than the government apparatus.
5
An analysis of variance model was employed, with the
socio-economic and demographic variables used as
covariates. Table 1 in the appendix shows, by country, the
mean values of the individual level variables that were
taken into account.
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Do Contextual Factors Matter?
If most socio-economic and demographic
characteristics of the respondents to the
AmericasBarometer 2008 survey do not have a
large impact on variation across countries in
their views on the role of the government in job
creation, perhaps key characteristics of the
nation might. In Figure 3, both the individual
characteristics of respondents and the wealth of
the nation, measured by GDP per capita, are
studied.6 Each variable included in the analysis
is listed on the vertical (y) axis. The impact of
each of those variables on attitudes toward the
role of government in job creation is shown
graphically by a dot, which if located to the right
6

This analysis is carried out using multi-level regression
techniques (Raudenbush and Bryk 2002; Raudenbush, et al.
2004), as implemented by LAPOP on STATA 10. The
model simultaneously takes into account both individual
and country-level (i.e., contextual) factors, and produces
correct regression estimates that are impossible with
standard OLS regression.
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of the vertical “0” line indicates a positive
contribution, and if to the left of the “0” line a
negative contribution. Statistically significant
contributors are shown by confidence interval
lines stretching to the left and right of each dot;
only when the confidence intervals do not
overlap the vertical “0” line is the factor
significant (at .05 or better). The relative strength
of each variable is indicated by standardized
coefficients (i.e., “beta weights”). In Figure 3, it
is worth noting that the traditional ideology
scale employed in most surveys world-wide,
which tap the “left” and “right” ideology
dimensions, is not significantly associated with
support for a primary role of the government in
job creation, suggesting that the latter is a better
measure of ideological orientations than is the
classic ideology scale.7

job creation;9 within the Latin American and
Caribbean regions, ceteris paribus, the average
citizens of poorer countries are less sanguine
about the efficacy of the public sector’s ability to
create jobs.
Figure3.
A Multilevel Analysis of the Determinants of
Average Support for the Primary Role of the
GovernmentinCreatingJobsinLatinAmericaand
the Caribbean: The Impact of Economic
Development,2008
Inactive
Unemployed
Perception of National Economic Situation
Political Interest
Ideology Scale
Area size
Household Wealth

As shown in Figure 3, among the socioeconomic and demographic characteristics of
respondents, only individual household wealth
(measured by the survey data gathered from
each respondent) and age have an impact;
individuals who live in poorer households and
those who are younger both support a larger
role for the government in job creation.
Perceptions of the national economic situation
also make a difference, with those seeing the
economy as doing worse more likely to favor a
strong role for the government in job creation.
Among the national-level characteristics,
national per capita wealth (as reported by the
United Nations Development Program in its
Human Development Report 2007/2008 for each
nation as a whole) makes a difference, but,
interestingly, in the opposite direction of
household wealth.8 Individuals from wealthier
households significantly oppose a primary role
of the government in job creation, presumably
because of the well-known association between
personal wealth and fiscal conservatism. On the
other hand, and in seeming contradiction, the
wealthier the country in per capita terms, the
larger the role envisioned for the government in

7

The scale used is the classic 1-10 measurement, in which
the poles of “left” and “right” are placed on a continuum,
and the respondent self-locates on this scale.
8
“Household wealth” is based on the survey data gathered
from each respondent, whereas national wealth is a single
number for each country.

Age
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GDP per Capita Index
-0.1

0.0
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0.2

0.3

95% C.I.
Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

That national context matters is highlighted in
specific terms in Figure 4; the higher the GDP
per capita, the higher the average citizen
support for the role of the government in
employment creation. For example, if a Bolivian
with
a
given
set
of
socio-economic
characteristics were to migrate from Bolivia to
Argentina, all other things being equal, and
none of her individual characteristics such as
education, household wealth, ideology, etc.
were to change, that person’s support for an
active role of the government in job creation
would increase by nearly 15 points on the 0-100
scale. Note carefully, however, that even in the
country in Latin America and the Caribbean
included in the AmericasBarometer series with
the lowest support for the employment creation
role of the state, Haiti, the average score is over

9

National wealth is measuring using the UNDP’s GDP
index. This index is based on gross domestic product per
capita in purchasing power parity terms in US dollars. The
index can take values between 0 and 1. For details on how
this index was constructed see UNDP’s Human
Development Report 2007/2008.
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Fitted Values of Support for the
Government Responsible for Creating Jobs

65 on the 0-100 scale, a level far higher than in
North America, as was shown in Figure 1.
Figure4.
TheImpactofEconomicDevelopmentonSupport
forthePrimaryRoleoftheGovernmentinCreating
JobsinLatinAmericaandtheCaribbean,2008
85

This finding is shown graphically in Figure 6,
where we see a strong relationship between the
rate of growth and support for the role of the
government in job creation. A Haitian who
migrates from Haiti to the Dominican Republic
would, ceteris paribus, increase her support for a
primary role of the government in job creation
by nearly 20 points on the 0-100 scale.
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Between 1990 and 2005 the average growth rate
for the region as a whole was 1.2%. Countries
such as the Dominican Republic and Chile that
had growth rates in that period in the 4% range,
a rate that far exceeds the rest of the countries in
Latin America and the Caribbean, express
exceptionally high support for the role of the
government in job creation, while Haiti, the true
laggard in this region exhibits far lower support.

Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP and Human Development Report, UNDP

Other contextual factors matter as well. Figure 5
shows that not only the level of GDP increases
support for the role of the government in job
creation, but the rate of growth in the GDP (in
this case, in the period 1990-2005). Citizens
who live in states that have grown more rapidly
tend, on average, to support a stronger role of
the government in employment generation.10
Figure5.
AMultilevelAnalysisoftheDeterminantsof
SupportforthePrimaryRoleoftheGovernmentin
CreatingJobsinLatinAmericaandtheCaribbean:
TheImpactofEconomicPerformance,2008
Inactive

These findings are strongly suggestive that
citizen opinion on the role of the government in
job creation is directly conditioned by their
personal observations of the efficacy of the
government in handling the economy.
Countries with solid growth and those that have
achieved higher levels of economic development
as a result of protracted periods of growth are
the ones most likely to have citizens who
support an active role of the state. Where states
have failed to deliver on growth, citizens are
skeptical about the ability of the government to
perform well in job creation.
Figure6.
TheImpactofEconomicPerformanceonSupport
forthePrimaryRoleoftheGovernmentinCreating
JobsinLatinAmericaandtheCaribbean,2008
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Average national unemployment rate (measured 19962005) does not have a significant impact.
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Policy Implications?
Among many advanced industrial countries in
North America and Europe there still may be a
“Washington consensus” involving widespread
(but far from universal) support for a neo-liberal
agenda of shrinking the role of the state, and
allowing the laissez faire forces of the private
sector to “do their thing.” As the
AmericasBarometer data show, however, this
consensus is limited to north of Rio Grande, for
large majorities in Latin America support a
strong role of the government in job creation.
Moreover, the more success the Latin American
and Caribbean economies have had in terms of
both their level and rate of economic growth, the
more they support the role of the government in
job creation. Only among individuals from
wealthier households in these countries does
such support wane. Other Insight reports in this
series will examine other roles of the
government in the economy, but based on this
one component alone, it is clear that while the
Cold War is certainly over, the underlying
debate over the role of government is far from
being resolved.
The findings here also help explain the electoral
shift to the left in Latin American elections in
recent years, as various LAPOP studies have
reported (Seligson 2007; Seligson 2008). Leftist
candidates are typically defined by their vision
of the government as playing an active role in
many areas of the economy and society. The
AmericasBarometer survey data clearly show
the appeals of that vision, at least insofar as
government
employment
generation
is
concerned. Moreover, it has been shown in this
study that poorer individuals, who comprise the
great majority of most countries in the region,
are more supportive of an active role of the
government in job creation. Moreover, the youth
of the region, who make up large majorities of
the populations in most of these countries, is
more supportive of an active role of the state.
No wonder candidates who advocate those
kinds of policies are getting elected. Even in
countries where support for the role of the
government is low by Latin American and
Caribbean
standards
(e.g.,
Honduras),
candidates who openly refute the role of the

government in employment generation will
have a hard time getting elected unless there are
other powerful messages and campaign issues
that
override
this
one.
In
other
AmericasBarometer Insight reports, we look at
some of those messages.
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B21. To what extent do you trust the political
parties?
Respondents placed their trust on a 1-7 scale,
where 1 meant ‘not at all’ and 7 meant ‘a lot’.
1

2

3

4

5

6

Not at all

AmericasBarometer Insights: 2008 (No.2)

(Mis)Trust in Political
Parties in Latin
America
By Margarita Corral
margarita.corral@vanderbilt.edu
Vanderbilt University

O

ne of the main concerns about
democratization is the apparently
growing dissatisfaction with political
parties. These institutions are essential to any
stable liberal democracy since they perform
critical functions such as aggregating and
channeling citizens’ interests and demands, and
organizing competition for public office
(Mainwaring and Scully 1995). However, in
some contexts like Latin America, these
mediating structures are failing to fulfill their
main roles (UNDP 2004), which may help to
explain the lack of trust in them.
This new paper in the AmericasBarometer Insight
Series analyzes the extent to which people in the
Americas trust political parties and what are the
main determinants of these levels of trust. To
answer these questions we query the 2008
database provided by the AmericasBarometer
survey carried out by the Latin American Public
Opinion Project (LAPOP) in 22 nations in the
Western hemisphere.1 In this survey 36,501
respondents were asked the following question:
1 Funding for the 2008 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

7

A lot

8

Doesn’t know

To make comparisons across questions and
survey waves easier, these responses where
recoded on a 0-100 scale.2 Figure 1 shows
national averages for the 22 countries in the
sample.
Figure1.
AverageTrustinthePoliticalPartiesinthe
Americas,2008
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Development Program (UNDP), the Center for the Americas
(CFA), and Vanderbilt University.
2 Non-response was 2.8% for the whole sample.
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It is striking to note, first, that the average level
of trust in political parties falls in the lower end
of 0-100 in every country. Second, in this context
of low confidence, significant variations among
countries are evident. Citizens of Canada,
Mexico, Jamaica, Uruguay, Chile, and Colombia
express the highest averages, between 40.8 and
44.6 points, while at the other extreme,
Nicaragua, Ecuador, and Paraguay display
dramatically lower scores; in none of these
countries does average trust in parties exceed 25
points out of 100.

Figure2.
SocioǦeconomicandDemographicDeterminantsof
AverageTrustinthePoliticalPartiesinLatin
America,2008
R-Squared =0.053
F=32.985
N =31462

Country Fixed Effects
and Intercept
Included but not Shown Here

Size of City/Town

Wealth

Predicting Trust in Political Parties
Age

What explains variation in trust in parties? We
believe that long-term historical/contextual
factors probably best explain national-level
variation, which goes beyond the scope of this
short paper, so we concentrate here on
individual level factors and we first consider the
following socio-economic and demographic
characteristics: education, gender, age, wealth,
and city/town size.3 To assess their influence on
trust in parties, we employ a linear regression
model.4 Since citizens in Canada and the United
States hold sharply higher levels on these
characteristics, we exclude these cases from the
analysis.5

3

Despite the cross-national variation displayed in Figure 1,
multilevel analyses predicting trust in parties with the
“usual suspects,” such as GDP, economic growth, and level
of democracy, did not yield significant results. It is possible
that other national-level data might explain the crossnational variation LAPOP has uncovered, but we leave that
for future analyses.
4 All statistical analyses in this paper were conducted using
STATA v10 and results were adjusted for the complex
sample designs employed.
5 Given that levels of trust in political parties vary across
countries, dummy variables for each country were also
included in the model, using Uruguay as the base or
reference country.

Female

Education
-0.08

-0.1

-0.04 -0.02

0.0

0.02

0.04

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

Figure 2 shows how individual-level socioeconomic and demographic characteristics are
related to trust in Latin America; that is, Figure 2
shows the influence of these variables on trust in
political parties. It can be observed that three out
of the five variables displayed in Figure 2 are
statistically significant. This 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
predicted impact of that variable, falls to the
right of the vertical “0” line it implies a positive
relationship whereas when it falls to the left it
indicates a negative contribution. In this model,
area size, age, and gender are statistically
significant contributors. Holding constant the
rest of variables, males in Latin America show
higher levels of trust in political parties than
women. We also see that older people trust
more in parties than those who are younger.
Finally, people living in rural areas or small
towns tend to trust more in political parties than
people living in large cities, ceteris paribus. It
should be noted that the size of the effects of
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these socioeconomic and demographic variables
is relatively small.
The general relationship among these three
variables and confidence in parties is shown in
Figure 3, which depicts mean levels of trust by
categories of these independent variables.

Trust in the
Political Parties

Trust in the
Political Parties

Trust in the
Political Parties

Figure3.
Gender,Age,AreaSize,andTrustinthePolitical
PartiesinLatinAmerica,2008

variables to help explain the low levels of
confidence in parties in Latin America.6
Figure4.
An Analysis of the Determinants of Average Trust
in the Political Parties in Latin America and the
Caribbean,2008
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The
influence
of
socio-economic
and
demographic characteristics, in short, while
statistically significant is fairly inconsequential
in substantive terms, but we would be amiss in
concluding that these are the only individuallevel variables that matter. Rather, one would
suspect that political attitudes, behaviors and
evaluations also play an important role in trust
in parties. As we indicated at the outset of this
analysis, existing research suggests that citizens
of Latin America may perceive that traditional
political institutions, such as parties, fall short of
meeting their needs. Figure 4 displays the
results of an analysis using selected political

The results indicate that one factor that has a
relatively high impact on trust in political
parties is the general phenomenon of “system
support,” or a belief in the legitimacy of the
system of government.7 Although the casual
arrow may go in both directions, it can still be
said that the belief in the legitimacy of the
political system as a whole is strongly related to
trust in political parties.
6 This analysis was carried out using a linear regression that
also included the socioeconomic and demographic variables
and the country dummies employed earlier. Figure 4
displays only the political variables. All the regressions
performed can be found in Table 1 in the appendix. It is
worth noting that age and gender lose significance once
attitudes are included, suggesting that the effects of these
socio-demographic variables is indirect.
7 System Support Index is measured through the following
questions: B1. To what extent do you believe the courts in
(country) guarantee a fair trial? B.2 To what extent do you
respect the political institutions in (country)? B3. To what
degree do you believe that the citizen’s basic rights are
safeguarded by the political system in (country)? B4. To
what degree do you feel proud of living in the political
system in (country)? B6. To what degree do you think the
political system in (country) should be supported)?
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As some other studies of Latin American politics
have pointed out (Hagopian 2005), perceptions
of government performance are also important in
explaining citizen’s political confidence. In fact,
this is precisely what we find: the higher the
levels of satisfaction with government
performance8, the higher the trust in political
parties.
The effects of system support and perception of
performance are particularly notable when
contrasted with those explored earlier for socioeconomic and demographic variables. In both
cases, the effects of the attitudinal variables are
substantively much greater than those we found
for gender, age, and city/town size.
Not only is performance at the national level
important. The analysis finds that performance
at the local level is also relevant. Satisfaction
with the services provided by local governments
is a statistically significant factor explaining
trust in political parties. Holding constant the
other variables, the higher the satisfaction with
local services, the higher the confidence in
parties.
Apart
from
political
perceptions
and
evaluations, personal experiences with some of
the problems Latin America is facing have
significant effects on trust in political parties as
well9. Citizens who have been victims of
corruption are likely to trust less in political
parties, and the more times they have been
victims the lower is their trust.
Political interest is also statistically significant.
People interested in politics tend to trust parties
more, and the same goes for those citizens who
identified with any political party. Although this
latter relationship could seem redundant, it is
noteworthy, especially in a context like this
8 The Perception of the Government Performance Index was
constructed from five items that asked to what extent people
thought the current administration fights poverty, combats
government corruption, promotes and protects democratic
principles, improves the security of citizens, and combats
unemployment
9 We also considered that having been a victim of crime
could affect trust in political parties. However, the inclusion
of this variable in the regression analysis did not yield
significant results.

where levels of party identification are so low.
The percentage of people in the region as a
whole who report having a party identification
is only 33.9%.

Finally, although one might speculate that
economic perceptions matter in determining
trust in parties, once we include this overall
measure of government efficacy in the equation,
these variables become statistically insignificant.

Policy Implications
Given the widespread agreement among
scholars and practitioners on the importance of
political parties for democracy, and the low
levels of confidence that they arouse among
Latin America citizens, it is reasonable to ask
how trust in parties could be improved.
The AmericasBarometer data suggest that
citizens are holding, not just particular
politicians or administrations, but rather
political parties responsible for what they
deliver. This finding is captured by the strong
relationship we find between the system
support and performance variables, on the one
hand, and trust in parties on the other.
Therefore, in order to increase trust in political
parties it would seem imperative to increase the
belief among citizens that both the democratic
system in general and specific incumbent
regimes accomplish their objectives and satisfy
people’s demands at the national level (in terms
of general performance), at the local level (in
terms of service), and at the personal level (in
terms of corruption victimization). That
performance matters, after all, is what the
eminent sociologist and political scientist
Seymour Martin Lipset told us many decades
ago (Lipset 1961). In this sense, we see as
fruitful any efforts made on enhancing the rule
of law; on delivering services; on fighting
corruption, crime, and poverty; and, on
promoting and protecting basic rights.
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The analyses also suggest it could be helpful to
work on achieving higher levels of political
interest among citizens and stronger ties with
parties.

In conclusion much of the confidence in political
parties in the Americas we find is driven by
political attitudes and evaluations that are
related to issues of system effectiveness, at both
national and local levels. The hard, often slow
work of improving performance may be the
most consequential way to improve trust in
parties.
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Education
Female
Age
Wealth
Size of City/Town
System Support
Political Interest
Perception of National Economic Situation
Perception of Personal Economic Situation
Interpersonal Trust
Efficacy of the Current Government
Party Identification
Corruption Victimization
Satisfaction with local government services
Mexico
Guatemala
El Salvador
Honduras
Nicaragua
Costa Rica
Panama
Colombia
Ecuador
Bolivia
Peru
Paraguay
Chile
Brazil
Venezuela
Argentina
Dominican Republic
Haiti
Jamaica
Constant
R-squared
N.
* p<0.05
(0.011)
(0.010)
(0.009)
(0.009)
(0.012)
(0.009)
(0.012)
(0.010)
(0.013)
(0.012)
(0.009)
(0.009)
(0.012)
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(0.013)
(0.010)
(0.009)
(0.011)
(0.010)
(0.008)

-0.001
-0.062*
-0.044*
-0.047*
-0.126*
-0.071*
-0.037*
-0.005
-0.186*
-0.127*
-0.096*
-0.145*
0.0008
-0.089*
-0.027*
-0.067*
-0.043*
-0.064*
-0.011
-0.005
0.053
31,462

-0.023*
0.002
-0.003
-0.004
-0.024*
0.321*
0.089*
0.007
0.0001
0.008
0.218*
0.053*
-0.024*
0.039*
0.033*
0.004
0.017*
0.055*
-0.031*
-0.056*
0.049*
0.004
-0.073*
-0.055*
0.011
0.003
0.050*
-0.008
0.046*
0.015
-0.034*
0.058*
0.036*
-0.0001
0.294
27,468

Coef.
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(0.008)
(0.005)
(0.006)
(0.009)
(0.009)

-0.003
-0.017*
0.018*
0.001
-0.067*

Appendix: Determinants of Trust in Political Parties
Regression I
Coef.
Err. est.
Regression II
(0.007)
(0.005)
(0.006)
(0.008)
(0.007)
(0.008)
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(0.007)
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(0.007)
(0.007)
(0.010)
(0.008)
(0.009)
(0.009)
(0.008)
(0.010)
(0.008)
(0.007)

Err. est.
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interviewsȱ conductedȱ inȱ mostȱ ofȱ Latinȱ Americaȱ
andȱ theȱ Caribbean,ȱ andȱ aȱ webȱ surveyȱ inȱ theȱ
Unitedȱ States,ȱ totalingȱ nationalȱ probabilityȱ
samplesȱ ofȱ 21ȱ nations2.ȱ Aȱ totalȱ ofȱ 34,469ȱ
respondentsȱwereȱaskedȱtheȱsameȱquestion:ȱ
EXC2.ȱHasȱaȱpoliceȱofficerȱaskedȱyouȱforȱaȱbribeȱ
duringȱtheȱpastȱyear?ȱȱ

AmericasBarometer Insights, 2008 (No. 3)

Corruption
Victimization by the
Police
By Diana Orces, Ph.D. candidate
diana.m.orces@Vanderbilt.edu
Vanderbilt University

Figure1.
Percentage of the Population Victimized by
Corruption by the Police at least once in the past
yearintheAmericas,2008

Bolivia

27.9%

Peru

22.0%

Mexico

C

orruption has become one of the main
policy issues in emerging democracies
around the globe.ȱ Corruptionȱ hasȱ manyȱ
definitions,ȱ butȱ oneȱ wellȬknownȱ isȱ “theȱ
provisionȱ ofȱ materialȱ benefitsȱ toȱ politiciansȱ andȱ
publicȱ officialsȱ inȱ exchangeȱ forȱ illicitȱ influenceȱ
overȱ theirȱ decisions”ȱ (Weylandȱ 1998:ȱ 109).ȱȱ
Corruptionȱ hasȱ becomeȱ aȱ salientȱ problemȱ notȱ
onlyȱ becauseȱ ofȱ itsȱ demonstratedȱ significantȱ
negativeȱeffectsȱonȱtheȱeconomyȱ(Elliotȱ1997)ȱbutȱ
alsoȱ becauseȱ corruptionȱ generatesȱ economicȱ
inefficienciesȱ andȱ inequalityȱ thatȱ canȱ leadȱ toȱ
ineffectiveȱ governmentȱ (RoseȬAckermanȱ 1999),ȱ
whichȱinȱturnȱerodesȱtheȱbeliefȱinȱtheȱlegitimacyȱ
ofȱ theȱ politicalȱ systemȱ (Burbanoȱ deȱ Laraȱ 2005;ȱ
Canacheȱ&ȱAllisonȱ2005;ȱSeligsonȱ2002).ȱȱ
ThisȱpaperȱinȱtheȱAmericasBarometerȱInsightȱSeriesȱ
looksȱ atȱ oneȱ ofȱ elevenȱ questionsȱ onȱ corruptionȱ
victimizationȱ askedȱ inȱ theȱ 2008ȱ roundȱ ofȱ theȱ
Latinȱ Americanȱ Publicȱ Opinionȱ Projectȱ surveyȱ
(othersȱ willȱ beȱ examinedȱ inȱ futureȱ Insightsȱ
studies)1.ȱ Thisȱ surveyȱ involvedȱ faceȬtoȬfaceȱ
1

Figure 1, which exhibits percentages of the
population that were asked a bribe by the police,
indicates a wide range of corruption
victimization across countries. 3

Priorȱ issuesȱ inȱ theȱ Insightȱ seriesȱ canȱ beȱ foundȱ atȱ
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/studiesandpublicati
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ons.ȱTheȱdataȱonȱwhichȱtheyȱareȱbasedȱcanȱbeȱfoundȱatȱ
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/datasets
2ȱ Thisȱ questionȱ wasȱ notȱ askedȱ inȱ Canadaȱ andȱ theȱ
Belizeȱ dataȱ ȱ ȱ areȱ ȱ ȱ notȱ ȱ ȱ availableȱ ȱ ȱ asȱ ȱ ȱ ofȱ ȱ ȱ ȱ thisȱȱ
writing.ȱ
3ȱNonȬresponseȱwasȱ7.5%ȱforȱtheȱsampleȱasȱaȱwhole.ȱ
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Bolivia shows a significantly higher percentage
of its population being victimized by the police
(27.9%), while at the other end of the continuum
Chile reveals the lowest percentage in the
sample of corruption victimization (1.7%).
Similarly, over 15 percent of the population in
Peru, Mexico, and Argentina was demanded a
bribe by the police.
It is noteworthy that there is a statistically
significant negative correlation between trust in
the police and corruption victimization by the
police in Latin America and the Caribbean. Since
people’s experience with corruptionȱ byȱ theȱ
policeȱmayȱnegativelyȱaffectȱhowȱtheyȱviewȱthisȱ
institutionȱ overall,ȱ mainlyȱ decreasingȱ theirȱ
levelsȱofȱtrust,ȱthisȱinȱturnȱmayȱhaveȱaȱnegativeȱ
effectȱ onȱ theȱ legitimacyȱ ofȱ theȱ politicalȱ system.ȱ
Consequently,ȱ itȱ isȱ importantȱ toȱ knowȱ whoȱ areȱ
thoseȱmostȱlikelyȱtoȱbeȱvictimsȱofȱcorruption.ȱȱ
Moreȱ specifically, how much the variation of
corruption victimization by the police across
countries is explained by the socio-economic
and demographic characteristics of the
populations of these countries? To simplify the
answer to this question, the United States was
removed from the sample in order to avoid any
statistical biases given that this case has an
extremely high level of socio-economic
development compared to the other countries,
possibly driving the results of the analysis. After
controlling for traditional socio-economic
variables, such as gender, age, education and
wealth, the results shown in Figure 2 remain
similar to those shown in the previous figure,
with variation of only a few percentages higher
or lower. Countries such as Bolivia, Peru, and
Mexico continue to demonstrate the highest
percentages of corruption victimization by the
police even after controlling for individual
characteristics.

Figure2.
Percentage of the Population Victimized by
Corruption by the Police at least once in the past
year after Taking into Account Individual
CharacteristicsintheAmericas,2008.
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Do Contextual Factors Matter?
We find that not only do the characteristics of
individuals matter for corruption, but richer
nations are better able to control corruption.
Figure 3 illustrates the effects of both individual
level characteristics as well as GDP per capita on
the probability of being asked a bribe by the
police. Each variable included in the analysis is
listed on the vertical (y) axis. The impact of each
of those variables on experience with corruption
victimization by the police is shown graphically
by a dot, which if located to the right of the
vertical “0” line indicates a positive effect, and if
to the left of the “0” line a negative effect. If the
effects are statistically significant, they are
shown by confidence interval lines stretching to
the left and right of each dot that do not overlap
the vertical “0” line (at .05 or better). If they
overlap the vertical line, the effects are
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statistically insignificant. The relative strength of
each variable is indicated by standardized
coefficients.
Figure 3 demonstrates that all individual
characteristics as well as the national-level
variable, GDP per capita, matter in determining
the likelihood of people being victimized by
police corruption. Individuals, who are
wealthier, highly educated, and living in bigger
cities, are more likely to be asked bribes by the
police. On the other hand, females and older
individuals are less likely to be victims of
corruption. National per capita wealth has an
important impact on the likelihood of being
asked a bribe by the police. More specifically,
the wealthier the country in per capita terms, the
less likely individuals in these countries are to
be victimized by corruption, whereas average
citizens of poorer countries are more likely to be
victimized.

by the police and is the country with the lowest
economic development. At the other extreme,
Argentina demonstrates the lowest probability
of corruption victimization by the police and the
highest level of economic development. Taking
all these results together, if a citizen from Haiti
with
a
given
set
of
socio-economic
characteristics moves to Argentina, all other
things being equal, and none of his/her
individual characteristics change, the probability
of this person being asked a bribe by the police
is at least 10 percentage points lower than if this
individual were to remain in Haiti. Another
country that shows a high probability of being
victimized by corruption by the police is Bolivia,
not surprisingly, a country with a low level of
economic development.
Figure4.
The Impact of Economic Development on
Corruption Victimization by the Police in Latin
AmericaandtheCaribbean,20084
P re d ic te d P ro b a b ility o f B e in g V ic tim ize d
b y C o rru p tio n b y th e P o lic e (% )

Figure3.
A Multilevel Analysis of the Determinants of
Corruption Victimization by the Police in the
Americas: The Impact of Economic Development,
2008
N. Obs=31124
N.Countries=20
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The significance of the national context is
underscored in detail in Figure 4; the higher the
GDP per capita, the less likely the average
citizen is to become a victim of corruption. For
instance, Haiti is the country that shows the
highest probability of corruption victimization

Withȱ theȱ endȱ ofȱ authoritarianȱ ruleȱ inȱ manyȱȱ
Latinȱ Americanȱ countries,ȱ aȱ criticalȱ questionȱ
facingȱ scholarsȱ ofȱ democratizationȱ isȱ theȱ
ȱTheȱdifferencesȱbetweenȱcountriesȱinȱFigureȱ2ȱandȱ4ȱ
areȱexplainedȱpartlyȱbyȱtheȱfactȱthatȱFigureȱ2ȱcontrolsȱ
forȱ individualȱ levelȱ characteristicsȱ whileȱ Figureȱ 4ȱ
takesȱintoȱaccountȱGDPȱperȱcapita.ȱ
4
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durabilityȱ andȱ qualityȱ ofȱ democracyȱ inȱ theȱ
region.ȱ Yetȱ withȱ corruptionȱ beingȱ oneȱ ofȱ theȱ
mostȱ prevalentȱ problemsȱ inȱ theȱ region,ȱ itȱ isȱ notȱ
onlyȱ importantȱ toȱ knowȱ howȱ corruptionȱ mayȱ
erodeȱ theȱ sustainabilityȱ andȱ qualityȱ ofȱ theseȱ
democracies,ȱbutȱalsoȱwhoȱareȱthoseȱmostȱlikelyȱ
toȱ beȱ victimsȱ ofȱ corruption.ȱ Thisȱ paperȱ hasȱ
foundȱ thatȱ someȱ individualȱ levelȱ characteristicsȱ
areȱ asȱ importantȱ asȱ atȱ leastȱ oneȱ nationalȱ levelȱ
characteristicȱ
inȱ
explainingȱ
corruptionȱ
victimization.ȱInȱthisȱcase,ȱweȱlookedȱspecificallyȱ
atȱ corruptionȱ byȱ theȱ police.ȱ ȱ Theȱ resultsȱ
demonstrateȱthatȱindividualsȱlivingȱinȱwealthierȱ
countriesȱ areȱ lessȱ likelyȱ toȱ beȱ victimsȱ ofȱ
corruption,ȱ whereasȱ theȱ probabilityȱ isȱ notablyȱ
higherȱforȱtheȱaverageȱcitizenȱinȱpoorȱcountries.ȱȱ
ItȱisȱworthȱmentioningȱthatȱtheȱmajorityȱofȱLatinȱ
AmericanȱandȱCaribbeanȱcountriesȱdemonstrateȱ
aȱ negativeȱ statisticallyȱ significantȱ correlationȱ
betweenȱ corruptionȱ victimizationȱ byȱ theȱ policeȱ
andȱ trustȱ inȱ theȱ police,ȱ renderingȱsomeȱsupportȱ
toȱ theȱ notionȱ thatȱ atȱ theȱ individualȱ level,ȱ theȱ
experienceȱ withȱ corruptionȱ victimizationȱ hasȱ aȱ
negativeȱeffectȱonȱpeople’sȱlevelsȱofȱtrustȱinȱthisȱ
institution.ȱYetȱitȱisȱalsoȱimportantȱtoȱnoteȱthatȱatȱ
theȱcountryȱlevel,ȱthisȱrelationshipȱmayȱnotȱholdȱ
asȱ thoseȱ whoȱ haveȱ notȱ beingȱ askedȱ aȱ bribeȱ byȱ
theȱ policeȱ mayȱ alsoȱ showȱ lowȱ levelsȱ ofȱ trustȱ inȱ
thisȱinstitution.ȱItȱisȱoftenȱtheȱcaseȱthatȱinȱmanyȱ
poorȱ countriesȱ theȱ policeȱ areȱ involvedȱ inȱ
superiorȱ levelsȱ ofȱ corruptionȱ orȱ crimeȱ andȱ notȱ
necessarilyȱminorȱcorruption,ȱwhichȱinȱturnȱmayȱ
affectȱ negativelyȱ people’sȱ viewsȱ ofȱ thisȱ
institutionȱ asȱ aȱ whole,ȱ regardlessȱ ifȱ theyȱ
experienceȱ directȱ corruptionȱ victimizationȱ orȱ
not.ȱWeȱconclude,ȱtherefore,ȱthatȱantiȬcorruptionȱ
programsȱareȱlikelyȱtoȱbeȱmostȱsuccessfulȱwhenȱ
theyȱ combineȱ localizedȱ action,ȱ suchȱ asȱ workingȱ

toȱ professionalizeȱ policeȱ forces,ȱ withȱ broaderȱ
attemptsȱ toȱ increaseȱ economicȱ developmentȱ inȱ
poorȱ countriesȱ inȱ orderȱ toȱ lowerȱ corruptionȱ
victimizationȱbyȱtheȱpoliceȱwhileȱincreasingȱtrustȱ
inȱthisȱinstitution.ȱ
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participation in municipal meetings remains,
however, rather low especially in the Latin
American context (see Seligson 1976, 2002, 2004).
These low levels of citizen participation may be
undermining the active civic engagement that a
strong democracy requires from its citizens to
endure (see Putnam 2000).
Figure1.
AverageParticipationinMunicipalMeetingsinthe
Americas,20082

AmericasBarometer Insights: 2008 (No.4)*

Citizen Participation
in Municipal
Meetings1
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Citizen participation in municipal meetings has
been widely advocated by many scholars as a
means to strengthen democracy (see Almond
and Verba 1963 ; Putnam 1993). Citizen

1 Prior issues in the Insight series can be found at:
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/studiesandpublications.
The data on which they are based can be found at
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/datasets
* The Insights Series is co-edited by Professors Mitchell A.
Seligson and Elizabeth Zechmeister with administrative,
technical, and intellectual support from the LAPOP group at
Vanderbilt.

Honduras

10.3%

Nicaragua

10.3%

Mexico

9.9%

Colombia

F

ormer speaker of the U.S. House of
Representatives Thomas Phillip “Tip”
O’Neill, Jr. is well known for his aphorism
that “All Politics is Local”; public opinion
emerges from what citizens experience and see
at their local levels of government, not in
remote, national governments. This maxim is
not surprising (especially in the U.S. context)
since it is common for individuals to be more
closely connected with their local authorities
relative to their national governments. In turn,
citizens tend to participate more actively in local
meetings to solve their collective problems while
participation in public institutions at the
national level is usually far more limited.
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What percentage of the population in the
Americas participates in municipal meetings?
What are the characteristics of these “publicly
engaged” citizens? What are the implications of
attending municipal meetings? This paper in the
AmericasBarometer Insight Series attempts to
answer these questions by querying the 2008
data base provided by the AmericasBarometer
survey carried out by the Latin American Public
Opinion Project (LAPOP) in 22 nations in the
Western hemisphere3. In this survey 34,469
respondents were asked the following question:
2

The non-response rate for this question was 1.17 percent.
Funding for the 2008 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
3
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NP1. Have you attended a town meeting, city council
meeting or other meeting convened by the mayor in
the past 12 months?

Figure 1 shows national averages for 21
countries in the sample.4 It is striking to note,
first, that on average, only 10.5 per cent of the
total adult (voting age) population has attended
a municipal meeting in the past 12 months in the
Americas. Second, in this context of low
participation, significant variation among
countries is evident. Between 14.6 and 16.8
percent of the citizens of the Dominican
Republic, Venezuela and the United States have
participated; while at the other extreme, only
between 3.5 and 6.0 percent of the citizens of
Argentina, Ecuador and Panama have attended
a municipal meeting during the 12 months prior
to the survey.

analysis.7 In order to best determine the effects
of education and area size, we divided the
former into four cohorts (None, Primary,
Secondary and Higher) and the latter into five
sizes (Rural Areas, Small City, Medium City,
Large City and Capital City).8 Results of the
regression are displayed in figure 2.
Figure2.
SocioǦeconomicandDemographicDeterminantsof
CitizenParticipationinMunicipalMeetingsinLatin
America,2008
F=15.553
N =32343
Country Fixed Effect and Intercept Included
but not Shown Here
Wealth
Large City
Medium City
Small City
Rural Area
Age
Female

Predicting Citizen Participation in
Municipal Meetings

Higher Education
Secondary Education
Primary Education
-0.2

-0.1

0.0
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95% C.I. (Design-Effects Based)

What explains variation in citizen participation
in municipal meetings? Historical/contextual
may be explaining some of the variation across
countries, however, in this paper we concentrate
on the variance that is explained by individuallevel factors.5 We first consider socio-economic
and demographic characteristics included in the
AmericasBarometer survey: education, gender,
age, wealth, and area size. To assess their
influence on citizen participation in municipal
meetings, we employ a binomial logit
regression.6 Since citizens in the United States
possess sharply higher levels of socio-economic
characteristics, we exclude this country from the

Development Program (UNDP), the Center for the Americas
(CFA), and Vanderbilt University.
4
The AmericasBarometer originally collected information in
22 countries. However, this question was not asked in
Canada; therefore, the number of countries was reduced to
21.
5
We found no statistically significant relationship between a
series of level-2 variables, such as per capita GDP, the
Human Development Index, GINI coefficient, level of
Democracy, etc. and citizen participation in municipal
meetings.
6
All statistical analyses in this paper were conducted using
STATA v10 and they are adjusted to consider the effects of
the complex sample design.

Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

Figure 2 shows the effects of socio-economic and
demographic characteristic on the levels of
participation in municipal meeting attendance
in Latin America. It can be observed that all five
factors accounted for in Figure 2 are statistically
relevant. 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 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. In this model, the
individual’s level of wealth (measured as capital
goods ownership),9 the size of the city where the
individual resides, the level of education, gender
and age are statistically significant contributors.
Holding constant all other of variables, poorer
7 Given that levels of citizen participation in municipal
meetings vary across countries, dummy variables for each
country were also included in the model, using Uruguay as
the base or reference country.
8 We use “None” as the base category for the “Education” cohorts,
and “Capital City” for the “Area Size.”
9 For more information on how this index is constructed, please see
Seligson (2006).
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individuals in Latin America show a higher
probability of attendance at municipal meetings.
Additionally, people living in medium and
small cities, as well as those living in rural areas
have a higher probability of participating in
municipal meetings than individuals residing in
large cities or the nations’ capitals. People with
primary, secondary and higher education tend
to have a higher probability to assist to a
municipal meeting than those who have no
education. Finally, we also see that, holding
everything else constant, men are more likely to
participate than women and so are older
individuals. These results have important policy
implications that will be analyzed in the final
section of this paper. The relationship between
age, sex and wealth on the one hand, and
participation in municipal meetings on the other
hand is shown in Figure 3, which shows average
values for the sample.10
Figure3.
Age,Education,Gender,AreaSize,Wealthand
CitizenParticipationinMunicipalMeetingsinLatin
AmericaandtheCaribbean,2008

The impact of socio-economic and demographic
variables on the likelihood of municipal
participation is statistically significant and
substantively robust, as shown in both Figures 2
and 3. However, there are also several political
tendencies
and
evaluations
that
drive
individuals to participate in municipal reunions.
In order to determine some of the political
characteristics of the citizens who participate in
local meetings, we added several variables to
our analysis. Results from this new regression
are depicted in Figure 4. It is worth noting that
even though we included all the socio-economic
and demographic control variables reported
above, we display only the political evaluation
variables in the Figure below (see the Appendix
for the complete set of statistics).
Figure4.
AnAnalysisoftheDeterminantsofAverageCitizen
Participation in Latin America and the Caribbean,
2008
F=22.553
N =29260
Country Fixed Effect, Controls and Intercept
Included but not Shown Here
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10

Satisfaction With Life

8.8

It is important to note that variables “Age” and “Wealth” are
grouped into categories with the purpose of illustration. Both
variables were inserted as continuous in the logit models.

The results indicate that there are quite a few
individual factors (in addition to socio-economic
and demographic variables) that determine
individual participation in municipal meetings.
First, those individuals who have been
victimized by corruption at least once in the last
12 months are more likely to participate in
municipal meetings than those that have not
been victimized.11 Similarly, the probability of
participating in municipal meetings increases
when respondents have been victimized by
11

The direction of this relationship could go the other way around
as well. For this reason, it is necessary to conduct further research
to try to determine the proper direction of causality.
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crime in last the 12 months previous to the
survey. These fundamental findings suggest that
citizens may increase their participation in
municipal meetings when they perceive that the
government is failing to provide security and
transparency. By exercising their right to voice,
victimized citizens may be demanding better
protection from their local government, but we
would need to know more about the specific
motivations of their participation to be able to
support this claim. Additionally, our analysis
shows that individuals who participate more
often in religious services are also more likely to
attend municipal meetings. This finding
suggests that for these citizens, the solution to
collective problems may be achieved through
spiritual as well as political means, or that in the
context of religious meetings in addition to
formal government meetings they seek
collective solutions to problems.
Second, the likelihood that citizens attend
municipal meetings increases when they report
a higher level of “system support,” that is, a
higher belief in the legitimacy of the system of
government12. Concomitantly, as individuals’
positive perception of the national economic
situation increases, the probability of attending a
municipal meeting increases as well. Finally,
some studies of the relationship between values
and politics have pointed out that satisfaction
with one’s own life is also important in
explaining citizen’s engagement (Inglehart
2000). We found initial support for this theory,
but as we added other theoretically important
variables to the model, the effect of satisfaction
with one’s own life on participation at the
municipal level tended to fade away.

Policy Implications

12 System Support Index is measured by the following
questions (question numbers from original survey): B1. To
what extent do you believe the courts in (country) guarantee
a fair trial? B2 To what extent do you respect the political
institutions in (country)? B3. To what degree do you believe
that the citizen’s basic rights are safeguarded by the political
system in (country)? B4. To what degree do you feel proud
of living in the political system in (country)? B6. To what
degree do you think the political system in (country) should
be supported?

This report has shown that in the Latin
American context, citizen participation in local
governments is rather low. If Putnam (1993) is
right, then these low levels of participation may
be contributing to the endurance of “immature,”
“incomplete,” or “illiberal” democracies in the
region. As we have shown, those individuals
that have been victimized by either corruption
or crime in the past, report higher probabilities
of participating in municipal meetings than
those who have not been victimized. This crucial
finding suggests that what may be encouraging
individuals to participate in municipal meetings
is their desire to change municipal policies in
order to increase security and transparency.
Additional analysis of this hypothesis will
emerge when the Insight series study is released
on the factors that determine demand-making
on municipal government. The problem that
decision-makers face is to determine how to
prevent crime and corruption victimization and,
at the same time, encourage citizens to exercise
their right to voice their needs and complaints.
Only by becoming responsive to citizens’ claims
can municipal authorities improve the provision
of services that can in turn help consolidate
Latin American democracies.
Finally, studying particularly the sociodemographic characteristics of the individuals
who are more likely to participate in municipal
meetings, we found at least two strong, positive
and substantive relationships that are policyrelevant. On the one hand, individuals living in
rural areas are much more likely to participate
in municipal meetings than people living in
large cities or at the national capital. This
finding
suggests
that
governmental
decentralization may have a more pronounced
impact in rural municipalities relative to
municipalities in larger cities. Taking into
account that poorer individuals tend to live in
rural areas,13 relative deprivation of private
goods may foster participation in formal, local
governmental institutions in order to gain access
to public goods. On the other hand, higher
levels of education increase the likelihood of
participation in municipal meetings. Hence, it
may be important for municipalities to carry-out
13

The correlation coefficient for “Wealth” and “Size of City”
is .43.

© 2008 -2009, Latin American Public Opinion Project, “Insights” Compilation – Volume I

20

programs to encourage civic participation by
individuals with lower levels of education. Only
by knowing the necessities of the lowereducated cohort can municipal governments
improve the allocation of public goods and
services among all of society.
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Appendix: Results from the logit model
Dependent Variable: Attended a Municipal Meeting

Variables
Corruption Victimization
System Support
Crime Victimization
Satisfaction With Life
Perception of Personal Economic
Situation
Perception of National Economic
Situation
Attendance to religious services
Education
Sex
Age
Size of City/Town
Wealth Measured by Capital
Goods Ownership
Constant
F
N. of Cases
* p<0.05

Coefficients

(t)

0.193*
0.157*
0.168*
0.061*
-0.027

(10.10)
(6.54)
(8.92)
(2.59)
(-1.08)

0.064*

(2.31)

-0.121*
0.166*
-0.138*
0.177*
0.245*
-0.181*

(-5.55)
(6.19)
(-6.30)
(7.86)
(8.31)
(-6.27)

-2.234*
38.64
29260

(-81.77)
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AmericasBarometer Insights: 2008* 1R

Social Capital in the
Americas:
Community ProblemSolving Participation

(LAPOP)1. This survey was carried out in
twenty-two countries in the Americas, of which
twenty-one countries, with a total of 34,469
respondents, are analyzed in this edition.2 The
survey included several questions that can be
used as indicators of social capital, such as the
one we address in this Insights paper: Theȱ
wordingȱofȱtheȱitemȱisȱasȱfollows:ȱCP5.“Overȱtheȱ
lastȱ12ȱmonths,ȱhaveȱyouȱhelpedȱsolveȱaȱproblemȱ
ofȱ yourȱ communityȱ orȱ ofȱ theȱ neighborsȱ inȱ yourȱ
neighborhood?”3
Figure1
CommunityProblemǦSolvingParticipationinthe
Americas,2008
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ocial capital has become an important tool
in the study of democratization. James
Coleman defined social capital as all those
relationships between people that allow them to
cooperate for the purpose of achieving common
goals (2000). When studying how democracy
has worked in Italy, Robert Putnam
demonstrated that some features of social
organization, especially interpersonal trust, and
social networks, can improve democracy’s
efficacy by facilitating coordinated action (1993).
Social capital explains, according to Putnam,
why some regions have more efficient political
institutions than others within a country.
This Insights bulletin is the first in a series of
reports devoted to study social capital in the
Americas using the 2008 Democracy Survey of
the Latin American Public Opinion Project

* The Insights Series is co-edited by Professors Mitchell A.
Seligson and Elizabeth Zechmeister with administrative,
technical, and intellectual support from the LAPOP group at
Vanderbilt.
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This question taps into citizen behavior working
collectively to solve community problems. Thus,
the item is helpful to measure collective action
which is aimed at addressing community issues.
Prior issues in the Insights series can be found at:
www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/studiesandpublications.
The
data on which they are based can be found at:
www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/datasets.
2 Funding for the 2008 round mainly came from the United
States Agency for International Development (USAID).
Significant sources of support were also the Inter-American
Development Bank (IADB), the United Nations Development Program (UNDP), the Center for the Americas, and
Vanderbilt University.
3 The non-response rate for this question was 8.3 percent.
1
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Figure 1 shows the results of this question, after
converting the responses to a 0-to-100 scale,
where 100 represents the highest level of
community problem solving and 0 the lowest.
In Paraguay and Haiti, citizens tried to solve
community problems more frequently than in
the rest of the surveyed countries in the
Americas. Most of the countries, from Brazil to
El Salvador, share basically the same level of
disposition to solve community problems.4 The
lowest
frequency
of
problem-solving
engagement is found in Argentina, Chile, and
Mexico. Yet, it is important to note that problemsolving participation is rather low across the
region. The top-ranking countries (Paraguay
and Haiti) only scored in the 30s on the overall
0-to-100 scale. In other terms, of the 92.1% who
responded to this question, 63.9% of the
residents of the Americas did not report
participation in any community problemsolving in the year prior to the survey.
Figure2
CommunityProblemǦSolvingParticipationafter
TakingintoAccountIndividualCharacteristicsin
LatinAmericaandtheCaribbean,2008
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What might explain the variation found across
countries? The standard model is to look to
socioeconomic and demographic characteristics.
In order to control for these possible effects, the
results shown in Figure 1 were examined net of
variables like age, gender, education, and
wealth; and the United States was removed
from the analysis.5 The results are shown in
Figure 2.
As in Figure 1, Paraguay and Haiti remain as the
countries where people are most likely to have
tried to solve community problems, while
Mexico and Chile remain at the bottom. In other
words, the impact of controlling sociodemographic variables does not change
substantively the social capital ranking of the
countries as measured here. However, this does
not mean that these factors and others do not
have an impact.

The Determinants of Social Capital
There are a number of factors that influence
citizen involvement in solving community
problems. A regression analysis performed on
the AmericasBarometer 2008 data show that the
significant predictors of this form of social
capital are: a) perception of personal economic
situation: citizens concerned about their
personal economic situation tend to participate
more in solving community problems; b)
political interest: the more people are interested
in politics, the more participation in community
problem solving; c) ideology: people on the left
tend to be more involved in solving problems in
the community; c) size of city: the smaller the
city in which people live, the more they are
involved in solving community problems; d)
age: older people tend to be more involved than
younger people; e) gender: women tend to be
less involved; and f) education: the more years
of education, the greater the involvement in
community solving.

(Results Controlled for Gender, Age, Education, Wealth and Size of the Place)

Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

4 Canada did not have the full social capital series and the
data from Belize are not yet available.

Theȱ analysis,ȱ whichȱ wasȱ carriedȱ outȱ usingȱ aȱ
Hierarchicalȱ Linearȱ Model,ȱ alsoȱ showsȱ thatȱ inȱ
5 The high levels of socioeconomic development in the U.S.
make this country an outlier.
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theȱ GDPȱ perȱ capitaȱ growthȱ rate,ȱ isȱ negativelyȱ
relatedȱ toȱ citizenȱ dispositionȱ toȱ solveȱ problemsȱ
inȱ theȱ community.ȱ Inȱ otherȱ words,ȱ inȱ thoseȱ
countriesȱ thatȱ haveȱ hadȱ aȱ poorȱ economicȱ
performanceȱ betweenȱ 1990ȱ andȱ 2005,ȱ peopleȱ
haveȱ triedȱ toȱ helpȱ theirȱ communityȱ moreȱ
frequentlyȱ thanȱ inȱ thoseȱ countriesȱ withȱ betterȱ
economicȱperformance.ȱȱȱ

Figure3
A Multilevel Analysis of the Determinants of
CommunityProblemSolvingǦParticipationinLatin
America and the Caribbean: The Impact of
EconomicDevelopment,2008

Figure4
The Impact of Economic Development on the
CommunityProblemSolvingParticipationinLatin
AmericaandtheCaribbean,2008
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additionȱ toȱ individualȱ variables,ȱ nationalȱ
contextȱ mattersȱ inȱ explainingȱ variationȱ inȱ socialȱ
capital.6ȱ Citizenȱ involvementȱ inȱ communityȱ
problemsȱ isȱ greaterȱ inȱ poorerȱ countriesȱ thanȱ inȱ
richerȱ countries.ȱ ȱ Specifically,ȱ theȱ wealthierȱ theȱ
countriesȱ inȱ perȱ capitaȱ terms,ȱ theȱ lessȱ likelyȱ
citizenȱareȱinȱtryingȱtoȱhelpȱsolvingȱproblemsȱinȱ
theirȱcommunities.ȱ
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Thisȱ canȱ beȱ clearlyȱ seenȱ inȱ Figureȱ 4.ȱ Thisȱgraphȱ
showsȱ theȱ predictedȱ scoresȱ ofȱ communityȱ
problemȱ solvingȬparticipationȱ inȱ eachȱ countryȱ
accordingȱ toȱ GDPȱ perȱ capita.ȱ Theȱ poorestȱ
countriesȱ inȱ theȱ Americasȱ (Haiti,ȱ Bolivia,ȱ
Honduras,ȱ andȱ Nicaragua)ȱ exhibitȱ theȱ highestȱ
scoresȱ onȱ theȱ scaleȱ ofȱ citizenȱ involvement.ȱ
Conversely,ȱ theȱ richestȱ countriesȱ inȱ Latinȱ
Americaȱ (Argentina,ȱ Chile,ȱ Mexico,ȱ andȱ
Uruguay)ȱ tendȱ toȱ scoreȱ lowȱ onȱ citizenȱ
involvementȱinȱcommunityȱproblemȱsolving.ȱȱ

Figure5
AMultilevelAnalysisoftheDeterminantsof
CommunityProblemǦSolvingParticipationinLatin
AmericaandtheCaribbean:TheImpactof
EconomicPerformance,2008
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fromȱ 1990ȱ toȱ 2005.ȱ Asȱ shownȱ inȱ Figureȱ 5,ȱ aȱ
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Analyses in this paper were conducted using Stata v10, and
they have been adjusted to consider the effects of complex
sample designs.
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Hence,ȱ inȱ countriesȱ likeȱ Haitiȱ andȱ Venezuela,ȱȱ
withȱ lowȱ ratesȱ ofȱ economicȱ growth,ȱ theȱ
involvementȱ ofȱ citizensȱ helpingȱ toȱ solveȱ

© 2008 -2009, Latin American Public Opinion Project, “Insights” Compilation – Volume I

25

problemsȱ isȱ higherȱ thanȱ inȱ countriesȱ suchȱ asȱ
Chileȱ andȱ theȱ Dominicanȱ Republic,ȱ thatȱ haveȱ
beenȱgrowingȱinȱtheȱlastȱdecadeȱ(seeȱFigureȱ6).ȱȱ
Figure6
TheImpactofEconomicPerformanceon
CommunityProblemǦSolvingParticipationinLatin
AmericaandtheCaribbean,2008
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In sum, the results of the Americas Barometer
2008, carried out in twenty-one countries in the
region, show that social capital, measured as
citizen participation in community problem
solving, is rather low across the Americas,
especially among citizens who live in richer
countries. Such findings suggest than in the
poorest countries, people tend to provide more
support for their own communities as a means
to overcome their lack of resources. Social
capital, then, becomes a resource that helps
people to deal with the shortages imposed by
poverty and lack of development.

Policy Implications

generate more social capital and are better
suited for collective action that leads to local
development. Thus, the formation of human
capital seems to be a sound basis for the
development of social capital, which in turn,
many studies have found, enhances democratic
political culture and development.
These results have also shown an interesting
relationship between wealth and citizen
involvement in problem solving. Citizen
engagement at the community level is higher in
poorest countries and is higher among people
concerned about their own personal economy.
Collective action becomes, then, an important
tool to tackle the obvious lack of resources.
Hence, despite their vulnerability, deprived
communities with successful strategies of
collective action can also turn into models for
programs and policies seeking to enhance
social capital elsewhere

5HIHUHQFHV
Coleman, James. 2000. “Social capital in the
creation of human capital.” In Social capital: A
multifaceted perpective, Partha Disgupta and
Ismail Serageldin (eds.). Washington, D.C.: The
World Bank.
Putnam, Robert. 1992. Making Democracy Work:
Civic Traditions in Modern Italy. Princeton, N.J.:
Princeton University Press.

Does this mean that countries should be poor in
order to bolster social capital? The answer is
clearly no. But these results are helpful to direct
the search for participation models in those
communities that have used social capital to
overcome the lack of resources.
Democracy not only depends upon electoral
participation. It also depends upon collective
action aimed to solve daily problems within
communities. The results shown in this paper
have pointed out that education impacts the
likelihood of citizen participation at the
community
level.
Communities
and
neighborhoods with higher levels of education
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the relatively high non-response rate for incomebased measures as well as under or over
reporting typically found in income items
utilized in standard of living household surveys.
In public opinion research, to estimate reliable
indicators of individual economic status is even
more challenging since often neither income nor
consumption data are collected in this type of
survey.
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T

he Latin American Public Opinion Project
(LAPOP) research program relies heavily
on basic measures of individual economic
status. For some time we have been attempting
to refine those measures, and in this Insights
study,1 we focus on measuring relative wealth.
In doing so, we focus on a critical issue in the
social sciences, namely how to obtain valid and
reliable measures of personal economic wellbeing. Our ultimate goal is to develop solid
measures of individual economic status to assess
the consequences of poverty and economic
inequality for democratic political culture in
Latin American and Caribbean countries.
Research has shown that expenditure-based
economic status indicators have been found to
be more reliable than indices that are incomebased (Deaton 1997). A major reason for this is
* The Insights Series is co-edited by Professors Mitchell A.
Seligson and Elizabeth Zechmeister with administrative,
technical, and intellectual support from the LAPOP group at
Vanderbilt.
1 Prior issues in the Insights series can be found at:
www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/studiesandpublications.
The
data on which they are based can be found at:
www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/datasets.

The LAPOP questionnaires have always
included an income item (Q10) that takes into
account the decile distribution of income in each
country. Specifically, the LAPOP surveys ask
respondents to indicate (by privately picking a
number from a card) the income bracket in
which their total household income falls, rather
than asking them to state a precise monetary
amount. By using that procedure, we have been
able to minimize non-response and, hopefully,
under or over reporting. Unfortunately, without
a
validation
survey,
which
privacy
considerations and ethical norms would prevent
us from carrying out, validation of the incomes
reported to our interviewers cannot take place.
Nonetheless, the income variable in the LAPOP
surveys still shows a relatively high proportion
of missing values due to non-response (around
17 percent in the 2008 round of surveys for all 23
countries included in that round),2 substantially
reducing the number of valid cases in
multivariate statistical analyses that include the
income variable. Such a loss on a key predictor
variable is serious as it means that all
substantive analysis is deprived of many cases
that would otherwise be available for analysis
since few (if any) of the other survey items in the
questionnaire produce such a high level of nonresponse.
As a result, the LAPOP surveys have also
always collected information on household
assets with the aim of obtaining more precise
measures of economic well-being on the largest
possible proportion of respondents. Indeed, the
2 Funding for the 2008 round mainly came from the United
States Agency for International Development (USAID).
Significant sources of support were also the Inter-American
Development Bank (IADB), the United Nations Development Program (UNDP), the Center for the Americas, and
Vanderbilt University.
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non-response rate associated with the household
asset items in the LAPOP questionnaires is
much lower than the one for the income variable
(less than one per cent in the 2008 pooled
dataset). However, the underreporting or
overreporting problem might still be present
when household assets are employed, as the
study by Martinelli and Parker (2008) suggests,
although that evidence came from a special
purpose survey, and it is impossible to know
how broadly this problem exists in other kinds
of
surveys
and
in
other
settings.
Notwithstanding these limitations and concerns,
as will be demonstrated in this methodological
note, a reliable economic status indicator can be
obtained using the household asset items
included in the LAPOP surveys. A relative
wealth index was computed using the
methodology described below based on the
following items in the LAPOP surveys:
Could you tell me if you have the following in
your house:
Television
(0) No
(1) Yes
Refrigerator
(0) No
(1) Yes
Conventional
(0) No
(1) Yes
telephone
Cellular telephone
(0) No
(1) Yes
Vehicle
(0) No
(1) One
(2) Two
(3) Three
Washing machine
(0) No
(1) Yes
Microwave oven
(0) No
(1) Yes
Indoor plumbing
(0) No
(1) Yes
Indoor bathroom
(0) No
(1) Yes
Computer
(0) No
(1) Yes
Once this data is obtained in raw form, the key
question is how to compute a wealth index
based on household assets that enjoys internal
validity; in other words, a wealth indicator that
is able to effectively discriminate between
economically well-off and worse-off individuals.
One common choice, frequently used in the
analysis of LAPOP surveys in the past, is to
create an index based on the “count” of
household assets. The rationale has been that
since there is no a priori way of weighting the
various assets, assuming an equal weight of
each was a reasonable way to proceed. This
approach, however, can lead to inaccurate

results since two individuals with very different
economic resources and therefore standards of
living can be assigned the same wealth score.
For example, an individual who has indoor
plumbing and who owns a television would be
assigned the same score as one with indoor
plumbing and who owns a car; obviously, using
this methodology could result in large
measurement error by underestimating the
wealth of the individual with the car. Instead, in
this paper we propose a more appropriate
methodology as the new LAPOP standard, one
in which the distribution of household assets
weights more heavily luxury assets. In order to
make those weights non-arbitrary and
replicable, we calculate them systematically,
based on the Principal Component Analysis
(PCA) method described below.
Before getting into the PCA details, we wish to
note that a further issue is how to compute a
wealth index that will work across space. That
is, we want to be able to compare individuals
who live in rural vs. urban areas, but we know
that in many rural areas in Latin America and
the Caribbean, public services such as potable
water and electricity are not widely available,
whereas in cities they are. We do not want to
call an individual “poor” if she lives in a rural
area, without water or electricity, yet owns a car,
a cell phone etc. Thus, our index must be
sensitive to contextual variation both in terms of
urban/rural differences and in terms of
variation across countries since in the
AmericasBarometer we include countries as
wealthy as Argentina and as poor as Haiti.

Constructing the Wealth Index
In the 2010 country reports, LAPOP will
implement a weighting system for constructing
wealth indexes based on assets that relies on
Principal Component Analysis (PCA). Filmer
and Pritchett (2001) popularized the use of PCA
for estimating wealth levels using asset
indicators to replace income or consumption
data. Based on their analysis of household assets
for India and the validation of their results using
both household assets and consumption data for
Indonesia, Pakistan, and Nepal, they concluded
that PCA “provides plausible and defensible
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weights for an index of assets to serve as a proxy
for wealth” (Filmer and Pritchett 2001 128).
Filmer and Pritchett (2001) note that asset-based
measures depict an individual or a household’s
long-run economic status and therefore do not
necessarily account for short-term fluctuations
in economic well-being or economic shocks.
Thus, although we expect the income variable to
be correlated with the wealth measure here
estimated, we are aware that the two might tap
different dimensions of economic well-being, as
previous studies have found (Gasparini et al,
2008; Lora 2008).
Following Filmer and Pritchett, many other
studies, especially in the fields of economics and
public
policy,
have
implemented
and
recommend the use of PCA for estimating
wealth effects (Minujin and Hee Bang 2002;
McKenzie 2005; Vyass and Kumaranayake 2006;
Labonne, Biller and Chase 2007).
The estimation of relative wealth using PCA is
based on the first principal component.
Formally, the wealth index for household i is
the linear combination,

yi

D1 (

x  xk
x1  x1
x  x2
)  D2 ( 2
)  ...  D k ( k
)
s1
s2
sk

Where, x k and s k are the mean and standard
deviation of asset x k , and D represents the
weight for each variable x k for the first principal
component.
By definition the first principal component
variable across households or individuals has a
mean of zero and a variance of O , which
corresponds to the largest eigenvalue of the
correlation matrix of x . The first principal
component y yields a wealth index that assigns
a larger weight to assets that vary the most
across households so that an asset found in all
households is given a weight of zero (McKenzie
2005). The first principal component or wealth
index can take positive as well as negative
values.

The wealth index here estimated for twenty one
Latin American and Caribbean countries is
based on the ten items listed above in the
AmericasBarometer 2008 round of surveys
carried out by LAPOP. As suggested in the
literature, all variables were first dichotomized
(1=Yes, 0=No) to indicate the ownership of each
household asset (Vyass and Kumaranayake
2006). Weights (effectively defined by factor
scores) for each asset were computed separately
for urban and rural areas for each country. Then,
a “relative wealth” variable was created in the
pooled dataset. Thus, the wealth index takes
into account the distribution of assets in urban
and rural areas within a given country in order
to reflect each country’s economic conditions
across urban and rural areas. As an example,
Table 1 summarizes the results of the PCA for
urban and rural areas in two countries, Peru and
Costa Rica.
From Table 1 it can be observed that even
though Peru and Costa Rica show dissimilar
levels of economic development, at first glance
the application of PCA seems to provide
appropriate factor scores or weights using a
common list of assets from the LAPOP surveys
in both urban and rural areas in these two
countries.
In urban areas in both countries, for example,
since almost all households have a television set,
this asset receives a very low weight. This means
that having a TV does little to increase one’s
wealth index score compared to a respondent
who does not have a TV in the household. In
sharp contrast, having a microwave, a washing
machine, or a computer is weighted more
heavily. It is also noteworthy that very few
individuals have more than one vehicle in these
two countries, and therefore the indicator
variables for two and three vehicles are assigned
a low weight since these variables correlate
weakly with other assets. Also, it can be
observed that the factor score for “no vehicle,”
as expected, has a negative sign, indicating that
an individual in a household without a car ranks
lower in terms of economic status than one with
a vehicle.
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Table 1. Results from Principal Components Analysis
Peru Urban
Variable description

Mean

Std.
Dev.

Peru Rural

Factor Mean
Score

Std.
Dev.

Costa Rica Urban

Factor Mean
Score

Costa Rica Rural

Std.
Dev.

Factor
Score

Mean

Std.
Dev.

Factor
Score

Housing Characteristics
Indoor plumbing (drinkable water) 89.2% 0.009

0.245

71.2% 0.023

0.157

98.5% 0.004

0.194

94.7% 0.010

0.235

Indoor bathroom
Durable Assets

87.8% 0.010

0.275

58.7% 0.025

0.186

97.5% 0.005

0.228

93.0% 0.011

0.277

Television

96.8% 0.005

0.162

73.3% 0.023

0.256

98.5% 0.004

0.157

97.1% 0.007

0.288

Refrigerator

69.7% 0.014

0.337

24.3% 0.022

0.340

96.6% 0.006

0.283

92.7% 0.011

0.322

Conventional telephone

62.2% 0.014

0.331

9.3%

0.015

0.338

76.4% 0.014

0.318

65.4% 0.020

0.308

Cellular Phone

71.7% 0.013

0.218

32.8% 0.024

0.293

60.2% 0.016

0.287

46.5% 0.021

0.260

No vehicle

86.4% 0.010

-0.301

93.6% 0.013

-0.370

67.3% 0.016

-0.398

70.3% 0.020

-0.337

One vehicle

11.9% 0.010

0.258

6.1%

0.012

0.348

27.6% 0.015

0.348

25.3% 0.019

0.284

Two vehicles

1.2%

0.003

0.125

0.3%

0.003

0.137

4.7%

0.007

0.131

3.8%

0.008

0.139

Three vehicles

0.04% 0.002

0.084

0.0%

0.000

0.000

0.4%

0.002

0.050

0.5%

0.003

0.055

Washing Machine

27.6% 0.013

0.359

2.1%

0.007

0.278

95.0% 0.007

0.301

90.1% 0.013

0.336

Microwave

25.5% 0.013

0.369

4.0%

0.010

0.340

76.3% 0.014

0.366

60.3% 0.021

0.332

Computer

32.8% 0.014

0.350

8.8%

0.015

0.299

38.3% 0.016

0.314

21.8% 0.018

0.282

Largest Eigenvalue, O
Proportion of Variance Explained

3.414

3.272

3.052

3.426

0.263

0.273

0.235

0.264

Source: AmericasBarometer 2008 by LAPOP
Table 2. Internal Validity of Wealth Index: Results based on the First Principal Component (21 Latin American countries)
1

2

3

4

5

Indoor plumbing (drinkable water)

49.54%

70.85%

84.95%

88.39%

93.18%

Indoor bathroom

36.02%

61.20%

79.06%

84.70%

92.40%

Television

68.93%

88.30%

97.89%

98.29%

99.08%

Refrigerator
Conventional telephone

40.90%

68.71%

85.98%

91.13%

96.07%

8.55%

28.52%

51.22%

62.02%

77.09%

42.34%

66.58%

78.51%

82.76%

92.73%

No vehicle

99.48%

98.41%

93.33%

66.92%

18.23%

One vehicle

0.46%

1.50%

6.29%

29.82%

66.13%

Two vehicles

0.04%

0.08%

0.32%

2.93%

12.60%

Three vehicles

0.01%

0.01%

0.06%

0.32%

3.04%

Washing machine
Microwave oven
Computer

14.08%
1.83%
0.98%

33.99%
12.05%
4.18%

51.06%
34.10%
20.72%

57.92%
42.56%
37.78%

74.39%
72.50%
67.77%

Average Wealth (Mean Scores for First Principal Component)

-2.275

-.972

-.053

.996

2.833

Quintiles of Wealth
Housing Characteristics

Durable Assets

Cellular telephone

Source: AmericasBarometer 2008 by LAPOP
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Internal Validity of the Wealth
Index

Figure1
InequalityinAccesstoCleanWateracrossand
withinCountries

In order to assess the internal validity of the
wealth index proposed here, quintiles of wealth
were computed based on the index to assess the
characteristics of the poor and rich. Table 2
shows the percentage of the population in Latin
America and the Caribbean that has access to
each asset and the average wealth level across
quintiles. Appendix 1 and 2 show the results for
urban and rural areas, respectively. As can be
observed, the first Principal Component
Analysis methodology discriminates well
between the rich and poor. Individuals in the
fifth quintile unambiguously show much higher
levels of wealth than the rest of the population
in both urban and rural areas.

Mexico

Guatemala

El Salvador

Honduras

Nicaragua

Costa Rica

Panama

Colombia

Ecuador

Bolivia

Peru

Paraguay

Chile

Uruguay

Brazil

Venezuela

Argentina

Dominican Republic

Haiti

Jamaica

Belize

Per cent Individuals with Indoor Plumbing

100
50
0

100
50
0

100
50
0

100
50
0

100
50
0

100
50
0

100
50
0

Inequality across and within
countries
How much inequality is there within and across
countries? In order to explore this point, Figure
1 shows the distribution of a single item, indoor
plumbing, by country and quintiles of wealth.
As expected, there are sharp differences in
access to clean water within and across
countries. The degree of inequality in access to
clean water within countries can be seen by the
steepness of the slope in each line graph. For
example, the graph for Dominican Republic
shows huge inequalities in access to clean water
in this country. While only 12.45 percent of
those in the first quintile have indoor plumbing,
about 93 per cent of individuals in the fifth
quintile do. In contrast, the figure below shows
that in countries with higher standards of living,
like Costa Rica, Uruguay, and Argentina, not
only does a much higher proportion of the
population have access to clean water, but also
this asset is more evenly distributed between the
rich and poor (as depicted by the flatter lines).

1

2

3

4

5

1

2

3

4

5

1

2

3

4

5

Quintiles of Wealth
Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

Correlation between the Wealth
Index and Other Variables
As can be seen in Figures 2 and 3, economic
status as measured here is correlated in the
expected direction with other variables in the
AmericasBarometer dataset. Individuals in Latin
American and Caribbean countries belonging to
higher quintiles of wealth show higher levels of
income and education. Moreover, as the
literature suggests, the poor show lower interest
in politics and more limited knowledge of
political issues.3

3

The exact wording of the interest in politics item in the
LAPOP surveys is the following: How much interest do you
have in politics: a lot, some, little or none? The original scale
was recoded into a 1-100 scale. The political knowledge
index was computed based on five items in the surveys (GI1GI5); it consists of a count of correct answers to each of the
five items.
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Figure2
CorrelationbetweenRelativeWealthandIncome
LevelandYearsofSchooling
5
4
3
2

2.7

1

3.4

4.0

5.8

4.7

Figure4
Correlation between Relative Wealth and
CorruptionandCrimeVictimization
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4

Richest
20%

Quintiles of Wealth
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8
6
4

6.5

2

7.8

9.0

11.6

9.9

Poorest
20 %

2

3

4

25
20
15
10

15.9% 17.5% 17.3%

21.5%

26.9%

5

Richest
20 %

Quintiles of Wealth

25

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

Figure3
CorrelationbetweenRelativeWealthandPolitical
KnowledgeandInterestinPoliticsȱ
Average Political Knowledge

30

0

0

4

Per cent of Population
Victimized by Crime

Average Years of Schooling

Poorest
20 %

Per cent of Population
Victimized by Corruption

Average Household
Income Level

6

As a final validation of the utility of the PCA
wealth index, we show in Figure 4 that in terms
of corruption and crime victimization, as found
in previous research and studies by LAPOP and
other studies, the rich are more likely to be
victims.

Poorest
20%

2

3

4

Richest
20%

20
15
10
5

14.2% 16.0% 16.0%

19.0%

22.0%

0
Poorest
20%

3

2

3

4

Richest
20%

95% C.I. (Design-Effects Based)
2

2.0

1

2.3

2.6

3.2

2.9

Conclusion

0
Poorest
20%

Average Level Interest in
Politics (POL1)

Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP
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4

Richest
20%

40
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30.2

31.5

34.4

36.7

3

4

40.3
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We conclude by noting that for the 2010 round
of surveys, in which the issue of wealth and
poverty will be central, we will utilize this
context specific Relative Wealth Index, hereafter
RWI, rather than the count-based index used by
LAPOP in the past.

0
Poorest
20 %

2

Quintiles of Wealth

Richest
20 %

95% C.I. (Design-Effects Based)
Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP
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Appendix
Appendix 1. Internal Validity of Wealth Index: Results based on the First Principal Component
(Urban Areas; 21 Latin American countries)
2
3
5
1
4
Quintiles of Wealth
Richest
Poorest
20%
20%
Housing Characteristics
Indoor plumbing (drinkable water)

66.64%

87.79%

90.53%

95.53%

98.14%

Indoor bathroom

51.45%

81.79%

90.67%

94.45%

98.14%

Television

84.43%

98.34%

99.22%

99.55%

99.93%

Refrigerator
Conventional telephone

53.32%

86.68%

94.64%

96.90%

99.20%

12.49%

40.53%

67.91%

75.85%

90.62%

Cellular telephone

51.51%

72.23%

84.19%

86.45%

95.37%

No vehicle

99.36%

98.21%

91.63%

56.66%

8.54%

One vehicle

0.58%

1.66%

7.92%

38.95%

72.79%

Two vehicles

0.06%

0.11%

0.39%

4.00%

14.93%

Three vehicles
Washing machine

0.00%

0.02%

0.07%

0.40%

3.74%

19.12%

43.94%

62.73%

70.20%

86.16%

Microwave oven

2.64%

17.02%

43.91%

54.96%

83.72%

Computer
Average Wealth
(Mean Scores for First Principal Component)
Source: AmericasBarometer 2008 by LAPOP

1.45%

6.00%

29.68%

51.34%

82.71%

-2.41

-0.96

-0.002

1.13

2.73

Durable Assets
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Appendix 2. Internal Validity of Wealth Index: Results based on the First Principal Component
(Rural Areas; 21 Latin American countries)
2
3
5
1
4
Quintiles of Wealth
Richest
Poorest
20%
20%
Housing Characteristics
Indoor plumbing (drinkable water)

19.0%

39.9%

73.8%

74.8%

84.1%

Indoor bathroom

8.4%

23.6%

55.9%

66.1%

81.9%

Television

41.2%

70.0%

95.2%

95.9%

97.5%

Refrigerator
Conventional telephone

18.7%

35.9%

68.7%

80.2%

90.3%

1.5%

6.6%

18.0%

35.7%

52.3%

Cellular telephone

26.0%

56.3%

67.2%

75.7%

87.9%

No vehicle

99.7%

98.8%

96.7%

86.5%

36.0%

One vehicle

0.3%

1.2%

3.0%

12.4%

53.9%

Two vehicles

0.0%

0.0%

0.2%

0.9%

8.3%

Three vehicles
Washing machine

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.2%

1.8%

5.1%

15.8%

27.8%

34.5%

52.8%

Microwave oven

0.4%

3.0%

14.5%

18.9%

51.9%

Computer
Average Wealth
(Mean Scores for First Principal Component)
Source: AmericasBarometer 2008 by LAPOP

0.1%

0.9%

2.9%

12.0%

40.4%

-2.04

-1.003

-0.16

0.73

3.03

Durable Assets
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Caribbean trading community (CARICOM)
rather than the Central American community
with its ties to the U.S. under the Central
American Free Trade Agreement (CAFTA). It is
therefore appropriate to take a look at political
values and behaviors in Belize and to see how
those fit, or do not fit, into the larger patterns of
Central America, and the Latin American and
Caribbean region beyond.

AmericasBarometer Insights: 2008 (No.7) *

The Political Culture
of Belize: Preliminary
Evidence
By Mitchell A. Seligson
(m.seligson@vanderbilt.edu)
and Dominique Zéphyr
(pierre.m.zephyr@vanderbilt.edu)
Vanderbilt University

B

elize is a mystery to many social scientists.
While squarely located geographically in
Central America, most experts on Central
America do not consider it to be part of the
traditional region (Guatemala, El Salvador,
Honduras, Nicaragua and Costa Rica). There
are many good reasons for this. Whereas the
traditional five-country Central American
countries were all colonies of Spain, Belize was a
British colony up until its formal independence
in 1981 and remains a member of the
Commonwealth. Politically, unlike all of the
other countries in the region, who are led by a
president, Belize is led by a prime minister.
While Spanish predominates as the national
language in
Central
America, English
predominates in Belize. Many other differences
abound, and yet, increasing migration from
Mexico and Guatemala, along with growing
contact and trade with Central America has led
to greater links with that region, even though
formally Belize retains its membership in the
* The Insights Series is co-edited by Professors Mitchell A.
Seligson and Elizabeth Zechmeister with administrative,
technical, and intellectual support from the LAPOP group at
Vanderbilt.

The opportunity to do this was presented by a
generous grant to LAPOP by the United Nations
Development Program (UNDP) that enabled us
to add Belize as the 23rd country in our 2008
round of surveys. As far as we know, this is the
first national sample of political culture ever
conducted in Belize.1
This paper in the
AmericasBarometer Insight Series2 looks at a small
number of key questions in the 2008 round of
the Latin American Public Opinion Project
survey, which involved face-to-face interviews
conducted in 23 nations in Latin America and
the Caribbean, and a web survey in the United
States3. A full analysis of the Belize survey data
remains to be conducted.
The survey was
conducted between October and November by a
team of interviewers trained by the second
author of this paper. In total, 1552 respondents
(half male, half female) were interviewed, in a
stratified probability sample (with quotas for
respondent selection within the home). The
country was stratified into six districts: Corozal,
Orange Walk, Belize City, Cayo, Stann Creek
and Toledo, with the number of interviews per
stratum proportional to the census data adult
population distributions and further substratified by urban and rural divisions (51.8%
rural, 48.2% urban). Results are shown in Figure
1:
Figure1

1

For background see Fernández, 1989.
Prior issues in the Insights series can be found at:
www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/studiesandpublications.
The
data on which they are based can be found at:
www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/datasets.
3 Funding for the 2008 round mainly came from the United
States Agency for International Development (USAID).
Significant sources of support were also the Inter-American
Development Bank (IADB), the United Nations Development Program (UNDP), the Center for the Americas, and
Vanderbilt University.
2
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DistributionoftheSamplebyDistricts

Toledo
8.9%

Corozal
13.7%

Tann Creek
8.4%
Orange Walk
16.0%

Cayo
25.6%

Belize
27.3%

Strata
Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

The full description of the sample design is
available
at
http://sitemason.vanderbilt.edu/files/dQ5t9C
/Belize_sample_design_v1.pdf. . All interviews
were carried out using handheld computers
(PDAs), with programming provided by
Advitek of Toronto, Canada. The questionnaire
was prepared and tested in both English and
Spanish; interviewers with a single click on their
PDAs were able to immediately switch from one
language to the other if a respondent indicated
difficulty in replying to the question in the other
language. Many Belizeans are bi-lingual, but are
dominant in one of the two main languages
(Spanish or English).
While there is a
substantial Mayan Indian and Garifuna
population, the former are almost all bi-lingual
or monolingual Spanish speakers, while the
latter are almost all fluent in English. The
survey data found, for example, that when
asked what language the respondent spoke
growing up at home, 55.9% reported that it was
Spanish, 35.9% that it was Creole or English,
1.7% Garifuna, and 4.7% Mayan (Maya Kechi,
Mopan, or Yucatec). In the survey itself,
however, respondents were more likely to have
used English (63.9%) than Spanish (36.1%).

Support for Democracy
How much support is there for democracy in
Belize? In the AmericasBarometer 2008 we
included several items to try to measure this
issue. One basic question is the one derived
from Churchill’s classic statement: “Democracy

may have problems, but it is better than any
other form of government.”
We asked
respondents how much they agreed with this
point of view, and converted the responses (as
we do for most items in LAPOP studies) to a 0100 scale. The results are shown in Figure 2; in
every country in the Americas, the average
response is to agree with Churchill, with the
mean score in Belize reaching 71.9 (out of a
possible 100), placing the country in about the
middle of the pack, slightly below Nicaragua,
higher than all of the other countries in the
region except Costa Rica.
Figure2
SupportforDemocracyintheAmericas
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The Churchill item, valuable though it is, does
not get at the specific operational aspects of
democracy. So, we include additional batteries
of items to deepen our understanding of
popular support for democracy.
One key
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element is support for the right of public
contestation, as Robert Dahl (Dahl 1971) put it.
We asked three questions, and formed a scale (0100) based on the responses. Asked how much
people approve/disapprove of:
1. People participating in legal demonstrations.
2. People participating in an organization or
group to try to solve community problems.
3. People working for campaigns for a political
party or candidate.
The results are shown in Figure 3. Once again,
all nations in the Americas score on the “agree”
end of the 0-100 continuum, but this time Belize
is among the top third of countries.
Interestingly, this places Belize higher than any
of the other countries in the region, although
there is no significant difference with Costa Rica
(note the confidence intervals in the graph).
Figure3
SupportfortheRightofPublicContestationinthe
Americas

to which they would be willing to allow people
“who only say bad things about our system of
government” to have the right to vote, run for
office, make speeches and engage in peaceful
demonstrations. As can be seen in Figure 4, the
Belizean population is especially tolerant when
compared to other countries in the Americas.
Belizeans are more tolerant, on average, than the
citizens of any country in Central America.
Figure4
PoliticalToleranceinTheAmericas
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In many LAPOP studies, political tolerance has
been explored. We have relied on a four-item
scale in which respondents are asked the extent

Finally, another key value is political legitimacy
of the core institutions of government. A multiitem index, discussed in detail in the country
reports
already
on
line
at
www.AmericasBarometer.org, and explored in
detail in a new book (Booth and Seligson
forthcoming) was created. Figure 5 shows that
Belize scores the highest of any country in the
Americas, indicating very solid support for
these institutions.

© 2008 -2009, Latin American Public Opinion Project, “Insights” Compilation – Volume I

38

Figure͙
PoliticalLegitimacyofCoreRegimeInstitutionsin
theAmericas
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exploration of the Belize data set awaits our
analysis.
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Conclusions
How to explain these results? Perhaps the
British colonial tradition can explain why
several aspects of Belizean political culture are
so highly democratic. Of course, there are other
former British colonies in the region, one of
them, Jamaica, is also included in our sample.
Jamaican values are quite close to those found in
Belize, indicating that there may be some
substance to the theory that colonial heritage
marks countries over the long term, a thesis that
has been explored for Jamaica and Costa Rica in
one early study (Seligson 1987), and that is a
major element of recent theories (Acemoglu and
Robinson 2006; Fukuyama 2008). Further
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South America and the Caribbean were asked
the same question3:
ROS1. The (nationality) government, instead of
the private sector, should own the most
important businesses and industries of the
country. To what extent do you agree or
disagree with this statement?

AmericasBarometer Insights: 2009(No.8)*

Should Government Own Big
Businesses and Industries?
Views from the Americas
By Margarita Corral
Margarita.corral@vanderbilt.edu
Vanderbilt University

P

rivatization of state enterprises was a core
recommendation
of the so-called
“Washington consensus” that emerged
over a decade ago. While governments worldwide followed the recommendations, and
countless state enterprises were privatized, the
debate over the proper role of the government in
the economy remains open (Franko 2007). This
AmericasBarometer Insight Series report looks at
citizens’ preferences on this subject. A previous
report (No. I0801) examined opinions on the role
of the government in job creation. This paper
focuses on government ownership of key
enterprises.1 We again query the 2008 round of
the Latin American Public Opinion Project
(LAPOP) surveys.2
In this survey 34,469
respondents from 21 nations in North, Central,

Responses were given based on a 1-7 scale,
where ‘1’ meant “strongly disagree” and ‘7’
meant “strongly agree.”
These responses were then recalibrated on a 0100 basis to conform to the LAPOP standard,
which facilitates comparability across questions
and survey waves.4 Figure 1, which displays
national averages, shows no consensus in the
Americas about the proper role of the
government as owner of the most important
enterprises and industries of the country.
Figure 1.
Average Support for Government Ownership of
Key Enterprises in the Americas, 2008

Jamaica

72.7

Chile

67.1

Argentina

66.5

Paraguay

65.0

Colombia

64.4

Bolivia
Panama

63.6
61.1

Dominican Republic

60.3

Peru

59.8

Ecuador

57.8

Mexico

56.7

Uruguay

56.6

Haiti

54.9

Nicaragua

53.6

Honduras

52.6

El Salvador

52.5

Brazil

52.3

Guatemala

50.1

Costa Rica

* The Insights Series is co-edited by Professors Mitchell A.
Seligson and Elizabeth Zechmeister with administrative,
technical, and intellectual support from the LAPOP group at
Vanderbilt.
1 Prior issues in the Insight series can be found at:
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/studiesandpublications.
The data on which they are based can be found at
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/datasets
2 Funding for the 2008 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), the Center for the Americas
(CFA), and Vanderbilt University.
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3
4

This question was not asked in Canada.
Non-response was 5.67% for the sample as a whole.
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Countries such as Jamaica, Chile, Argentina,
Paraguay, and Colombia display the highest
levels of support for government5 ownership of
key enterprises. In all these countries the
average response rises above 60 points on our 0100 scale. At the other extreme, in sharp
contrast, we find Costa Rica, Venezuela and the
United States, where the average score falls
below 50 points. Support is especially low in the
U.S., a country long noted for its preference for a
limited role for the state.
How much of this variation across countries
emerges from the variation in socio-economic
and demographic individual characteristics? In
order to assess the effect of these characteristics
we control for education gender, age, wealth,
and city/town size. Given that citizens in the
United States hold sharply higher levels on
socioeconomic characteristics we exclude this
country from the analysis.
Figure 2 shows how the results remain quite
consistent with Figure 1, with averages varying
by only few points higher or lower6. Therefore,
there must be some other variables that help to
explain variation across countries.

state sectors. Our guess is that citizens in the
Americas “want what they do not have”7.
Figure 2.
Average Support for Government Ownership of
Key Enterprises after Taking into Account
Individual Characteristics in Latin America and the
Caribbean, 2008
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Do Contextual Factors Matter?
We speculate that the processes of privatization
that took place in Latin America and the
Caribbean during the 1990s could have had an
impact on citizens’ perceptions of the proper
role of the government as owner of enterprises
and industries. Our speculation is motivated by
the apparent paradox, shown in both Figures 1
and 2; countries that experienced high levels of
privatization tend to be among those with the
highest popular support for a major role of
government. In contrast, the countries with the
lowest support for government ownership of
business and industry are those that retain large

5 In the Spanish-language version of the questionnaire, the
word “el estado” (the state) is used since the term “el
gobierno” (the government) refers to the incumbent
administration rather than the state apparatus.
6 An analysis of variance model was employed, with the
socio-economic and demographic variables used as
covariates.

(Results Controlled for Gender, Age, Education, Wealth and Size of City/Town)

Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

In order test this speculation, I deploy a measure
of the privatizations that countries carried out in
Latin America called the Privatization Index
developed by Brune, Garrett and Kogul (2004).
This index8 computes the average revenues from
the sale of state-owned assets from 1985-1999 as
a percentage of the GDP of 19859. Figure 3
displays the effects of this contextual factor as
well as the effects of some other individual-level
variables. The impact of each variable is shown
7 I thank Professor Juan Pablo Luna for his suggestions
regarding this interpretation.
8 It ranges from 0.2 percent in Uruguay to 37.6 percent of
Bolivia.
9 This analysis is carried out using multi-level regression
techniques (Raudenbush, et al. 2004), as implemented by
LAPOP on STATA 10. The model simultaneously takes into
account both individual and country-level (i.e., contextual)
factors, and produces correct regression estimates that are
impossible with standard OLS regression.
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graphically by a dot, which if falls to the right of
the vertical “0” line implies a positive
contribution and if to the left of the “0” line a
negative impact. Only when the confidence
intervals (the horizontal lines) do not overlap
the vertical “0” line is the variable statistically
significant (at .05 or better). The relative strength
of each variable is indicated by standardized
coefficients (i.e., “beta weights”).
Figure 3.
A Multilevel Analysis of the Determinants of
Support for Government Ownership of Key
Enterprises in Latin America and the Caribbean,
2008: The Impact of Levels of Privatization
Corruption Victimization
Perception of Government Economic Performance
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Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

Figure 3 shows how the level of privatization in
the 1990s has a strong statistically significant
impact on individual support for government
ownership in our contemporary survey. In
countries where the sale of state-owned assets
was relatively great, all other factors being
equal, citizens today prefer a more active role of
the government in owning the most important
businesses and industries of the country. On the
other hand, where privatization was carried out
on a more limited scale (or not at all) citizens in
those countries seem to long for the process to
take place in their countries. In other words, it
seems that governments in the Americas are
“damned if they do, and damned if they don’t.”
In order to have a more accurate and
comprehensive picture of the determinants of
support for the role of the government as owner
of key enterprises, as Figure 3 shows, we
included additional potential explanatory
variables. Among those, it seems obvious to

theorize that the more leftist an individual’s
ideology, the greater would be his/her support
for state ownership. Inspection of Figure 3
confirms this expectation quite clearly10.
Another potential factor influencing views on
the proper role of the state ought to be
perceptions of the government’s performance in
the areas of control of corruption and economic
performance. At the same time, the prevailing
economic conditions in a country may matter,
though a priori it is difficult to guess whether
poor conditions will induce individuals to call
for greater or lesser state involvement, or have
no effect at all.
The statistical analysis shows that the perception
of economic performance of the government has
an important impact on citizen attitudes toward
the role of the state11. The more favorable this
perception, the higher is support for the role of
the government as owner of key industries and
enterprises within the country. Perhaps not
surprisingly, citizens who think that the
government is failing to successfully fight
poverty and unemployment likewise consider
that it would be an inefficient owner of key
enterprises. The belief among citizens that
government is effective would presumably give
it the credibility and legitimacy to run key
enterprises, which may explain this relationship.
Perceptions of the national and personal
economic situation, however, do not have a
statistically significant effect, and nor does
corruption victimization.
Furthermore, holding constant the rest of
variables, citizens with university level of
education, older individuals, and wealthier
citizens are less supportive of state-owned
enterprises. Of these socioeconomic variables,
personal wealth has the greatest impact, as
Figure 3 depicts.

10 The scale used here is the classic 1-10 measurement, in
which the poles of “left” (1) and “right” (10) are placed on a
continuum, and the respondent self-locates on this scale.
11
The Perception of the Government Economic Performance
Index was constructed from two items that asked to what
extent people thought that the current administration fights
poverty and unemployment.
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Figure 4.
The Impact of Levels of Privatization on Support
for Government Ownership of Key Enterprises in
Latin America and the Caribbean, 2008
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That national context matters is highlighted in
Figure 4. This figure shows the fitted line from
the multi-level regression analysis. The
predicted line fits the countries’ predicted
support for government ownership according to
the privatization index. The higher the levels of
privatization in the 1990s, the higher the support
for precisely the reversal of that policy (i.e., for
the government to play a strong role as owner of
the most important enterprises and industries in
the county).

Policy Implications
As we saw in our previous Insights report,
countries in the Americas are far from a
consensus on the role that the state should play
in the economy. With this report, we deepen
our understanding of citizen views on this topic,
finding that citizens’ preferences on government
intervention in the economy vary depending on
the specific role that is examined. Citizens tend
to be more supportive of a strong state in the
realm of job creation (Insights I0801) compared
to a strong state as owner of the key industries
and enterprises. The mean support score, on a 0100 basis, for a strong role for the state in job
creation was 73.78, whereas it was 56.25 for the
role of the state as owner of the productive
sector.

The findings of this report suggest rather clearly
dissatisfaction with the role that both private
enterprises and the government are playing in
the economy. Citizens in countries that carried
out major privatizations during the 1990s seem
to be disappointed; they would now like to see a
greater presence of the state. In sharp contrast,
where the government has retained control over
more enterprises, citizens would support greater
levels of privatization. These results suggest
that for many citizens of the Americas “the grass
is greener on the other side”. A more empirically
grounded explanation than that of a “fickle
public” is dissatisfaction with government
implementation of economic policy, whether
that policy entails reducing or advancing state
involvement in the economy.
This latter interpretation is supported by the
findings with respect to perceptions of
government performance. Where governments
are perceived to have failed to deliver on
fighting poverty and unemployment, citizens
are skeptical about the ability of the state to
perform well as owner of the most important
industries and enterprises. If citizens see that
the government is effective dealing with the
main economic problems then the results here
suggest they give it more space to determine
how the economy should be managed.
The results also suggest, consistent with other
analyses (Coleman 2001), that poor citizens, less
well educated people, and those who consider
themselves on the ideological left tend to favor a
more expansive state.
In order to obtain a more comprehensive sense
of the role of the state, in upcoming
AmericasBarometer Insights reports we will look
at additional issues regarding the role of the
state in the economy.
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thoseȱnationalȱsurveysȱareȱanalyzedȱhere.3ȱAȱtotalȱofȱ
34,469ȱ respondentsȱ wereȱ askedȱ theȱ followingȱ
question:ȱ
POP101.ȱ Itȱ isȱ necessaryȱ forȱ theȱ progressȱ ofȱ thisȱ
countryȱ thatȱ ourȱ presidentȱ [primeȱ minister]ȱ limitsȱ
theȱvoiceȱandȱvoteȱofȱoppositionȱparties.ȱHowȱmuchȱ
doȱyouȱagreeȱorȱdisagreeȱwithȱthatȱview?ȱȱ

AmericasBarometer Insights: 2009(No.9)*

Popular Support for (xecutive
Limits on Opposition Parties
By Diana Orces, Ph.D. candidate
diana.m.orces@Vanderbilt.edu
Vanderbilt University

O

ne of the deepening concerns about
democratization in Latin America is the
apparently
growing
support
for
government executives who try to limit those who
oppose “the people’s will” (Hawkins 2003; Seligson
2007; Weyland 2001). Consequently, it is important
to understand the extent to which citizens are
willing to support executive limits on the
opposition, given that the protection of such rights
is central to the sustainability of liberal democracy
(Gibson 2006). After all, when opposition parties
are muzzled, competitive democracy no longer is
possible.
Thisȱ paperȱ inȱ theȱ AmericasBarometerȱ Insightsȱ Seriesȱ
looksȱ atȱ oneȱ ofȱ aȱ seriesȱ ofȱ questionsȱ onȱ citizenȱ
supportȱ forȱ theȱ concentrationȱ ofȱ executiveȱ powerȱ
askedȱ inȱ theȱ 2008ȱ roundȱ ofȱ theȱ Latinȱ Americanȱ
Publicȱ Opinionȱ Projectȱ surveyȱ (othersȱ willȱ beȱ
examinedȱ inȱ futureȱ Insightsȱ studies) 1.ȱ Thisȱ surveyȱ
involvedȱ faceȬtoȬfaceȱ interviewsȱ conductedȱ inȱ 23ȱ
nationsȱinȱLatinȱAmericaȱandȱtheȱCaribbean,ȱandȱaȱ
webȱ surveyȱ inȱ theȱ Unitedȱ States2.ȱ Dataȱ fromȱ 21ȱ ofȱ
* The Insights Series is co-edited by Professors Mitchell A.
Seligson and Elizabeth Zechmeister with administrative,
technical, and intellectual support from the LAPOP group at
Vanderbilt.
1
Prior issues in the Insight series can be found at:
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/studiesandpublications.
The data on which they are based can be found at
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/datasets
2 Funding for the 2008 round mainly came from the United
States Agency for International Development (USAID).
Important sources of support were also the Inter-American

Responsesȱwereȱbasedȱonȱaȱ1Ȭ7ȱscale,ȱwhereȱ1ȱmeantȱ
“stronglyȱdisagree”ȱandȱ7ȱmeantȱ“stronglyȱagree.”4ȱȱ
1ȱ

2ȱ

3ȱ

4ȱ

5ȱ

6ȱ

7

StronglyȱdisagreeȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱStronglyȱagreeȱ
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Development Bank (IADB), the United Nations Development
Program (UNDP), the Center for the Americas (CFA), and
Vanderbilt University.
3ȱ Thisȱ questionȱ wasȱ notȱ askedȱ inȱ Canadaȱ andȱ theȱ Belizeȱ dataȱȱȱ
areȱnotȱavailableȱasȱofȱthisȱwriting.ȱ
4ȱ Inȱ orderȱ toȱ makeȱ comparisonsȱ acrossȱ questionsȱ andȱ surveyȱ
wavesȱsimpler,ȱtheseȱresponsesȱwereȱrecodedȱonȱaȱ0Ȭ100ȱscale.ȱ
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Figureȱ 1ȱ exhibitsȱ nationalȱ averagesȱ forȱ theȱ 21ȱ
countriesȱ inȱ theȱ sample.ȱ 5ȱ Weȱ firstȱ noteȱ thatȱ inȱ noȱ
countryȱ inȱ theȱ Americasȱ doesȱ averageȱ supportȱ forȱ
limitingȱ theȱ voiceȱ andȱ voteȱ ofȱ oppositionȱ partiesȱ
exceedȱ 50ȱ onȱ aȱ 0Ȭ100ȱ scale.ȱ Yet,ȱ someȱ countriesȱ
comeȱ close,ȱ especiallyȱ Colombia,ȱ Ecuador,ȱ Chile,ȱ
andȱHaiti,ȱwhichȱshowȱtheȱhighestȱlevelsȱofȱsupportȱ
forȱ concentrationȱ ofȱ ȱ executiveȱ power,ȱ havingȱ
averagesȱ aboveȱ 47ȱ pointsȱ inȱ aȱ scaleȱ 0Ȭ100.ȱ Atȱ theȱ
otherȱ extreme,ȱ theȱ citizensȱ ofȱ Unitedȱ States,ȱ
Paraguayȱ andȱ Argentinaȱ expressȱ theȱ lowestȱ levelsȱ
ofȱsuchȱsupportȱinȱtheȱAmericasȱwithȱ27,ȱ24ȱandȱ22ȱ
points,ȱ respectively.ȱ Itȱ isȱ worthyȱ ofȱ noteȱ thatȱ
Venezuela,ȱ aȱ countryȱ whereȱ theȱ executiveȱ
concentrationȱ ofȱ powerȱ hasȱ increasedȱ noticeablyȱ inȱ
recentȱyearsȱ(Hawkinsȱ2003),ȱandȱinȱwhichȱthereȱisȱ
currentlyȱ noȱ oppositionȱ memberȱ inȱ theȱ nationalȱ
legislature,ȱ citizenȱ supportȱ forȱ theȱ presidentȱ inȱ
limitingȱ theȱ voiceȱ andȱ voteȱ ofȱ oppositionȱ partiesȱ isȱ
quiteȱ lowȱ (29.6)ȱ inȱ comparisonȱ toȱ theȱ restȱ ofȱ theȱ
countriesȱ inȱ theȱ sample.ȱ Thisȱ findingȱ mightȱ wellȱ
reflectȱ citizenȱ concernȱ overȱ theȱ exclusionȱ ofȱ
oppositionȱparties.ȱ

PredictingȱSupportȱforȱtheȱExecutiveȱ
PowerȱinȱLimitingȱtheȱVoiceȱandȱVoteȱ
ofȱOppositionȱPartiesȱ
Whatȱ explainsȱ theseȱ differencesȱ acrossȱ countries?ȱ
Weȱ firstȱ examinedȱ contextualȱ factorsȱ thatȱ mightȱ
explainȱ someȱ ofȱ theȱ nationalȬlevelȱ variationȱ weȱ
found.ȱ However,ȱ multilevelȱ analysesȱ predictingȱ
supportȱ forȱ theȱ presidentȱ inȱ limitingȱ theȱ voiceȱ andȱ
voteȱ ofȱ oppositionȱ partiesȱ withȱ conventionalȱ
nationalȱ characteristicsȱ suchȱ asȱ GDP,ȱ economicȱ
growth,ȱ andȱ levelȱ ofȱ democracyȱ didȱ notȱ reachȱ
statisticalȱsignificance.ȱItȱmayȱbeȱtheȱcaseȱthatȱotherȱ
nationalȬlevelȱ characteristicsȱ (especiallyȱ historicalȱ
factors)ȱ explainȱ theȱ crossȬnationalȱ variationȱ weȱ
foundȱhere,ȱbutȱsuchȱanalysesȱareȱbeyondȱtheȱscopeȱ
ofȱ thisȱ paper.ȱ ȱ Instead,ȱ toȱ explainȱ variationȱ inȱ
attitudesȱ towardȱ executiveȱ dominanceȱ weȱ focusȱ
hereȱ onȱ individualȬlevelȱ factors,ȱ beginningȱ withȱ
traditionalȱ socioȬeconomicȱ andȱ demographicȱ

variables:ȱ age,ȱ levelsȱ ofȱ education,ȱ gender,ȱ wealth,ȱ
andȱsizeȱofȱtheȱcity/town.6ȱ
Figure2.
SocioǦeconomic and Demographic Determinants of
Average Support for Presidential Limits on the Voice
andVoteofOppositionPartiesintheAmericas,2008
R-Squared =0.067
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Figureȱ 2ȱ demonstratesȱ theȱ importanceȱ ofȱ socioȬ
economicȱandȱdemographicȱvariablesȱinȱexplainingȱ
supportȱ forȱ concentrationȱ ofȱ theȱ executiveȱ powerȱ
whenȱ relatedȱ toȱ limitingȱ theȱ voiceȱ andȱ voteȱ ofȱ
oppositionȱ parties.ȱ Eachȱ variableȱ includedȱ inȱ theȱ
analysisȱisȱlistedȱonȱtheȱverticalȱ(y)ȱaxis.ȱȱTheȱimpactȱ
ofȱeachȱofȱthoseȱvariablesȱisȱshownȱgraphicallyȱbyȱaȱ
dot,ȱwhichȱifȱlocatedȱtoȱtheȱrightȱofȱtheȱverticalȱ“0”ȱ
lineȱ indicatesȱ aȱ positiveȱ effect,ȱ andȱ ifȱ toȱ theȱ leftȱ ofȱ
theȱ “0”ȱ lineȱ aȱ negativeȱ effect.ȱ ȱ Ifȱ theȱ effectsȱ areȱ
statisticallyȱ significant,ȱ theyȱ areȱ shownȱ byȱ
confidenceȱ intervalȱ linesȱ stretchingȱ toȱ theȱ leftȱ andȱ
rightȱofȱeachȱdotȱthatȱdoȱnotȱoverlapȱtheȱverticalȱ“0”ȱ
lineȱ (atȱ .05ȱ orȱ better).ȱ Ifȱ theyȱ overlapȱ theȱ verticalȱ
line,ȱ theȱ effectsȱ areȱ statisticallyȱ insignificant.ȱ ȱ Forȱ
instance,ȱfemalesȱshowȱhigherȱlevelsȱofȱsupportȱforȱ
executiveȱlimitsȱonȱtheȱvoiceȱandȱvoteȱofȱoppositionȱ
parties.ȱ Inȱ contrast,ȱ ceterisȱ paribus,ȱ wealthier,ȱ moreȱ
educated,ȱ andȱ olderȱ citizensȱ showȱ significantlyȱ
lowerȱlevelsȱofȱsupportȱforȱthisȱundemocraticȱbelief.ȱ
ȱ Becauseȱ theȱ averageȱ citizenȱ inȱ theȱ Unitedȱ Statesȱ scoresȱ veryȱ
highȱonȱsocioȬeconomicȱcharacteristicsȱcomparedȱtoȱthoseȱinȱtheȱ
restȱofȱtheȱcountriesȱinȱtheȱsample,ȱweȱexcludeȱthisȱcaseȱfromȱtheȱ
analysis.ȱ

6

5

ȱNonȬresponseȱwasȱ13%ȱforȱtheȱsampleȱasȱaȱwhole.ȱ
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Itȱ isȱ noteworthyȱ thatȱ thoseȱ withȱ higherȱ (i.e.,ȱ
university)ȱ educationȱ demonstrateȱ muchȱ lowerȱ
supportȱforȱlimitingȱoppositionȱpartiesȱcomparedȱtoȱ
theȱotherȱlevelsȱofȱeducation.ȱTheȱeffectȱofȱallȱtheseȱ
socioȬeconomicȱandȱdemographicȱfactors,ȱhowever,ȱ
isȱ notȱ large,ȱ asȱ isȱ shownȱ inȱ theȱ figure.ȱ Forȱ thatȱ
reason,ȱ weȱ expectȱ thatȱ politicalȱ attitudesȱ andȱ
behaviorsȱ alsoȱ playȱ aȱ centralȱ roleȱ inȱ supportȱ forȱ
concentrationȱofȱexecutiveȱpower.ȱ
Figure3.
DeterminantsofAverageSupportforExecutiveLimits
on Voice and Vote of Opposition Parties in the
Americas,2008
R-Squared =0.106
F=55.381
N =23090
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Itȱisȱpossibleȱthatȱwithȱtheȱriseȱofȱgovernmentsȱwithȱ
higherȱ executiveȱ concentrationȱ ofȱ powerȱ inȱ Latinȱ
America,ȱthereȱareȱsomeȱindividualsȱwhoȱareȱ“moreȱ
likelyȱ toȱ supportȱ strongȱ leadersȱ whoȱ offerȱ weakȱ
supportȱ orȱ evenȱ hostilityȱ toȱ theȱ checks,ȱ balances,ȱ
andȱ proceduresȱ thatȱ markȱ liberalȱ democracy”ȱ
(Seligsonȱ2007:ȱ93),ȱbecauseȱcitizensȱmayȱhaveȱbeenȱ
influencedȱ byȱ theirȱ leaders’ȱ publicȱ rhetoric,ȱ andȱ
thusȱ supportingȱ violationsȱ ofȱliberalȱ democracy.ȱ Inȱ
thisȱ paper,ȱ weȱ lookȱ atȱ someȱ ofȱ theseȱ issues.ȱ
Specifically,ȱweȱexpectȱthatȱthoseȱwhoȱhaveȱaȱhigherȱ
supportȱ forȱ governmentȱ toȱ ruleȱ withȱ anȱ “ironȱ fist”ȱ
and/orȱareȱespeciallyȱsatisfiedȱwithȱtheȱperformanceȱ
ofȱ theȱ currentȱ presidentȱ willȱ expressȱ greaterȱ
supportȱ forȱ executiveȱ concentrationȱ ofȱ power.ȱ
Otherȱ variablesȱ includedȱ inȱ thisȱ analysisȱ areȱ

ideology,7ȱ politicalȱ interest,ȱ andȱ perceptionȱ byȱ theȱ
respondentȱ ofȱ personalȱ andȱ nationalȱ economicȱ
situation.ȱȱȱ
Figureȱ3ȱdisplaysȱtheȱinfluenceȱofȱpoliticalȱattitudesȱ
onȱ supportȱ forȱ concentrationȱ ofȱ executiveȱ power.ȱ
Notȱ surprisingly,ȱ theseȱ resultsȱ indicateȱ thatȱ thoseȱ
whoȱȱsupportȱaȱgovernmentȱwithȱanȱ“ironȱfist”8ȱareȱ
thoseȱ whoȱ alsoȱ expressȱ higherȱ supportȱ forȱ theȱ
presidentȱ inȱ limitingȱ theȱ voiceȱ andȱ voteȱ ofȱ
oppositionȱparties,ȱrenderingȱsupportȱforȱtheȱnotionȱ
thatȱ thoseȱ withȱ “authoritarianȱ personalities”ȱ areȱ
moreȱ willingȱ toȱ sustainȱ undemocraticȱ practicesȱ
(Altemeyerȱ 1996).ȱ Similarly,ȱ thoseȱ whoȱ areȱ moreȱ
satisfiedȱ withȱ theȱ performanceȱ ofȱ theȱ currentȱ
presidentȱ andȱ whoȱ perceiveȱ moreȱ positivelyȱ theirȱ
personalȱ economicȱ situationȱ tendȱ toȱ showȱ higherȱ
supportȱforȱtheȱconcentrationȱofȱexecutiveȱpower.ȱ
Furthermore,ȱ thoseȱ whoȱ placeȱ themselvesȱ onȱ theȱ
rightȱofȱtheȱpoliticalȱspectrumȱareȱthoseȱwhoȱhaveȱaȱ
higherȱ supportȱ forȱ theȱ presidentȱ inȱ limitingȱ theȱ
voiceȱandȱvoteȱofȱoppositionȱparties,ȱbutȱitȱcouldȱbeȱ
thatȱ thisȱ relationshipȱ isȱ dependentȱ onȱ theȱ countryȱ
(Seligsonȱ 2007).ȱ Yetȱ aȱ deeperȱ evaluationȱ ofȱ thisȱ
relationshipȱ isȱ beyondȱ theȱ scopeȱ ofȱ thisȱ paper.ȱȱ
Finally,ȱ weȱ lookȱ atȱ theȱ roleȱ ofȱ interestȱ inȱ politics.ȱ
Thoseȱ whoȱ showȱ highȱ interestȱ inȱ politicsȱ exhibitȱ
lowerȱ levelsȱ ofȱ supportȱ forȱ theȱ concentrationȱ ofȱ
executiveȱ power.ȱ Thisȱ isȱ anȱ encouragingȱ findingȱ
sinceȱ itȱ suggestsȱ thatȱ theȱ moreȱ politicallyȱ attentiveȱ
areȱnotȱhappyȱwithȱrestrictingȱliberalȱdemocracy.ȱItȱ
isȱ noteworthyȱ thatȱ allȱ ofȱ theseȱ attitudinalȱ variablesȱ
areȱstatisticallyȱsignificantȱevenȱafterȱcontrollingȱforȱ
countryȱ effectsȱ andȱ theȱ traditionalȱ socioȬeconomicȱ

7ȱIdeologyȱwasȱmeasuredȱby:ȱL1.ȱ(LeftȬRightȱScale)ȱOnȱthisȱcardȱ
thereȱisȱaȱ1Ȭ10ȱscaleȱthatȱgoesȱfromȱleftȱtoȱright.ȱNowadays,ȱwhenȱ
weȱ speakȱ ofȱ politicalȱ leanings,ȱ weȱ talkȱ ofȱ thoseȱ onȱ theȱ leftȱ andȱ
thoseȱ onȱ theȱ right.ȱ ȱ Inȱ otherȱ words,ȱ someȱ peopleȱ sympathizeȱ
moreȱ withȱ theȱ leftȱ andȱ othersȱ withȱ theȱ right.ȱ ȱ Accordingȱ toȱ theȱ
meaningȱ thatȱ theȱ termsȱ ȈleftȈȱ andȱ ȈrightȈȱ haveȱ forȱ you,ȱ andȱ
thinkingȱofȱyourȱownȱpoliticalȱleanings,ȱwhereȱwouldȱyouȱplaceȱ
yourselfȱonȱthisȱscale?ȱ
8 Thisȱattitudeȱwasȱmeasuredȱby:ȱ“Doȱyouȱthinkȱthatȱourȱcountryȱ
needsȱ aȱ governmentȱ withȱ anȱ ironȱ fist,ȱ orȱ thatȱ problemsȱ canȱ beȱ
resolvedȱ withȱ everyoneȇsȱ participation?”ȱ Theȱ itemȱ wasȱ recodedȱ
intoȱ(1)ȱindicatingȱsupportȱforȱaȱgovernmentȱwithȱanȱironȱfistȱandȱ
(0)ȱindicatingȱotherwise.
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andȱ demographicȱ variablesȱ analyzedȱ previouslyȱ inȱ
thisȱpaper.9ȱȱ

PolicyȱImplicationsȱ
Withȱ theȱ recentȱ riseȱ ofȱ governmentsȱ increasingȱ
executiveȱconcentrationȱofȱpowerȱinȱLatinȱAmerica,ȱ
itȱisȱimportantȱtoȱknowȱtheȱextentȱtoȱwhichȱcitizensȱ
areȱ willingȱ toȱ supportȱ theȱ concentrationȱ ofȱ
executiveȱ power.ȱ Inȱ thisȱ paperȱ Iȱ foundȱ thatȱ
countriesȱvaryȱsharplyȱonȱthisȱdimension,ȱbutȱinȱnoȱ
countryȱ doesȱ theȱ averageȱ citizenȱ supportȱ theseȱ
limitations.ȱ ȱ Theȱ analysisȱ showsȱ thatȱ femalesȱ
expressȱ higherȱ levelsȱ ofȱ supportȱ forȱ theȱ
concentrationȱ ofȱ executiveȱ power,ȱ whileȱ moreȱ
educated,ȱ wealthier,ȱ andȱ olderȱ peopleȱ expressȱ
lowerȱlevelsȱofȱsupport.ȱȱ
Theȱ AmericasBarometerȱ dataȱ furtherȱ suggestȱ thatȱ
citizens,ȱ whenȱ satisfiedȱ withȱ theȱ incumbentȱ
government’sȱ performanceȱ inȱ generalȱ andȱ whenȱ
perceivingȱmoreȱfavorablyȱtheirȱpersonalȱeconomicȱ
situation,ȱareȱmoreȱwillingȱtoȱsupportȱlimitsȱonȱtheȱ
voiceȱandȱvoteȱofȱtheȱopposition.ȱInȱotherȱwords,ȱitȱ
appearsȱthatȱwhenȱpeopleȱfeelȱthatȱtheirȱneedsȱhaveȱ
beenȱ met,ȱ theyȱ areȱ moreȱ willingȱ toȱ allowȱ theirȱ
nationalȱ leadersȱ toȱ muzzleȱ theȱ oppositionȱ byȱ
imposingȱrestrainsȱonȱoppositionȱparties.ȱHowever,ȱ
asȱtheȱoldȱsayingȱgoes,ȱ“youȱmayȱgetȱwhatȱyouȱwishȱ
for,”ȱsoȱthatȱweȱfindȱthatȱinȱthoseȱcountriesȱinȱwhichȱ
civilȱ rightsȱ andȱ freedomsȱ ofȱ expressionȱ haveȱ
alreadyȱ beenȱ limitedȱ andȱ thereȱ existsȱ strongȱ
concentrationȱ ofȱ executiveȱ power,ȱ peopleȱ expressȱ
reducedȱ supportȱ forȱ illiberalȱ democracy.ȱ Thisȱ
findingȱ isȱ wellȱ illustratedȱ byȱ theȱ veryȱ lowȱ supportȱ
forȱ theȱ presidentȱ inȱ limitingȱ theȱ voiceȱ andȱ voteȱ ofȱ
oppositionȱpartiesȱinȱVenezuela,ȱquiteȱpossiblyȱasȱaȱ
resultȱofȱtheȱdramaticȱpoliticalȱchangesȱexperiencedȱ
thereȱ duringȱ theȱ lastȱ decadeȱ inȱ thisȱ countryȱ
(Hawkinsȱ2003).ȱ
Inȱ conclusion,ȱ higherȱ supportȱ forȱ executiveȱ powerȱ
concentrationȱseemsȱtoȱbeȱdrivenȱbyȱtheȱsatisfactionȱ
withȱ incumbentȱ governmentȱ performanceȱ asȱ wellȱ
asȱhighȱsupportȱforȱauthoritarianȱvalues.ȱHowever,ȱ
9

ȱReferȱtoȱtheȱAppendixȱforȱaȱdetailedȱdisplayȱofȱthoseȱeffects.ȱ

onceȱ theȱ concentrationȱ ofȱ executiveȱ powerȱ isȱ
furtheredȱandȱfreedomsȱandȱrightsȱofȱminoritiesȱareȱ
hindered,ȱpeople’sȱsupportȱforȱtheseȱlimitsȱdecline,ȱ
asȱrevealedȱbyȱtheȱVenezuelanȱcase.10ȱȱ
Theȱ resultsȱ inȱ thisȱ paperȱ alsoȱ demonstrateȱ thatȱ
higherȱ levelsȱ ofȱ educationȱ lowerȱ citizen’sȱ supportȱ
forȱlimitingȱtheȱvoiceȱandȱvoteȱofȱoppositionȱparties,ȱ
highlightingȱtheȱdominantȱroleȱthatȱeducationȱplaysȱ
inȱreducingȱintolerantȱattitudesȱ(Golebiowskaȱ1995;ȱ
Orcesȱ 2008;ȱ Seligson,ȱ Cordova,ȱ andȱ Morenoȱ 2007).ȱ
Therefore,ȱ itȱ isȱ importantȱ thatȱ democracyȱ
promotionȱ programsȱ inȱ theȱ regionȱ aimȱ toȱ increaseȱ
levelsȱ ofȱ educationȱ thatȱ inȱ turnȱ willȱ allowȱ forȱ aȱ
moreȱdemocraticȱpoliticalȱcultureȱinȱtheȱregion.ȱ
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Appendixȱ
Tableȱ1.ȱSocioȬeconomicȱandȱDemographicȱDeterminantsȱofȱAverageȱSupportȱforȱPresidentialȱ
ȱLimitsȱonȱtheȱVoiceȱandȱVoteȱofȱOppositionȱPartiesȱinȱtheȱAmericas,ȱ2008ȱ
Coefficient.
Primaryȱeducation
Ȭ0.023ȱ
Secondaryȱeducation
Ȭ0.054*ȱ
Higherȱeducation
Ȭ0.138*ȱ
Femaleȱ
0.020*ȱ
Age
Ȭ0.051*ȱ
Wealth
Ȭ0.055*ȱ
SizeȱofȱCity/Townȱ
0.017ȱ
Guatemala
Ȭ0.014ȱ
ElȱSalvador
Ȭ0.030*ȱ
Honduras
Ȭ0.038*ȱ
Nicaragua
Ȭ0.049*ȱ
CostaȱRica
Ȭ0.010ȱ
Panama
Ȭ0.022ȱ
Colombiaȱ
0.038*ȱ
Ecuadorȱ
0.057*ȱ
Boliviaȱ
0.007ȱ
Peru
Ȭ0.003ȱ
Paraguay
Ȭ0.108*ȱ
Chileȱ
0.038*ȱ
Uruguay
Ȭ0.018ȱ
Brazil
Ȭ0.026*ȱ
Venezuela
Ȭ0.074*ȱ
Argentina
Ȭ0.119*ȱ
DominicanȱRepublicȱ
0.019ȱ
Haitiȱ
0.002ȱ
Jamaica
Ȭ0.070*ȱ
Constantȱ
0.013ȱ
RȬSquaredȱ
0.067
NumberȱofȱObs.ȱ
29487
* p<0.05
ȱEducationȱlevelȱofȱReference:ȱNoneȱȱ

tȱ
(Ȭ1.37)ȱ
(Ȭ2.79)ȱ
(Ȭ7.59)ȱ
(3.26)ȱ
(Ȭ7.43)ȱ
(Ȭ5.63)ȱ
(1.85)ȱ
(Ȭ1.47)ȱ
(Ȭ2.85)ȱ
(Ȭ3.79)ȱ
(Ȭ3.57)ȱ
(Ȭ0.96)ȱ
(Ȭ1.73)ȱ
(3.38)ȱ
(4.02)ȱ
(0.51)ȱ
(Ȭ0.26)ȱ
(Ȭ10.26)ȱ
(3.64)ȱ
(Ȭ1.63)ȱ
(Ȭ2.04)ȱ
(Ȭ5.14)ȱ
(Ȭ11.02)ȱ
(1.70)ȱ
(0.14)ȱ
(Ȭ5.64)ȱ
(1.31)ȱ

ȱȱCountryȱofȱReference:ȱȱMexicoȱ
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Tableȱ2.ȱDeterminantsȱofȱAverageȱSupportȱforȱPresidentialȱLimitsȱonȱtheȱVoiceȱandȱVoteȱȱ
ofȱOppositionȱPartiesȱinȱtheȱAmericas,ȱ2008ȱ
Coefficient.
tȱ
PerceptionȱofȱPersonalȱEconomicȱ
0.018*ȱ
(2.05)ȱ
Situationȱ
PerceptionȱofȱNationalȱEconomicȱ
0.000ȱ
(0.01)ȱ
Situationȱ
PoliticalȱInterest
Ȭ0.018*ȱ
(Ȭ2.27)ȱ
RightistȱIdeologyȱȱ
0.043*ȱ
(5.54)ȱ
SatisfactionȱwithȱtheȱPerformanceȱ
0.190*ȱ
(21.11)ȱ
ofȱtheȱCurrentȱPresidentȱ
SupportȱforȱironȬfistedȱruleȱ
0.064*ȱ
(8.57)ȱ
Age
Ȭ0.070*ȱ
(Ȭ9.46)ȱ
Wealth
Ȭ0.056*ȱ
(Ȭ5.53)ȱ
Femaleȱ
0.025*ȱ
(3.74)ȱ
Education
Ȭ0.100*ȱ
(Ȭ10.73)ȱ
SizeȱofȱCity/Townȱ
0.011ȱ
(1.16)ȱ
Guatemala
Ȭ0.016ȱ
(Ȭ1.52)ȱ
ElȱSalvador
Ȭ0.023*ȱ
(Ȭ2.26)ȱ
Honduras
Ȭ0.028*ȱ
(Ȭ2.78)ȱ
Nicaragua
Ȭ0.021ȱ
(Ȭ1.32)ȱ
CostaȱRica
Ȭ0.014ȱ
(Ȭ1.15)ȱ
Panama
Ȭ0.004ȱ
(Ȭ0.27)ȱ
Colombiaȱ
0.011ȱ
(0.93)ȱ
Ecuadorȱ
0.047*ȱ
(3.21)ȱ
Boliviaȱ
0.015ȱ
(1.04)ȱ
Peruȱ
0.007ȱ
(0.63)ȱ
Paraguay
Ȭ0.075*ȱ
(Ȭ6.67)ȱ
Chileȱ
0.037*ȱ
(3.47)ȱ
Uruguay
Ȭ0.020ȱ
(Ȭ1.72)ȱ
Brazil
Ȭ0.027*ȱ
(Ȭ2.15)ȱ
Venezuela
Ȭ0.061*ȱ
(Ȭ4.19)ȱ
Argentina
Ȭ0.117*ȱ
(Ȭ10.13)ȱ
DominicanȱRepublicȱ
0.005ȱ
(0.39)ȱ
Haitiȱ
0.057*ȱ
(4.36)ȱ
Jamaica
Ȭ0.051*ȱ
(Ȭ4.01)ȱ
Constantȱ
0.041*ȱ
(4.14)ȱ
RȬSquaredȱ
0.106
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NumberȱofȱObs.ȱ
* p<0.05
CountryȱofȱReference:ȱMexico

23090
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decentralization.
This
paper
in
the
AmericasBarometer Insight Series attempts to test
this hypothesis by using the 2008 data base
made possible
by the AmericasBarometer
survey carried out by the Latin American Public
Opinion Project (LAPOP) in 22 nations in the
Western hemisphere.2 Here we explore the
responses given by 34,469 participants in the 21
nations where the following question was
asked:3

AmericasBarometer Insights: 2009 (No.10)*

Demand-Making on
Local Governments1
Daniel Montalvo
d.montalvo@vanderbilt.edu
Vanderbilt University

O

ne of the most important benefits of the
decentralization of the state is, arguably,
increased effectiveness in the provision
of public goods and services to satisfy citizens’
demands. By “bringing the government closer to
the people,” it is expected that subnational
officials will more precisely identify the specific
needs of culturally and geographically diverse
groups of individuals (see Oates 1972; USAID
2000; UNDP 2002). For this increased
effectiveness to occur, at a minimum citizens
must exercise their right to voice at the
subnational level, and subnational governments
need to be able to allocate fiscal resources to best
satisfy citizens’ needs and demands. Only then
can local governments be considered to be
accountable to citizens.

NP2. Have you sought help from or made a
request of any office, official or municipal
councilor of the municipal government within
the past 12 months?

Figure1.
Percentage of the Population who Sought Help
From or Made a Request of Municipal
Governments,2008
Uruguay

19.7%
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17.1%

Peru

17.1%
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16.9%
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15.8%
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15.6%

Argentina

14.9%
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13.0%

Venezuela

12.2%

Bolivia

12.1%

Dominican Republic

12.1%

United States

12.0%

Guatemala

12.0%

Nicaragua

11.1%

Paraguay

10.6%

Ecuador

10.2%

Costa Rica

10.0%

Haiti

9.7%

Colombia

9.6%

Honduras

7.8%

Panama

7.3%

0

If the above statements are correct, we should
anticipate higher levels of citizen demandmaking on municipal governments in those
countries with higher levels of fiscal

5

10

15

20

25

Demand-Making on Municipal Government
95% C.I. (Design-Effects Based)
Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

1

Prior issues in the Insight series can be found at:
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/studiesandpublications.
The data on which they are based can be found at
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/datasets
* The Insights Series is co-edited by Professors Mitchell A.
Seligson and Elizabeth Zechmeister with administrative,
technical, and intellectual support from the LAPOP group at
Vanderbilt.

2 Funding for the 2008 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), the Center for the Americas
(CFA), and Vanderbilt University.
3
This question was not asked in Canada.
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National averages are depicted in Figure 1.
Answers were initially coded as ‘1’ if the
respondent answered “Yes” and ‘2’ if the
responded answered “No.” The results were
then recoded on a 0-100 basis to compute the
percentage of individuals who sought help or
made a request in the 12 months prior to the
survey.4
It is striking to note, first, that on average, only
12.7 percent of the total adult (voting age)
population has requested help from their
municipalities in the past 12 months in the
Americas. This rate is, however, two points
higher than the percentage of individuals who
have participated in municipal meetings in the
same period.5 Second, in this context of low
demand-making, there is significant variation
across countries. At one extreme, the countries
with the highest percentage of municipal
demand-making are Uruguay, Chile and Peru,
with 19.7, 17.1 and 17.1 percent respectively. At
the other extreme, the countries with the lowest
percentage of municipal demand-making are
Colombia, Honduras and Panama, with 9.6, 7.8
and 7.3 percent respectively.

this variation across countries? To answer that
question we fit a multi-level model in order to
determine not only the impact of individual
socio-economic
and
demographic
characteristics, but also the effect of variation in
the levels of fiscal decentralization across
countries.6 If the expectations set up at the
beginning of this paper are true, we would
expect to see higher citizen demand-making
precisely in the local governments of those
countries that are relatively more decentralized
in fiscal terms.
Figure2.
Percentage of DemandǦMaking on Municipal
Governments after Taking into Account Individual
CharacteristicsinLatinAmericaandtheCaribbean,
2008
Uruguay

20.5%

Brazil

18.2%
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12.5%
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12.2%

Jamaica

11.8%

Nicaragua

Do these national averages of levels of demandmaking on municipal governments hold after
controlling for socio-economic and demographic
individual characteristics? To respond to this
question, we control for sex, age, education,
wealth and size of town as control variables, and
we eliminate the U.S. case in part because this
country has such high levels of socio-economic
development compared to the others, that any
statistical analysis would be affected by this
“outlier,” and in part because the LAPOP project
predominantly focuses on policy relevant
questions for the Latin American and Caribbean
region.
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Demand-Making on Municipal Government
95% I.C.
(Results Controlled for Gender, Age, Education, Wealth and Size of the Place)

Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

Figure 2 shows that after controlling for socioeconomic
and
demographic
individual
characteristics, the country ranking somewhat
varies relative to the ranking displayed in Figure
1. What other factors might matter in explaining
6

4

The non-response rate to this question was less than one

percent.
5

See the report titled “Citizen Participation in Municipal

Meetings” in this series.

This analysis is carried out using multi-level regression
techniques (Raudenbush and Bryk 2002), as implemented by
LAPOP on STATA 10. The model simultaneously takes into
account both individual and country-level (i.e., contextual)
factors, and produces correct regression estimates that are
impossible with standard OLS regression.

© 2008 -2009, Latin American Public Opinion Project, “Insights” Compilation – Volume I

53

Fiscal Decentralization and
Demand-Making on Municipal
Governments
Finding the most appropriate measure of fiscal
decentralization has not been uncontroversial
(see Montero and Samuels 2004). Some scholars
define fiscal decentralization as the capacity of
subnational governments to generate their own
revenues through taxes in addition to monetary
transfers from the national government. Others
study the level of subnational expenditures. In
this study, we follow Daniel Treisman’s (2007)
approach that uses arguably the most popular
measure of fiscal decentralization, which is the
oft-cited share of subnational governments in
total government expenditure.7 Thus, we
employ both the Inter-American Development
Bank Surveys (Daughters and Harper 2007) and
the IMF’s Government Finance Statistics
(Edwards 2007).8 We then fit a multi-level model
with the socio-economic and demographic
characteristics as individual-level factors and
our measure of fiscal decentralization (or
decentralization of expenditure) as the countrylevel factor. Among the socio-demographic
characteristics we now include the respondent’s
number of children, given that we expect that
individuals with more children will more often
request goods or services from their
municipalities.9 Results from the regression are
depicted in Figure 3.

7

This index is controversial, but we use it in part to be 
consistent with the literature and also because we could not
find other suitable measures of fiscal decentralization.

8

Measures of decentralization of expenditure were not
available for Haiti in either source. For this reason we use an
indicator of decentralization of revenue as a proxy (see
Smucker 2000). Excluding Haiti from the analysis did not
change the results.

9

Depending on the level of decentralization, municipalities
may be in charge of giving birth certificates, education,
health care, etc. This relationship, however, is not tested in

Figure3.
A Multilevel Analysis of the Determinants of
DemandǦMaking on Municipal Governments in
Latin America and the Caribbean: The Impact of
FiscalDecentralization,2008
Number of Children
Large City
Medium City
Small City
Rural Area
Wealth (Capital Goods Ownership)
Age
Female
Higher Education
Secondary Education
Primary Education
Subnational/Total Government Spending
-0.1

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

95% C.I.
Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

In the figure above, each variable included in
the analysis is listed on the vertical (y) axis. The
impact of each of those variables on demandmaking on municipal governments is shown
graphically by a dot, which if located to the right
of the vertical “0” line indicates a positive
contribution, and if to the left of the “0” line a
negative contribution. Statistically significant
contributors are shown by confidence interval
lines stretching to the left and right of each dot;
only when the confidence intervals do not
overlap the vertical “0” line is the factor
significant (at .05 or better). The relative strength
of each variable is indicated by standardized
coefficients (i.e., “beta weights”).
The results displayed in Figure 3 show that as
the number of children increases, the likelihood
of demand-making on municipal governments
augments as well. Holding all other factors
constant, this pattern is also reflected as
individuals grow older and also when they
achieve higher levels of education. Moreover,
men are more likely to make demands on their
municipalities in comparison to women, but
wealthier individuals are less likely to seek help
from municipal officials. Finally, residents in
rural areas, small and medium cities are more
likely to be active in requesting public goods
and services from municipalities than people
who live in larger towns or the capital city.
The most important finding for this paper is,
perhaps, the significant and positive effect of

the model.
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fiscal decentralization on the level of demandmaking on municipal governments. The
contribution of this finding to the existing
literature is two-fold. First, countries with
higher levels of fiscal decentralization
experience a higher level of demand-making. It
is important to recognize, of course, that this
connection does not immediately imply an
improvement in the provision of public goods
and services by local governments. To
determine whether fiscal decentralization
increases satisfaction with the provision of
municipal public goods, a future paper in the
Insight Series will conduct an additional multilevel analysis to explore this hypothesis. Second,
while it seems at least possible that citizens’
requests on their local governments increase as a
result of decentralization, the converse may also
be true. Hence, the question becomes: does
demand-making increase decentralization, does
decentralization increase demand-making, or
both? This question needs to be explored
further, but it is beyond the scope of this report.
Whatever the direction of causality may be, this
study finds a strong and positive correlation
between
citizens’
demands
on
local
governments and fiscal decentralization. Based
on this analysis, Figure 4 displays predicted
values per country of demand-making at
varying levels of fiscal decentralization, all else
being equal.

Predicted Probability of Demand-Making
on Municipal Governments

Figure4.
FiscalDecentralizationandDemandǦMakingon
MunicipalGovernmentsinLatinAmericaandthe
Caribbean,2008
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Decentralization of Expenditure
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note that the predicted line above fits the
countries that were outliers in a regular scatter
plot. This is the reason why the placement of
Colombia and Uruguay, for example, appear to
be inconsistent with the rankings presented in
Figures 1 and 2. Nevertheless, the placement of
most countries (the non-outliers) is consistent
with what we observed in the national averages
depicted earlier, stressing the robustness of our
findings. 

Policy Implications
The impact of decentralization on local
government responsiveness remains largely
unknown in the social sciences literature. In this
paper, we argue that fiscal decentralization is
likely to increase the effectiveness of the link
between governmental offices and individual
needs. Specifically, decentralization of public
expenditure seems to increase demand-making
to democratic local governments. On the other
hand, citizen demands at local offices may also
play a fundamental role in increasing the fiscal
decentralization needed by municipalities to
best operate.
At the individual level, educational achievement
is the variable that showed the most substantive
effect on demand-making at the local level of
government –a finding that is consistent with
the effects of education on citizen participation
in municipal meetings. This may be in part due
to the greater ability of educated citizens to
recognize their rights, and possibly in part to a
greater amount of needs. Local policy-makers
may want to promote greater participation of
individuals with lower levels of education in
order to better serve their needs. The challenge,
however, is that limited resources often are
incapable of meeting the demand, leading to
frustration and lack of satisfaction, a topic that
will be studied in a future Insight report.

50.0

Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

The figure above shows the fitted line from the
multi-level logit regression. It is important to
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AmericasBarometer Insights: 2009 (No.11)*

Police Abuse in Latin
America
JoséȱMiguelȱCruzȱȱ
jose.m.cruz@vanderbilt.eduȱ
VanderbiltȱUniversityȱȱȱ

ȱ

T

heȱ lastȱ greatȱ waveȱ ofȱ democratizationȱ inȱ
LatinȱAmericaȱnotȱonlyȱbroughtȱchangeȱinȱ
electoralȱ institutions,ȱ parties,ȱ legislatures,ȱ
andȱ presidentialȱ offices,ȱ butȱ itȱ alsoȱ resultedȱ inȱ
significantȱ reformsȱ inȱ theȱ states’ȱ securityȱ
apparatuses.ȱȱPolicingȱinstitutionsȱplayȱaȱfundaȬ
mentalȱ roleȱ inȱ anyȱ kindȱ ofȱ regime;ȱ inȱ bothȱ
democraticȱ andȱ authoritarianȱ contexts,ȱ theȱ
policeȱ carryȱ theȱ burdenȱ ofȱ keepingȱ orderȱ andȱ
internalȱ securityȱ underȱ controlȱ (Mareninȱ 1996).ȱ
Theȱ transitionsȱ toȱ democracyȱ inȱ severalȱ Latinȱ
Americanȱ countriesȱ entailedȱ theȱ reformȱ ofȱ
policingȱ institutionsȱ inȱ orderȱ toȱ helpȱ guaranteeȱ
andȱ promoteȱ theȱ ruleȱ ofȱ lawȱ underȱ democraticȱ
rulesȱ(seeȱFruhlingȱandȱTulchinȱ2003).ȱAsȱBaileyȱ
andȱ Godsonȱ (2000)ȱ assert,ȱ theȱ policeȱ playȱ aȱ
fundamentalȱ roleȱ inȱ democratizationȱ asȱ newȱ
regimesȱneedȱatȱleastȱminimalȱlevelsȱofȱsecurityȱ
andȱ order,ȱ butȱ needȱ toȱ achieveȱ thatȱ withinȱ theȱ
contextȱ ofȱ protectingȱ humanȱ rightsȱ (Mareninȱ
1996;ȱCruzȱ2006).ȱȱ

interactȱ withȱ citizensȱ (Baileyȱ andȱ Dammertȱ
2005).ȱAsȱtheȱpoliceȱwereȱoneȱofȱtheȱprotagonistsȱ
ofȱ politicalȱ repressionȱ duringȱ theȱ periodȱ ofȱ
authoritarianȱ regimes,ȱ oneȱ ofȱ theȱ objectivesȱ ofȱ
theȱ reformsȱ hasȱ beenȱ toȱ reduceȱ policeȱ brutalityȱ
andȱtherebyȱtoȱincreaseȱpublicȱtrustȱinȱtheȱpolice.ȱ
Toȱ whatȱ extentȱ hasȱ thisȱ objectiveȱ beenȱ
accomplished?ȱ Toȱ whatȱ extentȱ doȱ policeȱ
institutionsȱmistreatȱorȱabuseȱtheirȱcitizensȱinȱtheȱ
pursuitȱofȱsecurityȱandȱorder?ȱ
Theȱ AmericasBarometerȱ surveyȱ providesȱ anȱ
opportunityȱ toȱ assessȱ policeȱ behaviorȱ inȱ theȱ
Americasȱ fromȱ theȱ perspectiveȱ ofȱ votingȱ ageȱ
citizens1.ȱ Thisȱ reportȱ inȱ theȱ AmericasBarometerȱ
Insightsȱ seriesȱ seeksȱ toȱ answerȱ theseȱ questionsȱ
basedȱ inȱ theȱ 2008ȱ database.ȱ Theȱ wordingȱ ofȱ theȱ
questionȱ usedȱ toȱ measureȱ policeȱ abuseȱ isȱ asȱ
follows:ȱ VIC27.ȱ Inȱ theȱ pastȱ 12ȱ monthsȱ hasȱ anyȱ
policeȱofficerȱabusedȱyouȱverbally,ȱphysicallyȱorȱ
assaultedȱyou?[Ifȱ“yes”]ȱHowȱmanyȱtimes?ȱȱ
Figure1.
PercentageofPeopleReportingHavingBeen
AbusedbythePoliceintheLastTwelveMonths
Argentina

8.3%

Bolivia

7.7%

Colombia

7.3%

Peru

6.9%

Brazil

6.3%

Mexico

5.8%

Dominican Republic
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MuchȱofȱpoliceȱreformȱinȱtheȱAmericasȱhasȱbeenȱ
aimedȱatȱchangingȱtheȱwaysȱinȱwhichȱtheȱpoliceȱ
* Theȱ Insightsȱ Seriesȱ isȱ coȬeditedȱ byȱ Professorsȱ Mitchellȱ A.
Seligsonȱ andȱ Elizabethȱ Zechmeisterȱ withȱ administrative,ȱ
technical,ȱandȱintellectualȱsupportȱfromȱtheȱLAPOPȱgroupȱatȱ
Vanderbilt.
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Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

ȱ Priorȱ issuesȱ inȱ theȱ Insightsȱ seriesȱ canȱ beȱ foundȱ inȱ
http://sitemason.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/AmericasBarometerIn
sightsSeries.ȱTheȱdataȱonȱwhichȱtheyȱareȱbasedȱcanȱbeȱfoundȱ
at:ȱhttp://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/datasets.ȱȱ
1
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Theȱsurveyȱcontainingȱtheȱquestionȱaboutȱpoliceȱ
mistreatmentȱ wasȱ carriedȱ outȱ inȱ twentyȱ Latinȱ
Americanȱ andȱ Caribbeanȱ countries2,ȱ andȱ itȱ wasȱ
answeredȱbyȱ32,853ȱrespondents.3ȱ
Figureȱ 1ȱ showsȱ theȱ percentageȱ ofȱ peopleȱ whoȱ
haveȱbeenȱvictimȱofȱpoliceȱmistreatmentȱatȱleastȱ
onceȱ inȱ theȱ lastȱ twelveȱ months.ȱ Asȱ canȱ beȱ seen,ȱ
thereȱareȱimportantȱdifferencesȱinȱtheȱpercentageȱ
ofȱ populationȱ abusedȱ byȱ theȱ policeȱ acrossȱ theȱ
region.ȱ Argentina,ȱ Elȱ Salvador,ȱ Bolivia,ȱ andȱ
Colombiaȱ reportȱ theȱ highestȱ levelsȱ ofȱ policeȱ
abuse.ȱInȱtheseȱcountriesȱmoreȱthanȱ7ȱpercentȱofȱ
theȱpopulationȱreportedȱhavingȱbeenȱaȱvictimȱofȱ
policeȱ mistreatment.ȱ ȱ Inȱ mostȱ ofȱ theȱ countriesȱ
policeȱ misconductȱ variesȱ betweenȱ 3ȱ andȱ 7ȱ
percent.ȱ However,ȱ inȱ Honduras,ȱ Paraguay,ȱ andȱ
Panama,ȱ respondentsȱ reportedȱ lessȱ thanȱ 3ȱ
percentȱ ofȱ abuseȱ fromȱ policeȱ agents.ȱ Ofȱ course,ȱ
theseȱ dataȱ needȱ toȱ beȱ placedȱ inȱ theȱ perspectiveȱ
ofȱ theȱ presenceȱ ofȱ theȱ policeȱ force.ȱ Inȱ countriesȱ
withȱ veryȱ lowȱ perȱ capitaȱ numberȱ ofȱ policeȱ
officers,ȱ forȱ example,ȱ theȱ opportunityȱ forȱ policeȱ
abuse,ȱ ceteriusȱ paribus,ȱ isȱ lowerȱ thanȱ whenȱ theȱ
policeȱforcesȱareȱdenser.ȱȱThisȱisȱalsoȱaȱfactorȱthatȱ
variesȱwithinȱnations,ȱwithȱpoliceȱforcesȱusuallyȱ
concentratedȱmoreȱinȱurbanȱthanȱruralȱareas.ȱȱ
Policeȱ abuseȱ isȱ measuredȱ broadlyȱ hereȱ andȱ theȱ
differencesȱ inȱ theȱ resultsȱ accountȱ forȱ theȱ
frequencyȱ ofȱ suchȱ behaviorȱ inȱ aȱ twelveȬmonthȱ
period.ȱTheȱdifferencesȱweȱfindȱacrossȱcountries,ȱ
however,ȱ mightȱ beȱ theȱ resultȱ ofȱ demographicȱ
patternsȱthatȱinfluenceȱtheȱoutcomeȱperȱcountry.ȱ
Inȱ orderȱ toȱ controlȱ forȱ thoseȱ characteristics,ȱ theȱ
resultsȱ wereȱexaminedȱ netȱ ofȱ variablesȱlikeȱ age,ȱ
gender,ȱeducation,ȱandȱwealth.ȱAȱnewȱrankingȱisȱ
showedȱinȱFigureȱ2.ȱȱ

nowȱ hasȱ theȱ dubiousȱ distinctionȱ ofȱ toppingȱ theȱ
list.ȱȱ
Examinedȱ moreȱ closely,ȱ theseȱ resultsȱ raiseȱ
importantȱ questionsȱ aboutȱ theȱ scopeȱ ofȱ policeȱ
reformsȱ inȱ someȱ countries.ȱ Inȱ Elȱ Salvador,ȱ asȱ
wellȱasȱinȱArgentina,ȱeffortsȱwereȱmadeȱtoȱcarryȱ
outȱ policeȱ reformsȱ afterȱ theȱ transitionsȱ toȱ
democracy.ȱ Theȱ Salvadoranȱ reformsȱ haveȱ beenȱ
praisedȱ asȱ oneȱ ofȱ theȱ mostȱ comprehensiveȱ andȱ
ambitiousȱsetsȱinȱtheȱregionȱ(Callȱ2003),ȱwhereasȱ
someȱauthorsȱpointȱtoȱtheȱArgentineanȱeffortsȱasȱ
clearlyȱ unsuccessfulȱ (Hintonȱ 2006).ȱ Inȱ anyȱ case,ȱ
theseȱ resultsȱ suggestȱ thatȱ inȱ bothȱ countries,ȱ asȱ
wellȱ asȱ inȱ severalȱ otherȱ Latinȱ Americanȱ
countries,ȱthereȱisȱstillȱaȱlongȱwayȱtoȱgoȱinȱorderȱ
toȱreduceȱpoliceȱmisconductȱagainstȱcitizens.ȱȱȱ
Figure2.
PercentageofPeopleWhoReportHavingBeen
AbusedbythePoliceintheLastTwelveMonths,
TakingintoAccountIndividualCharacteristicsin
LatinAmericaandtheCaribbean,2008
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Asȱ canȱ beȱ seen,ȱ theȱ resultsȱ doȱ notȱ changeȱ
substantivelyȱexceptȱforȱtheȱfactȱthatȱElȱSalvadorȱ
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Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

ȱ Fundingȱ forȱ theȱ 2008ȱ seriesȱ 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),ȱtheȱCenterȱforȱtheȱAmericas,ȱ
andȱVanderbiltȱUniversity.ȱȱȱ
3ȱTheȱnonȬresponseȱrateȱforȱthisȱquestionȱwasȱ2.6%.ȱȱ
2
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Factors Associated with Police
Abuse
Whichȱ factorsȱ areȱ associatedȱ withȱ victimizationȱ
perpetratedȱ byȱ theȱ policeȱ inȱ Latinȱ America?ȱ
Researchȱ inȱ differentȱ partsȱ ofȱ theȱ worldȱ hasȱ
shownȱ thatȱ policeȱ abuseȱ isȱ moreȱ frequentȱ
againstȱ someȱ segmentsȱ ofȱ theȱ population.ȱȱ
Youngȱ urbanȱ malesȱ are,ȱ forȱ example,ȱ theȱ mostȱ
frequentȱ victimsȱ ofȱ policeȱ actionȱ inȱ countriesȱ asȱ
differentȱ asȱ Brazil,ȱ Chile,ȱ Nigeria,ȱ andȱ Russiaȱ
(Ramosȱ 2006;ȱ Gerberȱ andȱ Mendelsonȱ 2008).ȱ
Also,ȱ policeȱ misconductȱ isȱ usuallyȱ moreȱ
commonȱ againstȱ politicalȱ opponentsȱ ofȱ theȱ
regimeȱ(Mareninȱ1996).ȱȱ
AȱlogisticȱregressionȱperformedȱonȱtheȱAmericasȱ
Barometerȱ 2008ȱ database4ȱ showsȱ thatȱ gender,ȱ
age,ȱ andȱ theȱ sizeȱ ofȱ city,ȱ areȱ allȱ socioȬ
demographicȱ variablesȱ associatedȱ withȱ policeȱ
abuseȱ(seeȱFigureȱ3).5ȱFurthermore,ȱweȱfindȱthatȱ
corruption,ȱ crimeȱ victimization,ȱ citizenȱ
participation,ȱ andȱ politicalȱ engagement6ȱ wereȱ
alsoȱ associatedȱ withȱ misconductȱ perpetratedȱ byȱ
theȱ policeȱ (seeȱ Figureȱ 4).ȱ Inȱ theȱ caseȱ ofȱ citizenȱ
participationȱ andȱ politicalȱ engagement,ȱ theȱ
resultsȱ showȱ thatȱ thoseȱ respondentsȱ whoȱ wereȱ
moreȱ activeȱ inȱ civicȱ participationȱ andȱ moreȱ
engagedȱ politicallyȱ turnȱ outȱ alsoȱ toȱ beȱ moreȱ
likelyȱ toȱ beȱ victimsȱ ofȱ policeȱ abuse,ȱ suggestingȱ
thatȱthereȱmayȱbeȱaȱpoliticalȱmotiveȱtoȱtheȱabuseȱ
(theseȱ resultsȱ areȱ alreadyȱ controlledȱ forȱ socioȬ
economicȱandȱdemographicȱfactors).ȱ

Figure3.
DemographicandSocioeconomicDeterminantsof
VictimizationbyPoliceAbuseinLatinAmerica,
2008
F=23.878
N =32677
Country fixed effects and intercept included
but not shown here
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Secondary Education
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Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

Inȱ fact,ȱ theȱ resultsȱ alsoȱ showȱ thatȱ politicalȱ
ideologyȱplaysȱaȱroleȱinȱpoliceȱabuse.ȱPeopleȱthatȱ
identifiedȱ themselvesȱ asȱ leaningȱ towardȱ theȱ
politicalȱ leftȱ reportedȱ toȱ beȱ moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ haveȱ
beenȱ victimizedȱ byȱ theȱ police,ȱ thanȱ thoseȱ ofȱ
centristȱ andȱ rightistȱ ideologyȱ (centristȱ ideologyȱ
isȱ theȱ baseȱ groupȱ andȱ notȱ showedȱ inȱ theȱ
regression).ȱ Thisȱ findingȱ alsoȱ suggestsȱ thatȱ
policeȱbehaviorȱisȱstillȱmotivatedȱbyȱpoliticalȱandȱ
ideologicalȱ stancesȱ inȱ Latinȱ America,ȱ longȱ afterȱ
theȱ daysȱ ofȱ rightȬwingȱ militaryȱ regimesȱ haveȱ
passed.ȱȱ
Figure4.
DeterminantsofVictimizationbyPoliceAbusein
LatinAmerica,2008
F=46.33
N =32335
Country fixed effects, controls, and intercept
included but not shown here
Corruption Victimization

4ȱ Allȱ statisticalȱ analysesȱ reportedȱ inȱ thisȱ articleȱ wereȱ
conductedȱusingȱStataȱv10,ȱandȱtheyȱareȱadjustedȱtoȱconsiderȱ
theȱeffectsȱofȱcomplexȱsampleȱdesign.ȱȱ
5ȱDummyȱvariablesȱforȱeachȱcountryȱwereȱincluded,ȱusingȱ
UruguayȱasȱbaseȬcategory.ȱȱ
6ȱPoliticalȱengagementȱisȱaȱcompositeȱvariableȱcreatedȱusingȱ
twoȱ itemsȱ includedȱ inȱ theȱ AmericasBarometer.ȱ Theseȱ itemsȱ
are:ȱPOL1.ȱHowȱmuchȱinterestȱdoȱyouȱhaveȱinȱpolitics:ȱaȱlot,ȱ
some,ȱ littleȱ orȱ none?,ȱ andȱ POL2.ȱ Howȱ oftenȱ doȱ youȱ discussȱ
politicsȱwithȱotherȱpeople:ȱDaily;ȱAȱfewȱtimesȱaȱweek;ȱAȱfewȱ
timesȱ aȱ month;ȱ Rarelyȱ orȱ Never?ȱ Theȱ responsesȱ wereȱ
recodedȱ inȱ aȱ 0ȬtoȬ100ȱ scale,ȱ andȱ thenȱ averagedȱ out.ȱ Aȱ 100ȱ
scoreȱrepresentsȱtheȱhigherȱlevelȱofȱpoliticalȱengagement.ȱȱ
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Figuresȱ 5ȱ andȱ 6ȱ illustrateȱ theȱ natureȱ ofȱ theȱ
relationshipsȱbetweenȱsomeȱsignificantȱvariablesȱ
andȱ theȱ variableȱ ofȱ abuseȱ byȱ theȱ police.ȱ Asȱ
shownȱinȱFigureȱ5,ȱfemalesȱareȱsubstantiallyȱlessȱ
likelyȱ toȱ victimizedȱ byȱ theȱ policeȱ thanȱ males:ȱ
7.2%ȱ ofȱ malesȱ haveȱ beenȱ victimsȱ ofȱ policeȱ
misconduct,ȱwhereasȱonlyȱ2.9%ȱofȱfemalesȱhaveȱ
beenȱ victims.ȱ Also,ȱ asȱ expected,ȱ youngȱ peopleȱ
areȱ moreȱ frequentlyȱ abusedȱ thanȱ olderȱ people.ȱ
Inȱ thisȱ case,ȱ itȱ isȱ importantȱ toȱ noteȱ thatȱ peopleȱ
underȱ 25ȱ yearsȱ ofȱ ageȱ tendȱ toȱ beȱ victimizedȱ byȱ
theȱ policeȱ nearlyȱ fourȱ timesȱ moreȱ thanȱ peopleȱ
olderȱthanȱ66ȱyears.ȱȱ
Figure5.
PercentageofPeopleAbusedbyPoliceaccording
toSex,Age,andSizeofTown,inLatinAmerica,
2008
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police:ȱ theȱ resultsȱ showȱ that,ȱ holdingȱ otherȱ
variablesȱ constant,ȱ policeȱ misconductȱ againstȱ
citizenȱincreasesȱinȱlargerȱcities;ȱinȱtheȱrawȱdata,ȱ
6.4%ȱ ofȱ theȱ peopleȱ whoȱ liveȱ inȱ metropolitanȱ
areasȱhaveȱbeenȱvictimizedȱbyȱtheȱpolice,ȱagainstȱ
3.5%ȱofȱpeopleȱwhoȱliveȱinȱruralȱareas.ȱȱ
Allȱ ofȱ theseȱ resultsȱ confirmȱ whatȱ otherȱ studiesȱ
haveȱ suggestedȱ concerningȱ policeȱ behaviorȱ inȱ
theȱ streets.ȱ Policeȱ tendȱ toȱ victimizeȱ malesȱ andȱ
youngȱ peopleȱ inȱ urbanȱ areasȱ moreȱ thanȱ anyȱ
otherȱ demographicȱ group.ȱ Thisȱ isȱ becauseȱ mostȱ
ofȱ theȱ crimeȱ fightingȱ effortȱ isȱ directedȱ againstȱ
whatȱ isȱ usuallyȱ consideredȱ theȱ typicalȱ
delinquentȱprofile.ȱȱ
Butȱmoreȱinterestingȱisȱtheȱrelationshipȱbetweenȱ
otherȱtypesȱofȱvictimizationȱandȱbeingȱvictimȱofȱ
policeȱmisconduct.ȱTheȱgraphsȱinȱFigureȱ6ȱshowȱ
thatȱ peopleȱ victimizedȱ byȱ corruptionȱ andȱ byȱ
crimeȱ areȱ moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ beȱ alsoȱ victimizedȱ byȱ
theȱpolice.ȱThereȱareȱtwoȱwaysȱofȱexplainingȱthisȱ
relationship.ȱ Oneȱ isȱ thatȱ peopleȱ victimizedȱ byȱ
crimeȱ orȱ corruptionȱ tendȱ toȱ getȱ inȱ contactȱ withȱ
policeȱ moreȱ frequentlyȱ thanȱ theȱ restȱ ofȱ citizens;ȱ
thisȱ relationshipȱ exposesȱ themȱ toȱ moreȱ
mistreatmentȱthanȱtheȱaverageȱcitizen.ȱTheȱotherȱ
explanation—whichȱ doesȱ notȱ necessarilyȱ ruleȱ
outȱtheȱformer—ȱpointsȱtoȱtheȱfactȱthatȱsomeȱofȱ
theȱreportedȱcorruptionȱandȱcrimeȱvictimizationȱ
mightȱ beȱ actuallyȱ perpetratedȱ byȱ theȱ police.ȱ
Policeȱ mistreatmentȱ canȱ alsoȱ beȱ aȱ bribeȱ orȱ anȱ
assaultȱperpetratedȱbyȱaȱpoliceȱofficer.ȱȱ
Inȱ anyȱ case,ȱ theȱ likelihoodȱ ofȱ beingȱ victimȱ ofȱ
policeȱ mistreatmentȱ notȱ onlyȱ restsȱ onȱ otherȱ
kindsȱ ofȱ victimization.ȱ Itȱ alsoȱ seemsȱ toȱ beȱ
associatedȱtoȱtheȱpoliticalȱactivityȱofȱcitizens.ȱAsȱ
pointedȱoutȱbefore,ȱpeopleȱwithȱhigherȱlevelsȱofȱ
politicalȱinvolvementȱtendȱtoȱbeȱmoreȱfrequentlyȱ
abusedȱbyȱtheȱpoliceȱthanȱtheȱcitizenȱwhoȱisȱnotȱ
involvedȱ inȱ politics.ȱ Suchȱ resultsȱ suggestȱ thatȱ
policeȱ behaviorȱ isȱ stillȱ influencedȱ byȱ politicalȱ
considerationsȱ inȱ someȱ countriesȱ inȱ Latinȱ
America.ȱȱ

Theȱsizeȱofȱcityȱwhereȱtheȱrespondentȱlivesȱalsoȱ
increasesȱ theȱ likelihoodȱ ofȱ mistreatmentȱ byȱ theȱ
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Figure6.
PercentageofPeopleAbusedbyPoliceaccording
toCorruptionVictimization,CrimeVictimization,
andPoliticalEngagement,inLatinAmerica,2008
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PolicyȱandȱProgramȱImplicationsȱ
Theseȱ findingsȱ pointȱ toȱ twoȱ importantȱ policyȱ
implications.ȱFirst,ȱtheyȱshowȱtheȱvalueȱofȱusingȱ
anȱ instrumentȱ ofȱ academicȱ researchȱ toȱ assessȱ
programsȱ ofȱ institutionalȱ strengthening.ȱ Policeȱ
reformsȱhaveȱtakenȱplaceȱinȱseveralȱcountriesȱinȱ
theȱ region,ȱ andȱ scientificȱ surveysȱ likeȱ theȱ
AmericasBarometerȱ 2008ȱ canȱ serveȱ asȱ aȱ toolȱ toȱ
evaluate,ȱ fromȱ theȱ perspectiveȱ ofȱ citizens,ȱ theȱ
impactȱofȱsuchȱreforms.ȱInȱotherȱwords,ȱsurveysȱ
canȱbeȱusefulȱtoȱevaluateȱandȱrestructureȱpoliciesȱ
regardingȱ securityȱ institutions.ȱ Secondly,ȱ theȱ
resultsȱ showȱ thatȱ furtherȱ workȱ isȱ neededȱ withȱ
theȱ policeȱ forcesȱ inȱ Latinȱ America.ȱ Despiteȱ
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Appendicesȱ
Tableȱ1.ȱ
SocioȬDemographicȱDeterminantsȱofȱPoliceȱMistreatmentȱinȱtheȱAmericas,ȱ2008ȱ

PrimaryȱEducation
SecondaryȱEducationȱ
HigherȱEducationȱ
Female
Cohortȱ30Ȭ45
Cohortȱ46Ȭ60
Cohortȱ61ȱandȱmore
Wealthȱ
SizeȱofȱCity/Townȱȱ
Mexicoȱ
Guatemala
ElȱSalvadorȱ
Honduras
Nicaragua
CostaȱRica
Panama
Colombiaȱ
Ecuador
Boliviaȱ
Peruȱ
Paraguay
Chile
Brazilȱ
Venezuela
Argentinaȱ
DominicanȱRepublicȱ
Haiti
Jamaicaȱ
Constant
Fȱ
Numberȱofȱobservationsȱ
*ȱp<0.05

Hasȱpoliceȱabusedȱyou?
Coefficientsȱ
Ȭ0.060ȱ
0.041ȱ
0.012ȱ
Ȭ0.490*ȱ
Ȭ0.180*ȱ
Ȭ0.303*ȱ
Ȭ0.532*ȱ
0.001ȱ
0.220*ȱ
0.061ȱ
Ȭ0.020ȱ
0.136*ȱ
Ȭ0.091*ȱ
Ȭ0.020ȱ
Ȭ0.045ȱ
Ȭ0.183*ȱ
0.094*ȱ
Ȭ0.010ȱ
0.137*ȱ
0.078*ȱ
Ȭ0.100*ȱ
Ȭ0.032ȱ
0.082*ȱ
Ȭ0.069ȱ
0.107*ȱ
0.061ȱ
Ȭ0.007ȱ
0.017ȱ
Ȭ3.245*ȱ
23.88
32677

(t)ȱ
(Ȭ0.79)ȱ
(0.49)ȱ
(0.17)ȱ
(Ȭ16.74)ȱ
(Ȭ6.47)ȱ
(Ȭ9.02)ȱ
(Ȭ11.23)ȱ
(0.03)ȱ
(6.06)ȱ
(1.69)ȱ
(Ȭ0.51)ȱ
(4.41)ȱ
(Ȭ2.00)ȱ
(Ȭ0.52)ȱ
(Ȭ1.16)ȱ
(Ȭ4.17)ȱ
(2.45)ȱ
(Ȭ0.22)ȱ
(2.97)ȱ
(2.43)ȱ
(Ȭ2.83)ȱ
(Ȭ0.73)ȱ
(2.24)ȱ
(Ȭ1.75)ȱ
(2.87)ȱ
(1.87)ȱ
(Ȭ0.16)ȱ
(0.40)ȱ
(Ȭ84.11)ȱ
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Tableȱ2.ȱ
DeterminantsȱofȱPoliceȱMistreatmentȱinȱtheȱAmericas,ȱ2008ȱ

Leftistȱideologyȱ
Rightistȱideology
Citizenȱparticipationȱ
Politicalȱengagementȱ
CrimeȱVictimizationȱ
CorruptionȱVictimizationȱ
PrimaryȱEducation
SecondaryȱEducation
higherȱEducation
Female
Cohortȱ30Ȭ45
Cohortȱ46Ȭ60
Cohortȱ61ȱandȱmore
Wealth
SizeȱofȱCity/Townȱ
Mexicoȱ
Guatemala
ElȱSalvadorȱ
Honduras
Nicaragua
CostaȱRica
Panama
Colombiaȱ
Ecuador
Boliviaȱ
Peruȱ
Paraguay
Chileȱ
Brazilȱ
Venezuela
Argentinaȱ
DominicanȱRepublicȱ
Haiti
Jamaicaȱ
Constant
Fȱ
ȱNumberȱofȱObs.ȱ
*ȱp<0.05

Hasȱpoliceȱabusedȱyou?ȱ
Coefficientsȱ
(t)ȱ
0.116*ȱ
(4.27)ȱ
Ȭ0.006ȱ
(Ȭ0.18)ȱ
0.113*ȱ
(3.82)ȱ
0.135*ȱ
(4.35)ȱ
0.405*ȱ
(16.97)ȱ
0.421*ȱ
(17.77)ȱ
Ȭ0.074ȱ
(Ȭ0.95)ȱ
Ȭ0.034ȱ
(Ȭ0.40)ȱ
Ȭ0.133ȱ
(Ȭ1.84)ȱ
Ȭ0.424*ȱ
(Ȭ13.87)ȱ
Ȭ0.229*ȱ
(Ȭ7.92)ȱ
Ȭ0.330*ȱ
(Ȭ9.42)ȱ
Ȭ0.485*ȱ
(Ȭ10.09)ȱ
Ȭ0.061ȱ
(Ȭ1.52)ȱ
0.148*ȱ
(4.02)ȱ
0.018ȱ
(0.50)ȱ
Ȭ0.058ȱ
(Ȭ1.43)ȱ
0.106*ȱ
(3.16)ȱ
Ȭ0.092*ȱ
(Ȭ2.17)ȱ
Ȭ0.036ȱ
(Ȭ0.91)ȱ
Ȭ0.035ȱ
(Ȭ0.89)ȱ
Ȭ0.111*ȱ
(Ȭ2.65)ȱ
0.114*ȱ
(2.94)ȱ
Ȭ0.066ȱ
(Ȭ1.39)ȱ
0.042ȱ
(0.82)ȱ
0.031ȱ
(0.88)ȱ
Ȭ0.128*ȱ
(Ȭ3.54)ȱ
0.010ȱ
(0.24)ȱ
0.096*ȱ
(2.48)ȱ
Ȭ0.059ȱ
(Ȭ1.50)ȱ
0.074ȱ
(1.86)ȱ
0.027ȱ
(0.78)ȱ
Ȭ0.105*ȱ
(Ȭ2.23)ȱ
0.016ȱ
(0.38)ȱ
Ȭ3.466*ȱ
(Ȭ82.26)ȱ
46.33
32335
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Responses were given based on a 1-7 scale, where ‘1’
meant “not at all” and ‘7’ meant “a lot.”
These responses were then recoded on a 0-100 basis
to conform to the LAPOP standard, which facilitates
comparability across questions and survey waves.4
Figure 1, which displays national averages, shows a
strikingly negative perception of political parties as
institutions that listen to the people. The average
level falls below 40 points in every country.
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Do Parties Listen to the People?
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By Margarita Corral
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Vanderbilt University

Figure1.
AverageBeliefthatPoliticalPartiesListentothePeople
intheAmericas,2008
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EPP3. How often do political parties listen to the
average person?

* The Insights Series is co-edited by Professors Mitchell A.
Seligson and Elizabeth Zechmeister with administrative,
technical, and intellectual support from the LAPOP group at
Vanderbilt.
1
Prior issues in the Insights series can be found at:
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/studiesandpublications.
The data on which they are based can be found at
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/datasets
2 Funding for the 2008 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),
the Center for the Americas (CFA), and Vanderbilt University.
3 This question was not asked in Canada.

39.8

Chile
Uruguay
El Salvador
Belize

Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

Countries such as the Dominican Republic, Chile,
Uruguay, El Salvador Belize, and Colombia display
the highest mean beliefs that parties listen to the
people. In all these countries the average response
falls between 35 and 40 points on our 0-100 scale. At
the other extreme, we find Nicaragua, Brazil, and
Paraguay, where the average score falls below 25
points. It is quite evident that citizens in the
Americas do not believe that political parties are
listening to the people.
4

Non-response was 4.51% for the sample as a whole.
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Explaining Belief that Parties Listen
to the People
What explains variation in the belief that political
parties listen to the average person? We will focus
on the individual characteristics of respondents in
our surveys to answer this question.5 As a first step
we take into account the following socio-economic
and demographic characteristics: education, gender,
age, wealth, and city/town size. In order to assess
their influence on our dependent variable, we
employ an OLS linear regression model.6 Given that
citizens in the United States have sharply higher
levels on socio-economic characteristics, we exclude
this country from the analysis.7
Figure2.SocioǦeconomicandDemographic
DeterminantsofSupportfortheBeliefthatPolitical
PartiesListentothePeopleinLatinAmericaandthe
Caribbean,2008
R-Squared =0.032
F=21.873
N =32377

Country Fixed Effects
and Intercept included but
not Shown Here

Size of City/Town
Wealth
Age
Female
University
Secondary
Primary
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Figure 2 shows the influence of these individuallevel
socio-economic
and
demographic
characteristics on the belief that political parties
listen to the average person in Latin America and
the Caribbean. Only two of the variables considered
here are statistically significant, and the size of their
effects is relatively small. This 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
predicted impact of that variable, falls to the right of
the vertical “0” line it implies a positive relationship
whereas when it falls to the left it indicates a
negative contribution. In this model, size of the city
and gender are statistically significant contributors.
In this sense, people living in rural areas or small
towns tend to agree more that political parties listen
to the people than people living in large cities, ceteris
paribus. Females, also holding constant the rest of
variables, are more skeptical than men about this
belief. Levels of wealth, education or age do not
make a difference.

Given that socioeconomic characteristics seem to
have a small impact on the belief that parties listen
to the people, we need to add more variables in
order to have a more reasonable and accurate idea of
the determinants of support for this belief. We
therefore turn to an assessment of select political
evaluations and attitudes. In previous Insights Series
reports, we assessed the expectation that citizens’
trust in political parties is related to government
performance. Drawing on this same basic argument,
Figure 3 displays the results of a new model
intended to explain citizens’ evaluations of parties as
incorporating citizen input.8

Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

The effects of these new variables in the model are
particularly notable when contrasted with those we
found for education, age, and city/town size.
5

Multilevel analyses predicting to what extent people agree that
political parties listen to the people with variables such as GDP,
economic growth, and level of democracy, did not yield
significant results. It is possible that the variation across countries
displayed in Figure 1 is explained by some other national-level
political factors, analysis that will be left for future research.
6
All statistical analyses in this paper were conducted using
STATA v10 and results were adjusted for the complex sample
designs employed.
7 To capture the variation across countries the model included
dummy variables for each country, using Uruguay as the
reference country.

8 This analysis was carried out using a linear regression that also
included the socioeconomic and demographic variables and the
country dummies employed earlier. Figure 3 displays only the
political variables. All the regressions performed can be found in
Table 1 in the appendix..
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The results show that people who self-identify with
the right tend to support the idea that parties listen
to the people more than those who identify with the
left.

Figure3.
AnAnalysisoftheDeterminantsofAverageSupport
fortheBeliefthatPoliticalPartiesListentothePeople
inLatinAmericaandtheCaribbean,2008

Policy and Program Implications

R-Squared =0.209
F=122.954
N =23107
Rightist Ideology

Country Fixed Effects,
Socio-economic, Demographic
Variables and Intercept
Included but not Shown Here

Interpersonal Trust

Political Interest

Satisfaction with Local Government Services

Perception of the Legislators Performance

This new Insights series report again shows how
citizens in Latin America are dissatisfied with
political parties. Citizens show low levels of trust in
parties (I0802). And, further, they do not consider
that parties are listening to the people. How might
these overwhelmingly negative perceptions of
parties be improved?

Perception of the Current Government Performance
0.0
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Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

As we found in previous reports, citizens’
perceptions of political parties depend on outputs,
that is to say, on the way citizens consider that
representatives satisfy their demands and perform
their duties. We see that the higher the perception of
current government performance9, the higher the
support for the belief that political parties are
listening to the people. Furthermore, the higher the
perception that the members of parliament are
performing a good job in the legislature, the higher
the support for the idea that parties listen to the
people.
Apart from performance at the national level,
satisfaction with outputs at local level is also found
to be important, as Figure 3 shows. The higher the
satisfaction with the services provided by local
governments the higher the support for the idea that
parties listen to the people, ceteris paribus. This
impact is, however, smaller than what we find for
national-level performance.
Political interest is also a statistically significant
predictor, as is ideology. The latter is measured by
the classic 1-10 scale of left-right self-identification.
9
The Perception of the Government Performance Index was
constructed from five items that asked to what extent people
thought the current administration fights poverty, combats
government corruption, promotes and protects democratic
principles, improves the security of citizens, and combats
unemployment.

As we have seen in previous reports, the
AmericasBarometer data suggest again that
perceptions about parties depend on the extent to
which government does or does not satisfy their
basic needs. In this sense, in order to increase
support for the idea that parties listen to the people,
the belief that governments and representatives in
congress fulfill their functions needs to be increased.
Therefore, according to our analysis, there should be
more efforts to fight corruption, crime, and poverty,
and promoting and protecting basic rights and the
rule of law, in any policy making agenda. Achieving
higher levels of political interest among citizens
would be also useful.
In conclusion, our analysis here suggests that
perceptions about the extent to which political
parties listen to the people, and perceptions about
parties in general, would be more positive if political
systems achieve higher levels of government
performance across a range of policy areas, at the
levels of the executive and legislative and at the
national and local levels.
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Appendix: Determinants of the Belief that Parties Listen to the People
Regression I
Coef.
Err. est.
0.007
(0.41)
0.020
(1.11)
0.018
(1.14)
-0.013*
(-2.24)
-0.007
(-1.11)
0.015
(1.69)
-0.031*
(-3.54)

Primary
Secondary
University
Female
Age
Wealth
Size of City/Town
Political Interest
Rightist Ideology
Efficacy of the Current Government
Satisfaction with Local Government Services
Performance of Legislators
Interpersonal Trust
Mexico
Guatemala
El Salvador
Honduras
Nicaragua
Costa Rica
Panama
Colombia
Ecuador
Bolivia
Peru
Paraguay
Chile
Brazil
Venezuela
Argentina
Dominican Republic
Haiti
Jamaica
Belize
Constant
R-squared
N.
* p<0.05

-0.019
-0.056*
-0.008
-0.080*
-0.099*
-0.055*
-0.040*
-0.014
-0.101*
-0.028*
-0.072*
-0.107*
0.007
-0.096*
-0.017
-0.050*
0.014
-0.071*
-0.047*
-0.016
-0.005
0.032
32377

(-1.83)
(-6.59)
(-1.11)
(-9.82)
(-9.32)
(-5.02)
(-3.31)
(-1.39)
(-8.70)
(-2.50)
(-8.91)
(-14.08)
(0.64)
(-8.10)
(-1.29)
(-4.69)
(1.64)
(-6.11)
(-4.92)
(-1.33)
(-0.59)

Regression II
Coef.
Err. est.
-0.000
(-0.00)
-0.023
(-1.16)
-0.021
(-1.26)
0.000
(0.07)
-0.014
(-1.94)
0.016
(1.71)
-0.006
(-0.66)
0.059*
(8.48)
0.045*
(5.91)
0.381*
(40.67)
0.029*
(3.87)
0.103*
(13.03)
-0.004
(-0.60)
0.017
(1.90)
-0.016
(-1.78)
0.057*
(7.20)
0.019*
(2.10)
-0.013
(-1.41)
-0.024*
(-2.27)
0.042*
(4.09)
-0.009
(-0.98)
-0.026*
(-2.04)
0.011
(0.90)
0.012
(1.53)
0.012
(1.60)
0.037*
(3.40)
-0.038*
(-3.44)
0.051*
(3.92)
0.024*
(2.07)
0.023*
(2.50)
0.013
(1.07)
-0.001
(-0.07)
0.034*
(2.65)
0.013
(1.52)
0.209
23107
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interviewsȱconductedȱinȱmostȱofȱLatinȱAmericaȱandȱ
theȱ Caribbean,ȱ andȱ aȱ webȱ surveyȱ inȱ theȱ Unitedȱ
States,ȱ involvingȱ nationalȱ probabilityȱ samplesȱ ofȱ 22ȱ
nationsȱ(thisȱquestionȱwasȱnotȱaskedȱinȱCanada).ȱ

AmericasBarometer Insights: 2009 1R* 

Corruption Victimization
by Public Employees1
By Diana Orces, Ph.D. candidate
diana.m.orces@Vanderbilt.edu
Vanderbilt University

ȱ

C

orruptionȱhasȱbecomeȱoneȱofȱtheȱmajorȱpolicyȱ
issuesȱ inȱ emergingȱ democraciesȱ aroundȱ theȱ
worldȱbecauseȱofȱitsȱdemonstratedȱsignificantȱ
negativeȱ effectsȱ onȱ theȱ economyȱ (Elliotȱ 1997;ȱ Seyfȱ
2001).ȱ Thatȱ inȱ turn,ȱ erodesȱ theȱ beliefȱ inȱ theȱ
legitimacyȱ ofȱ theȱ politicalȱ systemȱ (Seligsonȱ 2002),ȱ
whileȱ weakeningȱ democracyȱ moreȱ generallyȱ
(Warrenȱ 2004)ȱ thus,ȱ makingȱ theȱ consolidationȱ ofȱ
emergingȱ democraciesȱ evenȱ moreȱ difficult.ȱ Forȱ
example,ȱoneȱrecentȱstudyȱarguesȱthatȱ“whenȱpeopleȱ
loseȱ confidenceȱ thatȱ publicȱ decisionsȱ areȱ takenȱ forȱ
reasonsȱ thatȱ areȱ publiclyȱ availableȱ andȱ justifiable,ȱ
theyȱ oftenȱ becomeȱ cynicalȱ aboutȱ publicȱ speechȱ andȱ
deliberation”ȱ (Warrenȱ 2004:ȱ 328),ȱ twoȱ fundamentalȱ
determinantsȱ ofȱ democracy.ȱ Thisȱ paperȱ inȱ theȱ
AmericasBarometerȱInsightsȱSeriesȱisȱtheȱsecondȱoneȱtoȱ
examineȱ theȱ impactȱ ofȱ corruption,ȱ concentratingȱ onȱ
anotherȱ questionȱ onȱ corruptionȱ victimizationȱ
includedȱ inȱ theȱ 2008ȱ roundȱ ofȱ theȱ Latinȱ Americanȱ
PublicȱOpinionȱProjectȱSurveyȱ(additionalȱquestionsȱ
inȱ thisȱ seriesȱ willȱ beȱ examinedȱ inȱ futureȱ Insightsȱ
studies).2ȱ Thisȱ surveyȱ involvedȱ faceȬtoȬfaceȱ
* The Insightsȱ Seriesȱ isȱ coȬeditedȱ byȱ Professorsȱ Mitchellȱ A.
Seligsonȱ andȱ Elizabethȱ Zechmeisterȱ withȱ administrative,
technical,ȱ andȱ intellectualȱ supportȱ fromȱ theȱ LAPOPȱ groupȱ at
Vanderbilt.
1ȱPriorȱissuesȱinȱtheȱInsightsȱseriesȱcanȱbeȱfoundȱat:
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/studiesandpublications.
Theȱdataȱonȱwhichȱtheyȱareȱbasedȱcanȱbeȱfoundȱat
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/datasets
2ȱFundingȱforȱtheȱ2008ȱroundȱmainlyȱcameȱfromȱtheȱUnitedȱStates
Agencyȱ forȱ Internationalȱ Developmentȱ (USAID).ȱ Important

Figure1.
PercentageofthePopulationVictimizedbyCorruption
by a Public Employee at least once in the past year in
theAmericas,2008
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LAPOPȱ studiesȱ haveȱ usuallyȱ employedȱ theȱ
corruptionȱ victimizationȱ index.3ȱ However,ȱ inȱ thisȱ
study,ȱ weȱ focusȱ onȱ theȱ analysisȱ ofȱ oneȱ ofȱ theȱ
componentsȱ ofȱ thatȱ index,ȱ moreȱ specificallyȱ
corruptionȱvictimizationȱbyȱaȱpublicȱofficial.ȱAȱtotalȱ
ofȱ 34,469ȱ respondentsȱ wereȱ askedȱ theȱ followingȱ
question:ȱ

sourcesȱ ofȱ supportȱ wereȱ alsoȱ theȱ InterȬAmericanȱ Developmentȱ
Bankȱ(IADB),ȱtheȱUnitedȱNationsȱDevelopmentȱProgramȱ(UNDP),ȱ
theȱCenterȱforȱtheȱAmericasȱ(CFA),ȱandȱVanderbiltȱUniversity.ȱ
3ȱ Thisȱ indexȱ hasȱ beenȱ constantlyȱ improvedȱ sinceȱ itsȱ firstȱ
administrationȱ inȱ 1996.ȱ ȱ Forȱ aȱ moreȱ detailedȱ discussionȱ ofȱ thisȱ
indexȱseeȱSeligsonȱ(2006).ȱȱ
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EXC6.ȱ Duringȱ theȱ pastȱ yearȱ didȱ anyȱ governmentȱ
employeeȱaskȱyouȱforȱaȱbribe?
Figureȱ 1,ȱ whichȱ displaysȱ percentagesȱ ofȱ theȱ
populationȱ thatȱ wereȱ askedȱ aȱ bribeȱ byȱ aȱ publicȱ
employee,ȱ indicatesȱ aȱ wideȱ rangeȱ ofȱ corruptionȱ
victimizationȱ acrossȱ countries.ȱ 4ȱ Boliviaȱ emergesȱ asȱ
theȱ countryȱ withȱ aȱ significantlyȱ higherȱ percentageȱ
(18%)ȱ ofȱ itsȱ populationȱ beingȱ victimizedȱ byȱ
corruptionȱ byȱ publicȱ employees.ȱ Theseȱ resultsȱ areȱ
consistentȱ withȱ thoseȱ demonstratedȱ inȱ theȱ earlierȱ
reportȱ inȱ thisȱ seriesȱ (I0803)ȱ whereȱ moreȱ thanȱ aȱ
quarterȱ ofȱ theȱ Bolivianȱ populationȱ (27.9%)ȱ wasȱ
askedȱtoȱpayȱaȱbribeȱbyȱtheȱpolice,ȱrenderingȱfurtherȱ
evidenceȱ ofȱ theȱ highȱ levelsȱ ofȱ corruptionȱ
victimizationȱ inȱ thatȱ country.ȱ Similarly,ȱ overȱ 10ȱ
percentȱ ofȱ theȱ populationȱ inȱ Haitiȱ andȱ Peruȱ wereȱ
askedȱ toȱ payȱ aȱ bribeȱ toȱ aȱ publicȱ employee.ȱ Atȱ theȱ
otherȱextreme,ȱChileȱhasȱtheȱlowestȱpercentageȱinȱtheȱ
sampleȱvictimizedȱbyȱcorruptionȱ(1.2%).ȱȱ
Howȱ muchȱ ofȱ theȱ variationȱ ofȱ corruptionȱ
victimizationȱbyȱaȱpublicȱemployeeȱacrossȱcountriesȱ
isȱ explainedȱ byȱ theȱ socioȬeconomicȱ andȱ
demographicȱ characteristicsȱ ofȱ theȱ populationsȱ ofȱ
theseȱ countries?5ȱ Resultsȱ shownȱ inȱ Figureȱ 2ȱ remainȱ
similarȱtoȱFigureȱ1ȱafterȱcontrollingȱforȱgender,ȱage,ȱ
education,ȱ wealth,ȱ andȱ sizeȱ ofȱ city/town;ȱ withȱ
variationȱofȱonlyȱaȱfewȱpercentagesȱhigherȱorȱlowerȱ
fromȱ theȱ uncontrolledȱ results.ȱ Countriesȱ suchȱ asȱ
Bolivia,ȱHaiti,ȱandȱPeruȱcontinueȱtoȱdemonstrateȱtheȱ
highestȱpercentagesȱofȱcorruptionȱvictimizationȱbyȱaȱ
publicȱ employeeȱ withȱ 15,ȱ 14,ȱ andȱ 11ȱ percentȱ
respectively.ȱȱ

Figure2.
PercentageofthePopulationVictimizedbyCorruption
by a Public Employee at least once in the past year
after Taking into Account Individual Characteristics in
theAmericas,2008
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DoȱContextualȱFactorsȱMatter?ȱȱ
Weȱ findȱ thatȱ notȱ onlyȱ doȱ individualȬlevelȱ
characteristicsȱ matterȱ forȱ corruption,ȱ butȱ moreȱ
developedȱnationsȱinȱtheȱAmericasȱareȱbetterȱableȱtoȱ
controlȱcorruption.ȱFigureȱ3ȱshowsȱtheȱeffectsȱofȱbothȱ
individualȬlevelȱ characteristicsȱ andȱ nationalȬlevelȱ
socioȬeconomicȱ development,ȱ measuredȱ byȱ theȱ
humanȱ developmentȱ index,6ȱ onȱ theȱ probabilityȱ ofȱ
beingȱaskedȱaȱbribeȱbyȱaȱpublicȱemployee.ȱȱ

ȱNonȬresponseȱwasȱ8%ȱforȱtheȱsampleȱasȱaȱwhole.ȱ
ȱ Toȱ simplifyȱ theȱ answerȱ toȱ thisȱ question,ȱ theȱ Unitedȱ Statesȱ wasȱ
removedȱfromȱtheȱsampleȱinȱorderȱtoȱavoidȱanyȱstatisticalȱbiasesȱ
givenȱthatȱthisȱcaseȱhasȱanȱextremelyȱhighȱlevelȱofȱsocioȬeconomicȱ
developmentȱ comparedȱ toȱ theȱ otherȱ countries,ȱ possiblyȱ drivingȱ
theȱresultsȱofȱtheȱanalysis.ȱ
4
5

ȱ Theȱ Humanȱ Developmentȱ Indexȱ (HDI)ȱ isȱ aȱ compositeȱ measureȱ
ofȱtheȱlevelȱofȱsocioeconomicȱdevelopmentȱofȱaȱnation.ȱItȱincludesȱ
threeȱ measuresȱ ofȱ socioeconomicȱ wellȬbeing:ȱ anȱ indexȱ ofȱ
education,ȱaȱhealthȱindicatorȱmeasuredȱbyȱlifeȱexpectancyȱatȱbirth,ȱ
andȱ economicȱ resourcesȱ (GDPȱ perȱ capita—purchasingȱ powerȱ

6
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Figure3.
AMultilevelAnalysisoftheDeterminantsofCorruption
VictimizationbyaPublicEmployeeintheAmericas:The
ImpactofHumanDevelopmentIndex,2008
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likelyȱ toȱ beȱ askedȱ bribesȱ byȱ aȱ publicȱ employee.ȱ
Theseȱ findingsȱ makeȱ sense,ȱ asȱ thereȱ isȱ aȱ greaterȱ
densityȱ ofȱ publicȱ officialsȱ inȱ urbanȱ areasȱ thanȱ inȱ
rural,ȱandȱthoseȱwithȱhigherȱincomesȱandȱeducationȱ
haveȱ manyȱ moreȱ occasionsȱ toȱ beȱ inȱ contactȱ withȱ
publicȱ officialsȱ thanȱ doȱ theȱ poor.ȱ ȱ Moreover,ȱ theȱ
wealthierȱ segmentsȱ ofȱ theȱ populationȱ areȱ perceivedȱ
asȱ havingȱ “deeperȱ pockets”ȱ andȱ henceȱ areȱ moreȱ
attractiveȱ targetsȱ ofȱ venalȱ publicȱ officials.ȱ Onȱ theȱ
otherȱ hand,ȱ femalesȱ areȱ lessȱ likelyȱ toȱ beȱ victimsȱ ofȱ
corruption,ȱ aȱ findingȱ thatȱ isȱ notȱ surprisingȱ becauseȱ
onȱaverage,ȱfemalesȱareȱlessȱlikelyȱthanȱmalesȱtoȱplayȱ
aȱ roleȱ inȱ theȱ workplaceȱ andȱ inȱ publicȱ lifeȱ inȱ theȱ
Americas,ȱ andȱ thusȱ lessȱ likelyȱ toȱ beȱ exposedȱ toȱ
corruption.ȱ Whenȱ comparingȱ theseȱ resultsȱ toȱ thoseȱ
ofȱ aȱ priorȱ reportȱ (I0803)ȱ relatedȱ toȱ corruptionȱ
victimizationȱ byȱ theȱ police,ȱ citizensȱ withȱ similarȱ
characteristicsȱ haveȱ similarȱ levelsȱ ofȱ corruptionȱ
victimization.ȱ

Figureȱ 3ȱ showsȱ thatȱ severalȱ individualȱ
characteristicsȱ asȱ wellȱ asȱ socioȬeconomicȱ
developmentȱmatterȱinȱdeterminingȱtheȱlikelihoodȱofȱ
citizensȱ beingȱ victimizedȱ byȱ publicȱ employeeȱ
corruption.ȱ Individualsȱ whoȱ areȱ wealthier,ȱ moreȱ
highlyȱeducated,ȱandȱlivingȱinȱlargerȱcities,ȱareȱmoreȱ

SocioȬeconomicȱ development,ȱ measuredȱ byȱ theȱ
HumanȱDevelopmentȱIndex,ȱplaysȱaȱcentralȱroleȱasȱaȱ
mitigatingȱ factorȱ ofȱ corruptionȱ victimization.ȱ Moreȱ
specifically,ȱindividualsȱwhoȱliveȱinȱmoreȱdevelopedȱ
countriesȱ areȱ farȱ lessȱ likelyȱ toȱ beȱ victimizedȱ byȱ
corruptionȱ comparedȱ toȱ thoseȱ whoȱ liveȱ inȱ lessȱ
developedȱ countries,ȱ afterȱ controllingȱ forȱ allȱ ofȱ theȱ
aboveȱ individualȱ characteristics.ȱ Theȱ significanceȱ ofȱ
theȱnationalȱcontextȱisȱhighlightedȱinȱmoreȱdetailȱinȱ
Figureȱ 4;ȱ theȱ higherȱ theȱ socioȬeconomicȱ
development,ȱtheȱlessȱlikelyȱtheȱaverageȱcitizenȱisȱtoȱ
becomeȱaȱvictimȱofȱcorruption.ȱForȱinstance,ȱHaitiȱisȱ
theȱ countryȱ thatȱ showsȱ theȱ highestȱ probabilityȱ ofȱ
corruptionȱ victimizationȱ byȱ aȱ publicȱ employeeȱ andȱ
isȱtheȱcountryȱwithȱbyȱfarȱtheȱlowestȱsocioȬeconomic
development.7ȱAtȱtheȱotherȱextreme,ȱUruguay,ȱChile,ȱ
andȱ Argentinaȱ experienceȱ theȱ lowestȱ probabilityȱ ofȱ
corruptionȱ victimizationȱ byȱ aȱ publicȱ employeeȱ andȱ
theȱ highestȱ levelȱ ofȱ socioȬeconomicȱ development.ȱ
Takingȱ allȱ theseȱ resultsȱ together,ȱ ifȱ aȱ citizenȱ fromȱ
Haitiȱ withȱ aȱ givenȱ setȱ ofȱ socioȬeconomicȱ
characteristicsȱ wereȱ toȱ moveȱ toȱ Uruguay,ȱ Chileȱ orȱ
Argentina,ȱ ceterisȱ paribus,ȱ andȱ noneȱ ofȱ his/herȱ
individualȱ characteristicsȱ wereȱ toȱ change,ȱ theȱ
probabilityȱ ofȱ thisȱ personȱ beingȱ askedȱ aȱ bribeȱ byȱ aȱ

parity).ȱ Thisȱ indexȱ goesȱ fromȱ zeroȱ toȱ one,ȱ withȱ higherȱ valuesȱ
indicatingȱaȱhigherȱlevelȱofȱdevelopment.ȱ

7ȱHaitiȱhasȱaȱHumanȱDevelopmentȱIndexȱofȱ.529ȱinȱscaleȱfromȱ0ȱtoȱ
1,ȱtheȱlowestȱlevelȱinȱtheȱsample.ȱ

Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP and
UNDP (Human Development Report 2007/08)

Eachȱvariableȱincludedȱinȱtheȱanalysisȱisȱlistedȱonȱtheȱ
verticalȱ (y)ȱ axis.ȱ Theȱ impactȱ ofȱ eachȱ ofȱ thoseȱ
variablesȱ onȱ experienceȱ withȱ corruptionȱ
victimizationȱ byȱ aȱ publicȱ employeeȱ isȱ shownȱ
graphicallyȱbyȱaȱdot,ȱwhichȱifȱlocatedȱtoȱtheȱrightȱofȱ
theȱverticalȱ“0”ȱlineȱindicatesȱaȱpositiveȱeffect,ȱandȱifȱ
toȱ theȱ leftȱ ofȱ theȱ “0”ȱ lineȱ aȱ negativeȱ effect.ȱ ȱ Ifȱ theȱ
effectsȱareȱstatisticallyȱsignificant,ȱtheyȱareȱshownȱbyȱ
confidenceȱ intervalȱ linesȱ stretchingȱ toȱ theȱ leftȱ andȱ
rightȱofȱeachȱdotȱthatȱdoȱnotȱoverlapȱtheȱverticalȱ“0”ȱ
lineȱ(atȱ.05ȱorȱbetter).ȱIfȱtheyȱoverlapȱtheȱverticalȱline,ȱ
theȱeffectsȱareȱstatisticallyȱinsignificant.ȱTheȱrelativeȱ
strengthȱ ofȱ eachȱ variableȱ isȱ indicatedȱ byȱ
standardizedȱcoefficients.ȱȱȱȱ
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publicȱ employeeȱ wouldȱ beȱ atȱ aboutȱ 14ȱ percentageȱ
pointsȱ lowerȱ thanȱ ifȱ thisȱ individualȱ wereȱ toȱ remainȱ
inȱHaiti.ȱȱ

Predicted Probability of Being Victimized
by Corruption by a Public Employee (%)

Figure4.
The Impact of Human Development on Corruption
VictimizationbyaPublicEmployeeinLatinAmericaand
theCaribbean,20088
Plot derived from a linear multilevel
model holding constant at their mean
value all individual level variables
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Otherȱ countriesȱ thatȱ showȱ aȱ highȱ probabilityȱ ofȱ
beingȱ victimizedȱ byȱ corruptionȱ byȱ aȱ publicȱ
employeeȱ areȱ Guatemala,ȱ Honduras,ȱ Bolivia,ȱ andȱ
Nicaragua,ȱ notȱ surprisingly,ȱ countriesȱ withȱ lowȱ
levelsȱofȱsocioȬeconomicȱdevelopment.ȱȱForȱexample,ȱ
whenȱexaminingȱoneȱofȱtheȱindicatorsȱofȱtheȱHumanȱ
DevelopmentȱIndex,ȱlifeȱexpectancyȱatȱbirth,ȱinȱnoneȱ
ofȱ theseȱ countriesȱ doesȱlifeȱ expectancyȱ surpassesȱ70ȱ
years,ȱ comparedȱ toȱ Uruguay,ȱ Chileȱ orȱ Argentinaȱ inȱ
whichȱ lifeȱ expectancyȱ isȱ 75ȱ yearsȱ orȱ higher,ȱ
accordingȱtoȱtheȱWorldȱBankȱ(2006).9ȱ

ProgramȱandȱPolicyȱImplicationsȱ
Corruptionȱisȱoneȱofȱtheȱ mostȱrampantȱproblemsȱinȱ
emergingȱ democracies,ȱ makingȱ itȱ difficultȱ forȱ theseȱ
democraciesȱtoȱachieveȱconsolidation.ȱAsȱmentionedȱ
atȱtheȱbeginningȱofȱthisȱshortȱreport,ȱcorruptionȱnotȱ
onlyȱ erodesȱ theȱ beliefȱ inȱ theȱ legitimacyȱ ofȱ theȱ
politicalȱ systemȱ (Seligsonȱ 2002;ȱ Seligsonȱ 2006),ȱ butȱ
alsoȱ weakensȱ democracy,ȱ turningȱ peopleȱ moreȱ
cynicalȱ towardȱ itsȱ virtuesȱ (Warrenȱ 2004).ȱ
Consequently,ȱitȱisȱessentialȱtoȱknowȱwhoȱareȱthoseȱ
mostȱ likelyȱ toȱ beȱ victimsȱ ofȱ corruption.ȱ Thisȱ paperȱ
hasȱ foundȱ thatȱ someȱ individualȱ levelȱ characteristicsȱ
andȱ atȱ leastȱ oneȱ nationalȱ levelȱ characteristicȱ areȱ
importantȱinȱexplainingȱcorruptionȱvictimizationȱbyȱ
aȱ publicȱ employee.ȱ Theȱ resultsȱ demonstrateȱ thatȱ
individualsȱ livingȱ inȱ moreȱ socioȬeconomicallyȱ
developedȱ countriesȱ areȱ lessȱ likelyȱ toȱ beȱ victimsȱ ofȱ
corruption,ȱ whereasȱ theȱ probabilityȱ isȱ notablyȱ
higherȱ forȱ theȱ averageȱ citizenȱ inȱ lessȱ developedȱ
countries.ȱ Forȱ instance,ȱ whenȱ examiningȱ carefullyȱ
eachȱ ofȱ theȱ indicatorsȱ ofȱ theȱ Humanȱ Developmentȱ
Index:ȱ education,ȱ health,ȱ andȱ wealth,ȱ moreȱ
developedȱ countriesȱ scoreȱ consistentlyȱ higherȱ onȱ
theseȱ indicatorsȱ comparedȱ toȱ lessȱ developedȱ
countries,ȱ asȱ illustratedȱ byȱ theȱ casesȱ ofȱ Haitiȱ andȱ
Boliviaȱatȱtheȱlowerȱend,ȱandȱArgentinaȱandȱChileȱatȱ
theȱupperȱend.ȱȱ
Ourȱ resultsȱ corroborateȱ otherȱ scholarshipȱ inȱ whichȱ
higherȱ levelsȱ ofȱ socioeconomicȱ developmentȱ areȱ
essentialȱ forȱ theȱ mitigationȱ ofȱ corruptionȱ practices.ȱ
Absentȱ theȱ abilityȱ toȱ rapidlyȱ increaseȱ thoseȱ levels,ȱ
weȱconclude,ȱtherefore,ȱthatȱoneȱwayȱthatȱcorruptionȱ
canȱ beȱ reducedȱ inȱ poorerȱ countriesȱ inȱ theȱ regionȱ
suchȱ asȱ Haiti,ȱ Guatemala,ȱ Honduras,ȱ andȱ Boliviaȱ
couldȱbeȱtheȱdiffusionȱofȱantiȬcorruptionȱcampaigns,ȱ
soȱ thatȱ citizensȱ inȱ theseȱ countriesȱ willȱ gainȱ aȱ betterȱ
understandingȱ ofȱ theȱ sourcesȱ ofȱ corruptionȱ asȱ wellȱ
asȱ theȱ detrimentalȱ effectsȱ thatȱ corruptionȱ hasȱ onȱ
theirȱ societies,ȱ makingȱ evenȱ moreȱ difficultȱ theȱ
consolidationȱofȱtheseȱdemocracies.ȱȱȱ

8ȱTheȱpointȱestimateȱdifferencesȱbetweenȱcountriesȱinȱFigureȱ2ȱandȱ
4ȱ areȱ explainedȱ partlyȱ byȱ theȱ factȱ thatȱ Figureȱ 2ȱ controlsȱ forȱ
individualȱ levelȱ characteristicsȱ whileȱ Figureȱ 4ȱ takesȱ intoȱ accountȱ
theȱHumanȱDevelopmentȱIndex,ȱaȱnationalȱlevelȱcharacteristic.ȱ

9http://siteresources.worldbank.org/DATASTATISTICS/Resources
/lac_wdi.pdfȱ
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Thus, it becomes most important to ask: Who is
more satisfied with the services provided by local
governments, and why? This new paper in the
AmericasBarometer Insight Series attempts to answer
these questions by querying the 2008 data base
provided by the AmericasBarometer survey carried
out by the Latin American Public Opinion Project
(LAPOP) in 23 nations in the Western hemisphere2.
In this survey 33,809 respondents were asked the
following question:

AmericasBarometer Insights: 2009(No.14)*

Citizen Satisfaction
with Municipal
Services1

SGL1. Would you say that the services the municipality is
providing are: (1) Very good; (2) Good (3); Neither good
nor poor (fair); (4) Poor; or (5) Very poor?

Figure1.
Average Satisfaction with Municipal Services in the
Americas,20083
Brazil

By Daniel Montalvo
d.montalvo@vanderbilt.edu
Vanderbilt University

O

ne of the most emphasized benefits of
decentralization is the alleged improvement
in public administration. By “bringing the
government closer to the people,” public officials are
expected to have a greater ability to recognize,
interpret and satisfy more precisely citizens’ needs
and demands for public goods and services (Evans
1997; Tendler 1997; Montero and Samuels 2004). Due
to their proximity, citizens can also discern more
effectively whether or not their local governments
are fulfilling their expectations. If individuals are
satisfied with their local officials’ performance, they
may express greater support for the system.
However, if local institutions are unable to satisfy
their demands, citizens will not only express their
discontent with local governments, but they can also
be increasingly dissatisfied with the way democracy
works in the entire nation (Hiskey and Seligson
2003; Weitz-Shapiro 2008).
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Figure 1 shows national averages for 22 countries in
the sample.4 The scale to measure the degree of
1
Prior issues in the Insight series can be found at:
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/studiesandpublications.
The data on which they are based can be found at
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/datasets
* The Insights Series is co-edited by Professors Mitchell A.
Seligson and Elizabeth Zechmeister with administrative,
technical, and intellectual support from the LAPOP group at
Vanderbilt.

2 Funding for the 2008 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),
the Center for the Americas (CFA), and Vanderbilt University.
3
The non-response rate for this question was 6.08 percent.
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satisfaction with municipal services was recoded
onto a new continuous scale, where “0” means very
poor and “100” means very good. Thus, the average
satisfaction with municipal services in the region is
50.13 out of 100 possible points. Figure 1 also shows
some variation among countries. At one end,
citizens of Brazil, Dominican Republic and Ecuador
manifest the highest degree of satisfaction with
municipal services in the region, with levels of 58.2,
56.9 and 52.3 points respectively. At the other end,
citizens of Belize, Haiti and Jamaica express the
lowest degree of satisfaction, with levels of 39.6, 39.5
and 37.0 points respectively.

Predicting Citizen Satisfaction with
Local Government Services

Figure2.
SocioǦeconomicandDemographicDeterminantsof
CitizenSatisfactionwithMunicipalServicesinLatin
America,2008
R-Squared =0.067
F=29.068
N =31832
Country Fixed Effects and Intercept Included
but not Shown Here
Wealth

Urban

Age

Female

Education
-0.05

0.0

0.05

0.1

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

What explains variation in citizen satisfaction with
municipal services? Historical/contextual factors
may be causing some of the variation across
countries, however, in this paper we concentrate on
the variance that is explained by individual-level
factors.5 For this reason, we first consider socioeconomic and demographic characteristics included
in the AmericasBarometer survey: education,
gender, age, geographic zone, and wealth. To assess
their influence on citizen satisfaction with municipal
services, we employ multinomial ordinary-leastsquares regression.6 Since citizens in the United
States possess sharply higher levels of socioeconomic characteristics, we exclude this country
from the analysis.7 Results of the multivariate
regression are displayed in Figure 2.

The AmericasBarometer originally collected information in 23
countries. However, this question was not asked in Canada;
therefore, the number of countries was reduced to 22.

4

5

We found no statistically significant relationship between a
series of level-2 variables, such as level of fiscal decentralization,
per capita GDP, the Human Development Index, GINI coefficient,
level of Democracy, etc. and citizen satisfaction with municipal
services.

6
All statistical analyses in this paper were conducted using
STATA v10 and they are adjusted to consider the effects of the
complex sample design.
7 Given that levels of citizen satisfaction with local government
services vary across countries, dummy variables for each country
were also included in the model, using Jamaica as the base or
reference country.

Figure 2 shows the effects of socio-economic and
demographic characteristics on levels of satisfaction
with municipal services in Latin America. It can be
observed that four out of the five factors accounted
for in Figure 2 are statistically relevant. 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 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. In this model, the
individual’s level of wealth (measured as capital
goods ownership),8 the geographic zone where the
individual resides, age and gender are statistically
significant contributors. Holding constant all other
of variables, richer individuals in Latin America
show a higher satisfaction with municipal services.
Additionally, people living in urban areas, as
opposed to people living in rural areas, manifest
greater satisfaction with local government services.
Finally, we also see that, holding everything else
constant, women are slightly more satisfied with
municipal services than men. These results have
important policy implications that will be analyzed
in the final section of this paper. The relationship
between sex, geographical area and wealth on the
one hand, and citizen satisfaction with municipal

8 For more information on how this index is constructed, please
see Seligson (2008).
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services on the other hand is shown in Figure 3,
which shows average values for the sample.9

Satisfaction with
Municipal Services

50

Satisfaction with
Municipal Services

50

Satisfaction with
Municipal Services

Figure3.
Age,Education,Gender,AreaSize,Wealthand
SatisfactionwithMunicipalServicesinLatinAmerica
andtheCaribbean,2008
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and their evaluations of the economy will influence
their satisfaction with the provision of municipal
services. We further expect that those who are more
engaged in local government might have different
evaluations compared to those who are not.
In order to assess these expectations, we added
several theoretically-relevant variables to our
analysis. Results from this new regression are
depicted in Figure 4. It is worth noting that while we
included all the socio-economic, demographic and
control variables reported above, we display only
the political evaluation variables in the Figure below
(see the Appendix for the complete set of statistics).
Figure4.
An Analysis of the Determinants of Average Citizen
Satisfaction with Municipal Services in Latin America
andtheCaribbean,2008
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The impact of socio-economic and demographic
variables on citizen satisfaction with municipal
services is statistically significant and substantively
robust, as shown in both Figures 2 and 3. However,
there are also several political tendencies and
evaluations that theoretically should drive
individuals to be either satisfied or dissatisfied with
municipal services. In particular, we expect
individuals to engage in normal retrospective
evaluative processes in which, to assess local
services, they ask “what have you done for me
lately?” Thus, we hypothesize that measures of
individuals’ experiences with crime and corruption

The results above indicate that there are quite a few
individual factors (in addition to socio-economic
and demographic variables) that are significantly
related to citizen satisfaction with local government
services. First, we find support for the expectation
that citizens are more content with municipal
services to the degree that they have relatively better
experiences and economic evaluations. Thus, those
individuals who have been victimized by crime in
last the 12 months manifested less satisfaction with
municipal services than those individuals who were
not victimized. Likewise, those individuals who
have been victimized by corruption at least once in
the last 12 months are more dissatisfied with
municipal services than those that have not been

9

It is important to note that the variable “Wealth” is grouped into
categories with the purpose of illustration. This variable was inserted as
continuous in the multivariate regression.
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victimized.10 These findings clearly suggest that
citizens’ dissatisfaction with municipal services
increases as they perceive that the government is
failing to provide for their security and/or failing to
uphold the rule of law.
Next, both assessments of personal and national
economic situation are positively related to
satisfaction with municipal services. As individuals
perceive that their personal economic situation
improves, their satisfaction with the services
provided by the local government increases as well.
Likewise, holding all other factors constant,
individuals who evaluate more positively the
national economic situation are more satisfied with
municipal services. Of course we cannot rule out the
fact that satisfaction with services positively affects
economic evaluations and, in fact, we suspect that
the causal arrow does point in both directions.
Additionally, our analysis shows that individuals
who participate more often in municipal meetings
are more satisfied with local government services.
Once again, more research would be required in
order to determine with more precision the direction
of this relationship. Such research would help to
answer the question of whether citizen participation
in municipal meetings increases the levels of
satisfaction with local government services, or is it
the case that more satisfied individuals are those
who participate more often in municipal meetings?
Finally, we found initial statistical evidence for a
relationship between demand-making on municipal
government and satisfaction with local government
services (in reduced models not presented here).
However, as we added other theoretically important
variables to the model, the effect of local demandmaking on satisfaction with municipal services
tended to fade away. In Figure 4, the relationship is
so close to statistically significance that we are
unable to reach a firm conclusion regarding this
relationship.

Program and Policy Implications
This report has shown that in the Latin American
context, citizen satisfaction with local government
services is neither good nor poor. If Hiskey and
Seligson (2003) and Weitz-Shapiro (2008) are right,
at least part of citizens’ dissatisfaction with the way
democracies work in some countries can be due to
the poor performance of some local governments.
As we have shown, those individuals that have been
victimized by either corruption or crime in the past,
report lower levels of satisfaction with municipal
services than those who have not been victimized.
This crucial finding suggests that individuals
attribute problems of crime and corruption, at least
in part to the poor performance of municipal
responsibilities. Presumably, crime and corruption
occur with greatest frequency in one’s own town or
city; it is not surprising, then, that local officials are
held accountable for such experiences. Interestingly,
in a previous issue of the Insights series, we found
that crime and corruption victimization were also
significantly, and positively, related to citizen
participation in municipal meetings.11 This suggests
an interesting relationship among all these variables:
victimization appears to directly reduce satisfaction;
however, to the degree that it increases
participation, it may ultimately increase satisfaction
through this linkage. It is beyond the scope of this
short paper to fully untangle this set of
relationships, which clearly warrant more study.
Lastly, studying particularly the socio-demographic
characteristics of the individuals who are more
likely to participate in municipal meetings, we
found at least two strong, positive and substantive
relationships that are policy-relevant. On the one
hand, individuals living in rural areas are less
satisfied with municipal services than those living in
urban areas. This finding is two-fold. First, it
suggests that governmental decentralization may be
more appropriate in rural municipalities in order to
improve their capacity to recognize, interpret and
satisfy citizens’ needs and demands. Second, if rural
municipalities are already decentralized, they may
not be fulfilling citizen expectations, and a thus need
a review of their activities in order to improve
performance. Finally, taking into account that

10

The direction of this relationship could go the other way around as
well. For this reason, it is necessary to conduct further research to try to
determine the proper direction of causality.

11

Please refer to the series number I0804 at
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/studiesandpublications.
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poorer individuals tend to live in rural areas,12
relative deprivation of private goods may also be a
reason for their dissatisfaction with municipal
services, as shown in our model.
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Appendix:
Results from the multivariate model
Dependent Variable: Satisfaction with Municipal Services
Regression 1
Coefficient
t
Crime
Victimization
Percent of
Population
Victimized by
Corruption
Attended a
Municipal Meeting
Perception of
National Economic
Situation
Perception of
Personal Economic
Situation
Help Request to
Local Official
Education
-0.004
(-0.46)
Female
0.016*
(2.86)
Age
-0.037*
(-5.51)
Urban
0.047*
(4.76)
Wealth
0.064*
(6.76)
Mexico
-0.050*
(-5.05)
Guatemala
0.013
(1.35)
El Salvador
-0.013
(-1.27)
Honduras
-0.056*
(-5.62)
Nicaragua
-0.046*
(-3.70)
Costa Rica
-0.049*
(-4.55)
Panama
-0.083*
(-6.56)
Colombia
0.005
(0.47)
Ecuador
0.008
(0.55)
Bolivia
-0.045*
(-3.40)
Peru
-0.071*
(-6.83)
Paraguay
-0.068*
(-5.45)
Chile
-0.028*
(-2.71)
Brazil
0.018
(1.56)
Venezuela
-0.074*
(-6.36)
Argentina
-0.073*
(-6.25)
Haiti
-0.113*
(-9.21)
Jamaica
-0.146*
(-10.49)
Belize
-0.136*
(-11.33)
Constant
0.006
(0.55)
R-Squared
0.067
Number of Obs.
31832
* p<0.05

Regression 2
Coefficient
T
-0.018*
(-2.82)
-0.034*

(-5.32)

0.056*

(8.74)

0.114*

(14.14)

0.145*

(17.56)

0.010

(1.60)

-0.021*
0.027*
-0.024*
0.061*
0.032*
-0.043*
0.022*
0.008
-0.048*
-0.016
-0.047*
-0.071*
-0.007
0.006
-0.049*
-0.065*
-0.054*
-0.031*
0.008
-0.086*
-0.076*
-0.064*
-0.128*
-0.124*
0.002
0.111
30747

(-2.47)
(4.68)
(-3.61)
(6.31)
(3.40)
(-4.62)
(2.26)
(0.75)
(-4.80)
(-1.26)
(-4.40)
(-5.88)
(-0.68)
(0.43)
(-3.62)
(-6.31)
(-4.49)
(-2.92)
(0.70)
(-7.70)
(-6.43)
(-5.15)
(-9.99)
(-10.47)
(0.18)
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religious participation in the Americas as a form of
social capital, whether positive or not, and is based
in the 2008 AmericasBarometer of the Latin
American Public Opinion Project (LAPOP)1. This
survey was carried out in twenty-three countries in
the Americas with a total of 38,053 respondents.2
Religious participation was one of several types of
groups and organizations about which respondents
were first prompted with the type of group and then
asked a question as follows:

AmericasBarometer Insights: 2009 (No.15)*

Social Capital in the
Americas:
Participation in
Religious Groups

CP6. Meetings of any religious organization? Do you
attend them at least once a week, once or twice a
month, once or twice a year, or never?3
Figure 1
Religious participation in the Americas, 2008
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eligious organizations are considered by
some as important tools for the generation of
civic engagement. Drawing on James
Coleman’s work on social capital, Greeley (1997) has
argued that participation in religious structures not
only affects religious institutions but also nonreligious life as well. Several authors have found a
strong link between religious participation and civic
engagement (Lockhart 2005; Smidt 1999). However,
Putnam (1992) was skeptical about the contribution
of some types of religious participation to social
capital and civic engagement, and some authors
have found that certain types of religious affiliations
contribute to social problems such as discrimination
and residential segregation (Blanchard 2007).
In any case, while the nature and magnitude of the
relationship may be debated, few doubt that
religious participation has some impact on social
life. This new edition of Insights assesses the levels of
*

Theȱ Insightsȱ Seriesȱ isȱ coȬeditedȱ byȱ Professorsȱ Mitchellȱ A.
Seligsonȱ andȱ Elizabethȱ Zechmeisterȱ withȱ administrative,
technical,ȱ andȱ intellectualȱ supportȱ fromȱ theȱ LAPOPȱ groupȱ at
Vanderbilt.
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The item measures involvement in social events that
have a religious profile. It is important to note,
Prior issues in the Insights series can be found in:
www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/studiesandpublications. The data in
which
they
are
based
can
be
found
at:
www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/datasets.
2 Funding for the 2008 round mainly came from the United States
Agency for International Development (USAID). Significant
sources of support were also the Inter-American Development
Bank (IADB), the United Nations Develop-ment Program
(UNDP), the Center for the Americas, and Vanderbilt University.
3 The non-response rate for this question was 1 percent.
1

© 2008 -2009, Latin American Public Opinion Project, “Insights” Compilation – Volume I

81

however, that such participation can involve from
attendance to religious services to participation in
community-church initiatives.
Figure 1 shows
results based on this question, after converting the
responses to a 0-to-100 scale, where 100 represents
the highest level of religious participation (at least
once a week) and 0 the lowest (none).

Figure 2
Religious Participation after Taking into Account
Individual Characteristics in Latin America and
the Caribbean, 2008
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According to Figure 1, Caribbean countries (Haiti,
Jamaica, and Dominican Republic), in addition to
Guatemala, show the highest levels of religious
participation, whereas three of the countries in the
Southern Cone (Chile, Argentina, and Uruguay) are
found at the bottom of the ranking in religious
participation. Most of the countries fall in the
intermediate levels with respect to religious
participation, whereas the U.S., Panama, Canada,
Peru, and Venezuela rank near the bottom.
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But since Haiti and Guatemala are some of the
poorest countries in the Americas, and the South
Cone countries are usually identified as the more
developed in Latin America, these results suggest
that religious participation might be related with the
levels of development.
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Therefore, a new look at the results of religious
participation controlling for socio-economic and
demographic characteristics is necessary, and so an
analysis including variables such as gender, age,
education, and personal wealth was performed. This
analysis removed the U.S. and Canada because the
high levels of socioeconomic development in those
countries make them outliers.4 As can be seen in
Figure 2, the results only change slightly, with the
same countries making the top and the bottom of the
ranking.
The former means that individual variables are not
enough to explain the variations of religious
participation across Latin America, and that it may
be necessary to analyze the data taking into
consideration contextual variables. The next section
explores the determinants of religious participation
using individual and country-level variables.

4 Analyses in this paper were conducted using Stata v10, and they
have been adjusted to consider the effects of complex sample
designs.

Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

The Determinants
Participation

of

Religious

Religious participation may be influenced by several
factors. In this report we explore not only individual
characteristics but also personal experiences, such as
crime and corruption victimization, and political
engagement. The hypothesis in the cases of
victimization is that people who have been victims
of crime and corruption may turn to higher levels of
religious participation as a way to cope with the
insecurity produced by the victimization events. We
do not expect reverse causality with, for example,
criminals or bribe-seekers selecting their victims
from among those who are more involved with
religious organizations. In the case of political
involvement, people interested in politics might be
also more involved in religious activities given the
close link between political and religious
participation. However, most of the studies on this
issue have focused in the impact of religious
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involvement on political engagement (see, for
example, Camp 1994 and Patterson 2005).
In addition, we also explore whether contextual
variables,
specifically
country
wealth
and
development, also affect religious participation.
Hence, the analysis was carried out using a
Hierarchical Linear Model, which combines
individual and contextual (national) variables in
predicting religious participation.
Figure 3
A Multilevel Analysis of the Determinants of
Religious Participation in Latin America and the
Caribbean:
The
Impact
of
Economic
Development, 2008
Corruption Victimization
Crime Victimization
Political Engagement

This result can be clearly seen in Figure 4. This
graph shows the predicted scores of religious
participation in each country according to GDP per
capita. The poorest countries in Latin America and
the Caribbean (Haiti, Bolivia, Honduras, and
Nicaragua) exhibit the highest scores on the scale of
participation in religious meetings. Conversely, the
richest per capita countries in Latin America
(Argentina, Chile, Mexico, and Costa Rica) tend to
score low on religious participation. To put it in
other way, if aȱcitizenȱfromȱHaitiȱwithȱaȱgivenȱsetȱofȱ
socioȬeconomicȱ characteristicsȱ wereȱ toȱ moveȱ toȱ
Mexico,ȱChileȱorȱArgentina,ȱceterisȱparibus,ȱandȱnoneȱ
ofȱhis/herȱindividualȱcharacteristicsȱwereȱtoȱchange,ȱ
theȱ probabilityȱ ofȱ thisȱ personȱ participatingȱ inȱ
religiousȱ groupsȱ wouldȱ beȱ atȱ leastȱ 30ȱ pointsȱ lowerȱ
thanȱifȱthisȱindividualȱwereȱtoȱremainȱinȱHaiti.
Figure 4
The Impact of Economic Development on the
Religious Participation in Latin America and the
Caribbean, 2008
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Figure 3 shows the results of this statistical analysis.
Religious participation is higher among the welleducated, women, the older population and the
better-off. It also increases among those who live in
small towns and rural areas and among those who
have many children. Crime victimization and
political engagement also bolster participation in
religious meetings.5 The most interesting finding,
though, comes when examining the effect of country
wealth, measured through country GDP per capita
index. According to the results, attendance at
religious meetings decreases in richer countries. In
other words, the richer the country is, the less
religiousȱ participation it has, all other variables
being held constant.
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Similar results are obtained when citizen
participation in religious meetings is regressed on
the Human Development Index 2005. As shown in
figures 5 and 6, human development, measured
using the UNDP country-level index, is negatively
related to citizen participation in religious meetings.
In other words, participation in religious activities is
negatively related to the country levels of social and
economic development.

5 However, it is important to consider that the latter relationship
may operate the other way around: religious participation may
lead to political engagement.
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Figure 5
A Multilevel Analysis of the Determinants of
Religious Participation in Latin America and the
Caribbean: The Impact of Human Development,
2008
Corruption Victimization
Crime Victimization

Rather, these results might be signaling complex
social processes, where —in the vein of Inglehart
and Norris (2004)— social and economic
development create conditions for different attitudes
toward religious participation despite the particular
characteristics of citizens.
Figure 6
The Impact of Human Development on Religious
Participation in Latin America and the Caribbean,
2008
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all individual level variables
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Sources: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP
and UNDP (Human Development Report 2007/08)

Such findings indicate that, in this case, contextual
conditions operate in an opposite direction
compared to similar individual-level variables.
Despite the positive effect of personal wealth on
religious
participation,
country-level
social
development and well-being tend to depress
religious involvement in the Americas. In other
words, better-off people may participate more in
religious activities, but churches and religious
centers seem to attract fewer people in richer and
developed societies than in poorer countries.
In sum, the results of the Americas Barometer 2008
show that to the degree to which citizens participate
in religious meetings depends on a variety of
individual-level characteristics. Women, the elderly,
the more educated, and wealthy people tend to
attend religious activities more frequently; victims of
crime and corruption also seem to seek out more
opportunities for religious involvement. However,
an interesting finding is that religious participation
is significantly higher in those poor and developing
societies. Does this mean that religious involvement
helps to overcome the strains imposed by harsh
living conditions in poor societies? It might not be
that simple, since the data also show that the betteroff people are more active in religious participation
than deprived citizens, precisely in those developing
countries.
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Discussion
Instead of policy implications in the short term,
these results call for a discussion over the research
agenda on religious participation and its impact on
social capital. We therefore need to ask questions
regarding how religious activities can be made most
beneficial for development and civic engagement.
Given that participation rates tend to be higher in
poorer countries, religious organizations may be one
feasible resource for improving economic, and
political, conditions in those same places. The fact
that religious participation in Latin America is
higher among better-off citizens living in deprived
and developing societies also calls for more
scholarly attention. We need to understand better
these seemingly opposing relationships, and then
we can proceed to determine their implications for
future development and democracy.
Religious participation is one of the most common
forms of citizen participation in the region, and
attitudes and social behaviors toward religion have
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been changing significantly in the last three decades.
The diffusion of evangelical Pentecostalism along
with the retreat of Catholicism in many Latin
America countries has produced new forms of
religious participation. These fresh types of religious
activism are probably changing the way social
capital is constructed in the region. Thus, a final
avenue for future research would concern attempts
to understand better the consequences of such
transformations and the influence they might have
on current and future development policies.
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in North, Central, South America, and the
Caribbean were asked the same question:
ROS2. The (nationality) government, more than
individuals, is the most responsible for ensuring
the well-being of the people. To what extent do
you agree or disagree with this statement?

AmericasBarometer Insights: 2009 (No.16)*

To What Extent Should
Government Ensure
Citizen Well-Being?
By Margarita Corral
Margarita.corral@vanderbilt.edu
Vanderbilt University

T

he extent to which government should be
involved in the provision of goods and
services that promote citizen well-being is
a perennial debate in public policies worldwide. While the academic literature on the
welfare state has concentrated significantly on
Europe, recently attention has been placed on
Latin America (Segura-Urbiergo 2007).
This
AmericasBarometer Insights Series report looks at
citizens’ preferences regarding the role of
government in welfare provision. In prior
Insights reports (I0801 and I0808) we examined
opinion over the role of the government in
creating jobs and over government ownership of
key businesses.1 In this new paper we again
query the 2008 round of the Latin American
Public Opinion Project (LAPOP) surveys.2 In
this survey 38,053 respondents from 23 nations

Responses were given based on a 1-7 scale,
where ‘1’ meant “strongly disagree” and ‘7’
meant “strongly agree.”
These responses were then recalibrated on a 0100 basis to conform to the LAPOP standard,
which facilitates comparability across questions
and survey waves.3 Figure 1 displays national
averages and shows that, despite some crossnational variance, there is overall very high
support in the Americas for the notion that the
government ensure citizen well-being.
Figure 1.
Average Support for Government Ensuring WellBeing of the People in the Americas, 2008

Paraguay

85.8

Dominican Republic

84.4

Uruguay

84.0

Argentina

83.4

Nicaragua

82.6

El Salvador

81.2

Belize

81.1

Colombia

80.2

Chile

79.4

Costa Rica

78.4

Bolivia

76.6

Jamaica

76.2

Peru

75.0

Mexico

73.9

Panama

72.5

Guatemala

72.1

Ecuador

70.8

Brazil

69.8

Venezuela

69.3

Canada

66.7

Honduras

* The Insights Series is co-edited by Professors Mitchell A.
Seligson and Elizabeth Zechmeister with administrative,
technical, and intellectual support from the LAPOP group at
Vanderbilt.
1 Prior issues in the Insight series can be found at
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/studiesandpublications
The data on which they are based can be found at
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/datasets
2 Funding for the 2008 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), the Center for the Americas
(CFA), and Vanderbilt University.
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3

Non-response was 3.86% for the sample as a whole.
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In eight countries the average response rises
above 80 points on our 0-100 scale. At the top of
this group we find Paraguay, Dominican
Republic, Uruguay, Argentina, countries in
which individuals display the highest levels of
support for notion that government4 is
principally responsible for ensuring individuals’
well-being. At the other extreme, we find
Honduras, Haiti, and the United States,
countries where the average score falls below 50
points. Comparatively speaking, support is
especially low in the U.S. (47.5 points), a country
long noted for its preference for a limited role
for government and its emphasis, instead, on the
individual as primarily responsible for ensuring
his/her own well-being.
How much of this variation across countries
emerges from differences in individuals’ socioeconomic and demographic characteristics? In
order to assess the effect of these characteristics
we control for education gender, age, wealth,
and city/town size. Given that the United States
and Canada hold sharply higher levels on
socioeconomic characteristics we exclude these
countries from the analysis.
Figure 2 shows how the results remain
remarkably consistent with Figure 1: the
averages remain almost the same5. Support
levels are 57.2 and above in every country in
Latin America or the Caribbean and, as well, the
same cross-national differences remain evident.
Therefore, there must be other factors that help
to explain variation across countries.

Figure 2.
Average Support for Government Ensuring WellBeing of the People after Taking into Account
Individual Characteristics in Latin America and
the Caribbean, 2008

4 In the Spanish-language version of the questionnaire, the
word “el estado” (the state) is used since the term “el
gobierno” (the government) refers to the incumbent
administration rather than the state apparatus.
5 An analysis of variance model was employed, with the
socio-economic and demographic variables used as
covariates.
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Do Contextual Factors Matter?
While, for the most part, citizens’ socioeconomic and demographic characteristics do
not have a large impact on variation across
countries in views on the government’s role in
ensuring well-being, perhaps key characteristics
of the nation do. Some studies in industrialized
nations have shown that public attitudes toward
welfare state policies depend on both individual
and national level variables (Blekesaune and
Quadagno 2003). In Figure 3, both the individual
characteristics of respondents and the wealth of
the nation, measured by GDP per capita, are
analyzed.6

6 This analysis is carried out using multi-level regression
techniques (Raudenbush, et al. 2004), as implemented by
LAPOP on STATA 10. The model simultaneously takes into
account both individual and country-level (i.e., contextual)
factors, and produces correct regression estimates that are
impossible with standard OLS regression.
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Figure 3.
A Multilevel Analysis of the Determinants of
Average Support for the Primary Role of the
Government Ensuring the Well-being of the
People in Latin America and the Caribbean: The
Impact of Economic Development, 2008
Perception of Government Economic Performance
Perception of Personal Economic Situation
Perception of National Economic Situation
Leftist Ideology
Size of City/Town
University Education
Secondary Education
Primary Education
Personal Wealth
Age
Female

Apart from national-level characteristics we
included individual-level variables regarding
views on the economy and politics as well as
socioeconomic and demographic characteristics.
Specifically, we included a measure of ideology
with the expectation that the more left-leaning
an individual, the greater would be his or her
preference for government involvement. Figure
3 confirms this expectation8. We further
considered whether perceptions of the
government’s economic performance would
have a positive effect, as a belief that the
government is effective presumably gives it
credibility and legitimacy in a broad sphere of
policy areas, including welfare. Again, we see
in Figure 3 that this variable is significant and
positive9.

GDP per Capita Index
-0.05 0.0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25
95% C.I.
Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP and
UNDP (Human Development Report 2007/08)

The impact of each variable is shown
graphically by a dot, which if to the right of the
vertical “0” line implies a positive contribution
and if to the left of the “0” line a negative
impact. Only when the confidence intervals (the
horizontal lines) do not overlap the vertical “0”
line is the variable statistically significant (at .05
or better). The relative strength of each variable
is indicated by standardized coefficients (i.e.,
“beta weights”).
Figure 3 shows that national per capita wealth
(as reported by the United Nations
Development
Program
in
its
Human
Development Report 2007/2008 for each nation
as a whole) has a strong statistically significant
impact on individual support for the notion that
government is principally responsible for
ensuring citizens’ well-being. The wealthier the
country in per capita terms7, the stronger the
desire for government to take on this role.

At the same time, we suspected that perceptions
of the prevailing economic conditions in a
country may matter, though here our a priori
expectations were less clear given that need
could drive a preference for governmentprovided welfare while need may also signal
poor government performance, simultaneously
reducing confidence in government and
demand for it to assume an expanded role in
welfare. Contrary to the national level of wealth,
perceptions of the national and personal
economic situation have a negative statistically
significant effect. Ceteris paribus, the greater the
perception of the personal and national
economic situation, the lower the support for the
government ensuring citizen well-being.
Regarding socioeconomic and demographic
characteristics, holding constant the rest of
variables, citizens with university and
secondary levels of education, older individuals,
and males are more supportive of the proper
role of the government ensuring their wellbeing. Interestingly, while perceptions of the
economic situation matter, personal wealth does

The scale used here is the classic 1-10 measurement, in
which the poles of “left” (1) and “right” (10) are placed on a
continuum, and the respondent self-locates on this scale.
9
The Perception of the Government Economic Performance
Index was constructed from two items that asked to what
extent people thought that the current administration fights
poverty and unemployment.
8

National wealth is measuring using the UNDP’s GDP
index. This index is based on gross domestic product per
capita in purchasing power parity terms in US dollars. The
index can take values between 0 and 1. For details on how
this index was constructed see UNDP’s Human
Development Report 2007/2008.
7
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not have a statistically significant impact, as
Figure 3 depicts.10
Figure 4.
The Impact of Economic Development on
Support for the Primary Role of the Government
Ensuring the Well-being of the People in Latin
America and the Caribbean, 2008

Figure 5.
A Multilevel Analysis of the Determinants of
Average Support for the Primary Role of the
Government Ensuring the Well-being of the
People in Latin America and the Caribbean: The
Impact of Democracy, 2008
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Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP and
UNDP (Human Development Report 2007/08)

That national context matters is highlighted in
Figure 4. This figure shows the fitted line from
the multi-level regression analysis. The
predicted line fits the countries’ predicted
support for government ensuring the well-being
of the people according to the level of national
wealth measured by GDP per capita. The higher
the levels of wealth, the higher the support for
government playing a strong role to ensure
well-being.
While the analyses so far focus significantly on
economic factors, we also examined and found
evidence for an effect of regime type.
Specifically, figure 5 shows that not only does
the level of GDP increase support for the role of
the state in welfare provision, but the level of
democracy does as well11. Citizens who live in
countries with higher levels of democracy tend
to be more supportive on average of the notion
that government should play a strong role in
ensuring citizen well-being.

Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP and Freedom House International 2007

This finding is shown graphically in Figure 6,
where we see the relationship between levels of
democracy measured by Freedom House scores
and support for government ensuring wellbeing. The higher the levels of democracy, the
higher the support for an active government role
in this regard.

Figure 6.
The Impact of Democracy on Support for the
Primary Role of the Government Ensuring the
Well-being of the People in Latin America and
the Caribbean, 2008
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This null finding holds even if economic perceptions are
removed from the model.
11 Level of democracy is measured using Freedom House
scores for 2007. The original scale is inverted, so that higher
values indicate higher levels of democracy.
10

Policy and Program Implications
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The findings of this report suggest that citizens
in the region, on average, believe that
government
should
actively
promote
individuals’ well-being. However, this opinion
is directly conditioned by personal evaluations
of the efficacy of the state in handling the
economy, as well as by levels of education, age,
gender, and ideology. Furthermore, this opinion
is also affected by contextual factors such as the
level of national wealth and democracy.

Hierarchical Linear and Nonlinear
Modeling. Lincolnwood, IL: Scientific
Software International, 2004.
Segura-Urbiergo, Alex. The Political Economy of
the Welfare State in Latin America:
Globalization,
Democracy,
and
Development. New York: Cambridge
University Press, 2007.

If citizens live in contexts where the economy
and democracy have achieved relatively high
levels, they tend to prefer that governments play
a strong role in the provision of social welfare.
Consistent with the above and with previous
Insights reports, citizens who have positive
perceptions of government performance prefer
that it play a stronger role in the economy (in
this case, social welfare provision). In short,
where supply is perceived in a good light,
demand is higher. Where governments have
failed to deliver on the principal problems of the
day, citizens are skeptical about the ability of the
state to perform well providing welfare to its
people.
Apart from confidence in the economic
performance of governments, higher levels of
education also seem to be important. Welleducated people tend to be more supportive of a
strong role for government in ensuring citizen
well-being.
In upcoming AmericasBarometer Insights
reports we will look at additional issues
regarding the role of the government, a role that
seems to depend on different circumstances.
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believeȱtheȱworldȱisȱdefinedȱbyȱaȱbattleȱbetweenȱ
goodȱandȱevil.ȱȱ

AmericasBarometer Insights: 2009 (No.17)*

World Views:
‘Political Monism’ or
the Battle between
Good and Evil1
By Diana Orces, Ph.D. candidate
diana.m.orces@Vanderbilt.edu
Vanderbilt University

ThisȱpaperȱinȱtheȱAmericasBarometerȱInsightȱSeriesȱ
isȱ theȱ secondȱ toȱ analyzeȱ theȱ predictorsȱ ofȱ
populistȱ attitudesȱ and/orȱ predispositionsȱ inȱ theȱ
2008ȱ roundȱ ofȱ theȱ Latinȱ Americanȱ Publicȱ
OpinionȱProjectȱ(LAPOP)ȱsurveyȱ(othersȱwillȱbeȱ
examinedȱinȱfutureȱInsightsȱstudies).ȱ 2ȱHowever,ȱ
inȱ contrastȱ toȱ previousȱ studies,ȱ inȱ here,ȱ weȱ willȱ
proceedȱ inȱ aȱ moreȱ exploratoryȱ mannerȱ withoutȱ
makingȱanyȱpolicyȱrecommendations,ȱbutȱratherȱ
openȱ aȱ discussionȱ forȱ furtherȱ studiesȱ onȱ theȱ
sourcesȱofȱpopulistȱattitudes.ȱ
Figure 1.
Average Belief in the Americas that the World is
a Battle Between Good and Evil, 20083
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T

heȱdebateȱasȱtoȱhowȱtoȱdefineȱpopulismȱisȱ
longȱ andȱ inȱ someȱ waysȱ torturedȱ (Laclauȱ
2005;ȱ Laclauȱ 2006;ȱ Panizzaȱ 2005;ȱ Taggartȱ
2000;ȱ Zizekȱ 2006).ȱ Someȱ scholarsȱ applyȱ
economicȱdefinitions,ȱothersȱpoliticalȱdefinitionsȱ
(Weylandȱ2001),ȱwhileȱstillȱȱothersȱlinkȱpopulismȱ
toȱ authoritarianismȱ (MunroȬKuaȱ 1996).ȱ Inȱ thisȱ
paperȱ weȱ focusȱ inȱ oneȱ attitudeȱ thatȱ hasȱ beenȱ
associatedȱ withȱ populistȱ beliefȱ systems,ȱ namelyȱ
whatȱ hasȱ beenȱ calledȱ theȱ beliefȱ inȱ ȱ politicalȱ
monism:ȱȱ“theȱbeliefȱthatȱtheȱonenessȱofȱGodȱandȱ
hisȱheavenȱcanȱbeȱachievedȱonȱearth,ȱifȱonlyȱtheȱ
forcesȱ ofȱ satanicȱ darknessȱ canȱ beȱ rootedȱ out”ȱ
(Knopffȱ 1998:ȱ 698).ȱ Statedȱ moreȱ simply,ȱ thisȱ
perspectiveȱ onȱ populismȱ holdsȱ thatȱ adherentsȱ

* The Insights Series is co-edited by Professors Mitchell A.
Seligson and Elizabeth Zechmeister with administrative,
technical, and intellectual support from the LAPOP group at
Vanderbilt.
1ȱPriorȱissuesȱinȱtheȱInsightȱseriesȱcanȱbeȱfoundȱat:
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/studiesandpublications.
Theȱdataȱonȱwhichȱtheyȱareȱbasedȱcanȱbeȱfoundȱat
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/datasets
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2ȱ Fundingȱ forȱ theȱ 2008ȱroundȱ 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),ȱtheȱCenterȱforȱtheȱAmericasȱ
(CFA),ȱandȱVanderbiltȱUniversity.ȱ
3ȱNonȬresponseȱwasȱ11.ȱ3%ȱforȱtheȱsampleȱasȱaȱwhole.ȱȱ
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Thisȱ surveyȱ involvedȱ faceȬtoȬfaceȱ interviewsȱ
conductedȱ inȱ 23ȱ nationsȱ inȱ Latinȱ Americaȱ andȱ
theȱ Caribbean,ȱ andȱ aȱ webȱ surveyȱ inȱ theȱ Unitedȱ
States.ȱ Dataȱ fromȱ 22ȱ ofȱ thoseȱ nationalȱ surveysȱ
areȱ analyzedȱ hereȱ (thisȱ questionȱ wasȱ notȱ askedȱ
inȱ Canada).ȱ Aȱ totalȱ ofȱ 33,738ȱ respondentsȱ wereȱ
askedȱtheȱfollowingȱquestion:ȱ
POP109.ȱ ȱ Inȱ today’sȱ worldȱ thereȱ isȱ aȱ battleȱ
betweenȱgoodȱandȱevil,ȱandȱpeopleȱmustȱchooseȱ
betweenȱ oneȱ ofȱ theȱ two.ȱ Howȱ muchȱ doȱ youȱ
agreeȱ orȱ disagreeȱ thatȱ suchȱ aȱ battleȱ betweenȱ
goodȱandȱevilȱexits?ȱ
Responsesȱ wereȱ basedȱ onȱ aȱ 1Ȭ7ȱ scale,ȱ whereȱ 1ȱ
meantȱ “stronglyȱ disagree”ȱ andȱ 7ȱ meantȱ
“stronglyȱagree.”4ȱȱ
1ȱ

2ȱ

3ȱ

4ȱ

5ȱ

6ȱ

7

StronglyȱdisagreeȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱStronglyȱagreeȱ

8ȱ

Doesn’tȱknow

Figureȱ 1ȱ displaysȱ nationalȱ averagesȱ forȱ theȱ 22ȱ
countriesȱinȱtheȱsample.ȱWeȱfirstȱnoteȱthatȱinȱtheȱ
majorityȱ ofȱ theȱ countriesȱ inȱ theȱ Americas,ȱ
politicalȱ monism5ȱ orȱ citizens’ȱ worldviewȱ ofȱ aȱ
battleȱbetweenȱgoodȱandȱevilȱexceedsȱ50ȱonȱaȱ0Ȭ
100ȱscale.ȱInȱparticular,ȱtheȱDominicanȱRepublicȱ
(80.4)ȱ isȱ theȱ countryȱ withȱ theȱ highestȱ beliefȱ inȱ
politicalȱ monism,ȱ followedȱ byȱ Jamaicaȱ (80.2),ȱ
Paraguayȱ (79.8),ȱ Belizeȱ (79.6)ȱ andȱ Costaȱ Ricaȱ
(79.5).ȱ Atȱ theȱ otherȱ extremeȱ ofȱ theȱ scale,ȱ Haitiȱ
andȱ Argentinaȱ revealȱ theȱ lowestȱ levelsȱ ofȱ
politicalȱ monism,ȱ lowerȱ thanȱ 50ȱ pointsȱ onȱ aȱ 0Ȭ
100ȱscale,ȱbutȱcomeȱveryȱcloseȱwithȱ47.4ȱandȱ42.2ȱ
points,ȱrespectively.ȱȱ
Supportersȱ ofȱ politicalȱ monism,ȱ accordingȱ toȱ
RainerȱKnopffȱareȱ“thoseȱwhoȱbelieveȱfactionȱtoȱ
beȱ unnecessary”ȱ andȱ whoȱ “seeȱ theirȱ politicalȱ
foesȱ notȱ asȱ legitimateȱ opponentsȱ butȱ asȱ theȱ
embodimentȱ ofȱ evil,ȱ toȱ beȱ rootedȱ outȱ orȱ
4ȱInȱorderȱtoȱmakeȱcomparisonsȱacrossȱquestionsȱandȱsurveyȱ
wavesȱ simpler;ȱ theseȱ responsesȱ whereȱ recodedȱ onȱ aȱ 0Ȭ100ȱ
scale,ȱ whereȱ 0ȱ indicatesȱ “stronglyȱ disagree”ȱ andȱ 100ȱ
“stronglyȱagree.”ȱ
5ȱMeasuredȱbyȱtheȱquestionȱweȱdiscussȱhere,ȱwhichȱisȱlabeledȱ
pop109ȱinȱtheȱAmericasBarometerȱquestionnaire.ȱ

overcomeȱ throughȱ someȱ formȱ ofȱ ultimateȱ
politicalȱsalvation”ȱ(698).ȱSuchȱpoliticalȱsalvationȱ
isȱ oftenȱ viewedȱ inȱ theȱ embodimentȱ ofȱ aȱ leaderȱ
whoȱwillȱsolveȱallȱproblemsȱandȱmeetȱallȱneeds.ȱ
Inȱ thisȱ case,ȱ aȱ populistȱ andȱ charismaticȱ leaderȱ
willȱhaveȱaȱstrongȱappealȱamongȱthisȱsegmentȱofȱ
theȱ population.ȱ Consequently,ȱ politicalȱ monismȱ
atȱtheȱveryȱleastȱmightȱbeȱconsideredȱanȱattitudeȱ
thatȱ leavesȱ someȱ susceptibleȱ toȱ embracingȱ
populism.ȱ Forȱ thatȱ reason,ȱ itȱ isȱ importantȱ toȱ
understandȱ whatȱ areȱ theȱ determinantsȱ ofȱ highȱ
levelsȱofȱpoliticalȱmonism.ȱȱ

PredictingȱSupportȱforȱPoliticalȱ
Monismȱ
Whatȱ explainsȱ theseȱ differentȱ levelsȱ ofȱ supportȱ
forȱ politicalȱ monismȱ inȱ theȱ Americas?ȱ Weȱ
examinedȱ contextualȱ factorsȱ thatȱ mightȱ explainȱ
someȱ ofȱ theȱ nationalȬlevelȱ variationȱ weȱ found.ȱ
Nonetheless,ȱ multilevelȱ analysesȱ predictingȱ
people’sȱ levelsȱ ofȱ politicalȱ monismȱ withȱ theȱ
conventionalȱ nationalȱ characteristics,ȱ suchȱ asȱ
GDP,ȱeconomicȱgrowth,ȱandȱlevelȱofȱdemocracy,ȱ
didȱ notȱ achieveȱ statisticalȱ significance,ȱ evenȱ
thoughȱ aȱ largerȱ sampleȱ ofȱ countries,ȱ includingȱ
nationsȱ fromȱ otherȱ partsȱ ofȱ theȱ world,ȱ mightȱ
have.ȱ Alas,ȱ ourȱ dataȱ areȱ confinedȱ toȱ theȱ
Americas,ȱandȱtherefore,ȱweȱdecidedȱtoȱfocusȱonȱ
individualȬlevelȱ characteristicsȱ thatȱ mayȱ impactȱ
citizens’ȱ worldviewsȱ concerningȱ aȱ battleȱ
betweenȱgoodȱanȱevil.ȱWeȱbeginȱbyȱexaminingȱaȱ
traditionalȱ setȱ ofȱ socioȬeconomicȱ andȱ
demographicȱ variables:ȱ levelsȱ ofȱ education,ȱ
gender,ȱ wealth,ȱ andȱ sizeȱ ofȱ theȱ city/town.ȱ 6ȱ Inȱ
addition,ȱ aȱ variableȱ thatȱ tapsȱ intoȱ citizens’ȱ
religiousȱ devotion,ȱ andȱ thusȱ perhapsȱ religiousȱ
conservatism,ȱ wasȱ included.7ȱ Weȱ expectȱ thatȱ
ȱ Becauseȱ theȱ averageȱ citizenȱ inȱ theȱ Unitedȱ Statesȱ andȱ
Canadaȱ scoresȱ veryȱ highȱ onȱ socioȬeconomicȱ characteristicsȱ
comparedȱtoȱthoseȱinȱtheȱrestȱofȱtheȱcountriesȱinȱtheȱsample,ȱ
andȱ becauseȱ ofȱ ourȱ interestȱ inȱ Latinȱ Americaȱ andȱ theȱ
Caribbean,ȱweȱexcludeȱthoseȱtwoȱcasesȱfromȱtheȱanalysis.ȱ
7ȱHowȱoftenȱdoȱyouȱattendȱreligiousȱservices?ȱ(1)ȱMoreȱthanȱ
onceȱperȱweekȱȱ(2)ȱOnceȱperȱweekȱȱ(3)Onceȱaȱmonthȱ(4)ȱOnceȱ
orȱtwiceȱaȱyearȱȱ(5)Never.ȱThisȱquestionȱwasȱrecodedȱintoȱaȱ
scaleȱfromȱ0ȱtoȱaȱ100ȱwhereȱ0ȱmeantȱ“never”ȱandȱ100ȱmeantȱ
“moreȱthanȱonceȱperȱweek”.
ȱ
6
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thoseȱwhoȱareȱmoreȱreligiousȱareȱmoreȱlikelyȱtoȱ
viewȱ theȱ worldȱ asȱ aȱ battleȱ betweenȱ goodȱ andȱ
evil.ȱ
Figureȱ 2ȱ showsȱ theȱ roleȱ ofȱ theseȱ variablesȱ inȱ
explainingȱ citizens’ȱ politicalȱ monism.ȱ Eachȱ
variableȱincludedȱinȱtheȱanalysisȱisȱlistedȱonȱtheȱ
verticalȱ (y)ȱ axis.ȱ ȱ Theȱ impactȱ ofȱ eachȱ ofȱ thoseȱ
variablesȱisȱshownȱgraphicallyȱbyȱaȱdot,ȱwhichȱifȱ
locatedȱ toȱ theȱ rightȱ ofȱ theȱ verticalȱ “0”ȱ lineȱ
indicatesȱaȱpositiveȱeffect,ȱandȱifȱtoȱtheȱleftȱofȱtheȱ
“0”ȱ lineȱ aȱ negativeȱ effect.ȱ ȱ Ifȱ theȱ effectsȱ areȱ
statisticallyȱ significant,ȱ theyȱ areȱ shownȱ byȱ
confidenceȱ intervalȱ linesȱ stretchingȱ toȱ theȱ leftȱ
andȱ rightȱ ofȱ eachȱ dotȱ thatȱ doȱ notȱ overlapȱ theȱ
verticalȱ“0”ȱlineȱ(atȱ.05ȱorȱbetter).ȱIfȱtheyȱoverlapȱ
theȱ verticalȱ line,ȱ theȱ effectsȱ areȱ statisticallyȱ
insignificant.ȱ The relative strength of each
variable
is
indicated
by
standardized
coefficients.
Figure 2.
Socio-economic and Demographic Determinants
of the Average Belief in the Americas that the
World is a Battle Between Good and Evil, 20088
R-Squared =0.095
F=38.786
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Whatȱ weȱ findȱ inȱ Figureȱ 2ȱ isȱ thatȱ thoseȱ whoȱ
attendȱ religiousȱ servicesȱ moreȱ regularlyȱ areȱ
thoseȱwhoȱshowȱhigherȱlevelsȱofȱaȱworldviewȱofȱ
8

ȱReferenceȱgroupsȱareȱruralȱareasȱandȱhigherȱeducationȱ

aȱbattleȱbetweenȱgoodȱandȱevil.ȱThisȱresultȱisȱnotȱ
unexpectedȱ asȱ peopleȱ whoȱ areȱ moreȱ religiouslyȱ
conservativeȱmayȱbeȱexactlyȱthoseȱwhoȱareȱmostȱ
likelyȱ toȱ perceiveȱ theȱ worldȱ asȱ aȱ sortȱ ofȱ biblicalȱ
struggleȱ betweenȱ goodȱ andȱ evil.ȱ ȱ Inȱ addition,ȱ
thoseȱ livingȱ inȱ smallerȱ citiesȱ showȱ higherȱ levelsȱ
ofȱpoliticalȱmonismȱcomparedȱtoȱthoseȱwhoȱliveȱinȱ
ruralȱ areas,ȱ whileȱ thereȱ areȱ noȱ statisticallyȱ
significantȱ differencesȱ amongȱ thoseȱ whoȱ liveȱ inȱ
metropolitanȱ areas,ȱ larger,ȱ andȱ mediumȱ citiesȱ
comparedȱ toȱ thoseȱ whoȱ liveȱ inȱ ruralȱ areas.ȱ
Similarly,ȱ theȱ wealthyȱ showȱ significantlyȱ lowerȱ
levelsȱ ofȱ supportȱ forȱ politicalȱ monism.ȱ Toȱ theȱ
extentȱ thatȱ thisȱ variableȱ measuresȱ populistȱ
tendencies,ȱitȱisȱworthȱnotingȱthatȱtheseȱfindingsȱ
relateȱtoȱthoseȱofȱpreviousȱreportsȱinȱthisȱInsightȱ
Seriesȱfocusedȱonȱsupportȱforȱpresidentialȱlimitsȱ
onȱ theȱ voiceȱ andȱ voteȱ ofȱ oppositionȱ partiesȱ
(I0809)ȱ andȱ supportȱ forȱ aȱ governmentȱ withoutȱ
Congress;ȱ inȱ short,ȱ previousȱ reportsȱ showȱ thatȱ
citizensȱ withȱ theȱ sameȱ characteristics,ȱ suchȱ asȱ
wealth,ȱ showȱ lowerȱ levelsȱ ofȱ supportȱ forȱ
executiveȱconcentrationȱofȱpower.ȱȱȱ
Anȱ interestingȱ findingȱ andȱ inȱ contrastȱ toȱ whatȱ
weȱ haveȱ seenȱ inȱ priorȱ studiesȱ inȱ theȱ populismȱ
seriesȱ (whereȱ olderȱ peopleȱ showȱ significantlyȱ
lowerȱ levelsȱ ofȱ supportȱ forȱ executiveȱ
concentrationȱ ofȱ power)ȱ isȱ thatȱ theȱ olderȱ theȱ
respondent,ȱtheȱhigherȱhis/herȱtendencyȱtoȱviewȱ
theȱ worldȱ asȱ aȱ battleȱ betweenȱ goodȱ andȱ evil.ȱ
Furthermore,ȱthereȱisȱnoȱclearȱeffectȱofȱeducationȱ
onȱ politicalȱ monism.ȱ Whileȱ thoseȱ withȱ primaryȱ
andȱ secondaryȱ educationȱ haveȱ higherȱ levelsȱ ofȱ
politicalȱ monismȱ thanȱ thoseȱ withȱ higherȱ
education,ȱ thereȱ areȱ noȱ statisticallyȱ significantȱ
differencesȱ betweenȱ thoseȱ whoȱ haveȱ noȱ
educationȱandȱthoseȱwhoȱhaveȱhigherȱeducation.ȱ
Therefore,ȱasȱhappensȱwithȱtheȱeffectsȱofȱwealth,ȱ
itȱ alsoȱ seemsȱ thatȱ thereȱ isȱ aȱ curvilinearȱ effectȱ ofȱ
educationȱ onȱ citizens’ȱ viewȱ ofȱ theȱ worldȱ asȱ aȱ
battleȱ betweenȱ goodȱ andȱ evil.ȱ Specifically,ȱ asȱ
educationȱ orȱ wealthȱ increases,ȱ citizens’ȱ politicalȱ
monismȱincreases,ȱbutȱonceȱeducationȱorȱwealthȱ
reachesȱ aȱ certainȱ point,ȱ theȱ levelsȱ ofȱ politicalȱ
monismȱ decrease.ȱ Aȱ betterȱ displayȱ ofȱ theseȱ
effectsȱ canȱ beȱ seenȱ inȱ Figureȱ 3,ȱ illustratedȱ byȱ
sampleȱmeans.ȱ
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Worldview of a Battle
Between Good and Evil
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Worldview of a Battle
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Figure 3.
Size of City/Town, Wealth, Education, and
Support for Political Monism or a View of the
World as a Battle Between Good and Evil in
Latin America, 2008
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singleȱbelief,ȱthoughtȱtoȱbeȱrelatedȱtoȱpopulism,ȱ
independentlyȱ fromȱ otherȱ variablesȱ thatȱ
collectivelyȱ mightȱ beȱ consideredȱ toȱ tapȱ intoȱ
populistȱ predispositions.ȱ Whenȱ consideredȱ asȱ aȱ
standaloneȱ attitude,ȱ aȱ worldviewȱ ofȱ aȱ battleȱ
betweenȱgoodȱandȱevilȱmayȱbeȱtappingȱpoliticalȱ
predispositions,ȱ suchȱ asȱ populistȱ attitudes,ȱ
religiousȱpractices,ȱorȱboth.ȱȱAsȱweȱhaveȱalreadyȱ
seen,ȱ thereȱ isȱ evidenceȱ thatȱ politicalȱ monismȱ isȱ
relatedȱ toȱ religiousȱ devotion;ȱ weȱ nowȱ assessȱ
whetherȱitȱisȱalsoȱrelatedȱtoȱpoliticalȱattitudes.ȱ
Figure 4.
Determinants of Average Belief in the Americas
that the World is a Battle Between Good and
Evil, 2008
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Inȱ orderȱ toȱ haveȱ aȱ comprehensiveȱ
understandingȱofȱwhatȱfactorsȱinfluenceȱcitizens’ȱ
viewsȱofȱtheȱworldȱasȱaȱbattleȱbetweenȱgoodȱandȱ
evil,ȱ weȱ alsoȱ examineȱ theȱ impactȱ ofȱ someȱ
politicalȱattitudesȱandȱbehaviorsȱthatȱmayȱplayȱaȱ
centralȱ roleȱ inȱ explainingȱ thisȱ view.ȱ ȱ Itȱ isȱ
noteworthyȱ thatȱ oneȱ ofȱ theȱ purposesȱ ofȱ thisȱ
Insightsȱ Seriesȱ isȱ toȱ analyzeȱ individualȱ variablesȱ
asȱ anȱ alternativeȱ toȱ indices,ȱ aȱ usualȱ practiceȱ inȱ
academicȱ writings.ȱ Thus,ȱ weȱ takeȱ thisȱ
opportunityȱ toȱ exploreȱ theȱ determinantsȱ ofȱ thisȱ

Figureȱ 4ȱ showsȱ theȱ impactȱ ofȱ selectedȱ politicalȱ
attitudesȱ onȱ politicalȱ monism.ȱ Forȱ instance,ȱ thoseȱ
whoȱareȱmoreȱsatisfiedȱwithȱtheȱperformanceȱofȱ
theȱincumbentȱpresidentȱhaveȱaȱhigherȱtendencyȱ
toȱviewȱtheȱworldȱasȱaȱbattleȱbetweenȱgoodȱandȱ
evil.ȱ Byȱ theȱ sameȱ token,ȱ thoseȱ whoȱ placeȱ
themselvesȱinȱtheȱright9ȱofȱtheȱideologyȱscaleȱareȱ

ȱ Rightistȱ Ideologyȱ wasȱ measuredȱ by:ȱ (LeftȬRightȱ Scale)ȱ
Now,ȱ toȱ changeȱ theȱ subject....ȱ ȱ Onȱ thisȱ cardȱ thereȱ isȱ aȱ 1Ȭ10ȱ
scaleȱthatȱgoesȱfromȱleftȱtoȱright.ȱNowadays,ȱwhenȱweȱspeakȱ
ofȱpoliticalȱleanings,ȱweȱtalkȱofȱthoseȱonȱtheȱleftȱandȱthoseȱonȱ
theȱ right.ȱ ȱ Inȱ otherȱ words,ȱ someȱ peopleȱ sympathizeȱ moreȱ
withȱ theȱ leftȱ andȱ othersȱ withȱ theȱ right.ȱ 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
9
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thoseȱ whoȱ haveȱ higherȱ levelsȱ ofȱ politicalȱ
monism.ȱ Asȱ withȱ theȱ sameȱ demographicȱ andȱ
socioȬeconomicȱcharacteristics,ȱtheseȱresultsȱalsoȱ
echoȱ thoseȱ ofȱ theȱ previousȱ reportsȱ inȱ thisȱ seriesȱ
whereȱ citizensȱ withȱ similarȱ characteristicsȱ tendȱ
toȱhaveȱhigherȱsupportȱforȱtheȱpresidentȱlimitingȱ
theȱ voiceȱ andȱ voteȱ ofȱ oppositionȱ partiesȱ (I0809)ȱ
andȱ tendȱ toȱ haveȱ higherȱ supportȱ forȱ aȱ
governmentȱ withoutȱ Congress.ȱ Yet,ȱ inȱ contrastȱ
toȱ theseȱ priorȱ reports,ȱ hereȱ weȱ doȱ notȱ findȱ
supportȱ forȱ theȱ effectsȱ ofȱ supportȱ forȱ anȱ ironȬ
fistedȱ governmentȱ norȱ forȱ politicalȱ knowledge10ȱ
orȱpoliticalȱinterest11ȱonȱsupportȱforȱaȱworldviewȱ
ofȱaȱbattleȱbetweenȱgoodȱandȱevil.ȱConsequently,ȱ
itȱ isȱ somewhatȱ difficultȱ toȱ arriveȱ atȱ overallȱ
conclusionsȱ onȱ supportȱ forȱ populismȱ basedȱ onȱ
theȱevidenceȱfoundȱhere.ȱȱItȱmayȱbeȱtheȱcaseȱthatȱ
theȱ questionȱ analyzedȱ inȱ thisȱ shortȱ paperȱ isȱ
ratherȱtappingȱintoȱbothȱpoliticalȱpredispositionsȱ
andȱ religiousȱ attitudesȱ andȱ notȱ necessarilyȱ
populistsȱ attitudesȱ aloneȱ perȱ say.ȱ ȱ Itȱ isȱ worthȱ
notingȱ thatȱ allȱ theseȱ variablesȱ haveȱ beenȱ
controlledȱforȱcountryȱeffectsȱandȱtheȱtraditionalȱ
socioȬeconomicȱandȱdemographicȱvariables.ȱ12ȱȱȱ

Conclusionȱ
Asȱweȱexaminedȱinȱourȱpreviousȱreportsȱinȱthisȱ
Insightȱ Series,ȱ thereȱ isȱ anȱ increasingȱ numberȱ ofȱ
executivesȱ whoseȱ tendencyȱ isȱ towardȱ aȱ furtherȱ
concentrationȱ ofȱ theirȱ powerȱ inȱ Latinȱ Americaȱ
(Hawkinsȱ2003;ȱSeligsonȱ2007).ȱThus,ȱitȱbecomesȱ
essentialȱ toȱ understandȱ whatȱ theȱ natureȱ andȱ
sourcesȱ ofȱ citizens’ȱ populistȱ attitudesȱ areȱ asȱ
placeȱ yourselfȱ onȱ thisȱ scale?ȱ Indicateȱ theȱ boxȱ thatȱ comesȱ
closestȱtoȱyourȱownȱposition.ȱ
10ȱ Theȱ Politicalȱ Knowledgeȱ Indexȱ isȱ measuredȱ throughȱ theȱ
followingȱ questions:ȱ GI1.ȱ Whatȱ isȱ theȱ nameȱ ofȱ theȱ currentȱ
presidentȱ ofȱ theȱ (country)?ȱ GI2.ȱ ȱ Whatȱ isȱ theȱ nameȱ ofȱ theȱ
Presidentȱ ofȱ (Congress)ȱ inȱ (country)?ȱ ȱ GI3.ȱ Howȱ manyȱ
(provinces)ȱ doesȱ theȱ (country)ȱ have?ȱ GI4.ȱ Howȱ longȱ isȱ theȱ
(presidential/primeȱ ministerial)ȱ termȱ ofȱ officeȱ inȱ country?ȱ
GI5.ȱWhatȱisȱtheȱnameȱofȱtheȱcurrentȱpresidentȱofȱBrazil?ȱ
ItȱisȱworthyȱofȱnoteȱthatȱtheȱquestionȱrelatedȱtoȱCongressȱwasȱ
notȱaskedȱinȱBolivia.ȱ
11ȱThisȱvariableȱwasȱmeasuredȱby:ȱhowȱmuchȱinterestȱdoȱyouȱ
haveȱinȱpolitics:ȱaȱlot,ȱsome,ȱlittleȱorȱnone?ȱȱ
12ȱ Referȱ toȱ theȱ Appendixȱ forȱ aȱ detailedȱ displayȱ ofȱ thoseȱ
effects.ȱ

continuedȱ highȱ levelsȱ ofȱ supportȱ forȱ executiveȱ
concentrationȱ ofȱ powerȱ remainȱ presentȱ inȱ theȱ
region.ȱ Atȱ theȱ sameȱ time,ȱ itȱ isȱ importantȱ thatȱ
futureȱworkȱfocusesȱonȱaȱmoreȱabstractȱanalysisȱ
ofȱpeople’sȱworldviewȱandȱhowȱtheyȱmayȱaffectȱ
theirȱpolicyȱchoices.ȱInȱthisȱpaper,ȱweȱanalyzedȱaȱ
beliefȱthatȱhasȱbeenȱconnectedȱbyȱsomeȱscholarsȱ
toȱ populistȱ attitudes,ȱ politicalȱ monism,ȱ whichȱ
particularlyȱrelatesȱtoȱcitizens’ȱviewȱofȱtheȱworldȱ
asȱaȱbattleȱbetweenȱgoodȱandȱevil.ȱȱ
Weȱ foundȱ hereȱ thatȱ thoseȱ whoȱ attendȱ religiousȱ
servicesȱ moreȱ regularlyȱ areȱ thoseȱ whoȱ showȱ
higherȱlevelsȱofȱaȱworldviewȱofȱaȱbattleȱbetweenȱ
goodȱ andȱ evil.ȱ Similarly,ȱ thoseȱ whoȱ areȱ moreȱ
satisfiedȱwithȱtheȱperformanceȱofȱtheȱincumbentȱ
presidentȱandȱthoseȱwhoȱplaceȱthemselvesȱinȱtheȱ
rightȱofȱtheȱideologyȱscaleȱareȱthoseȱwhoȱhaveȱaȱ
higherȱ tendencyȱ toȱ viewȱ theȱ worldȱ asȱ aȱ battleȱ
betweenȱ goodȱ andȱ evil.ȱ Inȱ relationȱ toȱ theȱ socioȬ
economicȱ andȱ demographicȱ determinantsȱ ofȱ
politicalȱ monism,ȱ weȱ foundȱ thatȱ poorȱ
individualsȱ andȱ thoseȱ livingȱ inȱ smallerȱ citiesȱ
showȱhigherȱlevelsȱofȱpoliticalȱmonismȱthanȱthoseȱ
whoȱ liveȱ inȱ ruralȱ areas.ȱ Becauseȱ thisȱ questionȱ
appearsȱ toȱ beȱ relatedȱ toȱ bothȱ socialȱ (religious)ȱ
andȱ politicalȱ factors,ȱ weȱ areȱ hesitantȱ toȱ provideȱ
strongȱ programȱ recommendationsȱ onȱ theȱ basisȱ
ofȱ thisȱ questionȱ alone.ȱ ȱ Ratherȱ weȱ suggestȱ thatȱ
thisȱ shortȱ paperȱ providesȱ insightȱ intoȱ theȱ
possibleȱ determinantsȱ ofȱ anȱ attitudeȱ thatȱ
theoreticallyȱ mayȱ placeȱ individualsȱ atȱ greaterȱ
riskȱofȱembracingȱaȱpopulistȱleader,ȱbutȱweȱalsoȱ
concludeȱ thatȱ thereȱ isȱ moreȱ workȱ toȱ beȱ doneȱ toȱ
fullyȱ understandȱ theȱ attitudinalȱ basesȱ ofȱ
populism.ȱȱ
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Appendixȱ
Tableȱ1.ȱSocioȬeconomicȱandȱDemographicȱDeterminantsȱofȱAverageȱSupportȱforȱPoliticalȱMonismȱinȱ
theȱAmericas,ȱ2008ȱ
Coefficient.
tȱ
Secondaryȱeducationȱ
0.036*ȱ
(3.84)ȱ
Primaryȱeducationȱ
0.041*ȱ
(4.03)ȱ
Noȱeducationȱ
0.011ȱ
(1.39)ȱ
Femaleȱ
0.007ȱ
(1.35)ȱ
Ageȱ
0.017*ȱ
(2.70)ȱ
Wealth
Ȭ0.028*ȱ
(Ȭ3.06)ȱ
SmallȱCityȱ
0.024*ȱ
(2.33)ȱ
MediumȱCityȱ
0.013ȱ
(1.33)ȱ
LargeȱCityȱ
0.014ȱ
(1.26)ȱ
MetropolitanȱAreaȱ
0.006ȱ
(0.57)ȱ
ReligiousȱServicesȱAttendanceȱ
0.043*ȱ
(6.20)ȱ
Mexicoȱ
0.043*ȱ
(3.85)ȱ
Guatemalaȱ
0.002ȱ
(0.25)ȱ
ElȱSalvadorȱ
0.073*ȱ
(8.25)ȱ
Honduras
Ȭ0.027*ȱ
(Ȭ2.87)ȱ
Nicaraguaȱ
0.069*ȱ
(6.22)ȱ
CostaȱRicaȱ
0.109*ȱ
(8.56)ȱ
Panamaȱ
0.031*ȱ
(2.46)ȱ
Colombiaȱ
0.045*ȱ
(4.47)ȱ
Ecuadorȱ
0.010ȱ
(0.68)ȱ
Boliviaȱ
0.012ȱ
(0.89)ȱ
Peruȱ
0.004ȱ
(0.43)ȱ
Paraguayȱ
0.094*ȱ
(10.86)ȱ
Chileȱ
0.016ȱ
(1.75)ȱ
Brazilȱ
0.043*ȱ
(3.77)ȱ
Venezuelaȱ
0.034*ȱ
(2.20)ȱ
Argentina
Ȭ0.098*ȱ
(Ȭ7.23)ȱ
DominicanȱRepublicȱ
0.107*ȱ
(12.59)ȱ
Haiti
Ȭ0.102*ȱ
(Ȭ8.44)ȱ
Jamaicaȱ
0.112*ȱ
(8.47)ȱ
Belizeȱ
0.102*ȱ
(9.80)ȱ
Constant
Ȭ0.006ȱ
(Ȭ0.60)ȱ
RȬSquaredȱ
0.095
NumberȱofȱObs.ȱ
30535
* p<0.05
EducationȱlevelȱofȱReference:ȱHigherȱeducation
SizeȱofȱCity/TownȱReference:ȱRuralȱarea
CountryȱofȱReference:ȱȱUruguay
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Tableȱ2.ȱDeterminantsȱofȱAverageȱSupportȱforȱPoliticalȱMonismȱinȱtheȱAmericas,ȱ2008ȱ
Coefficient.
tȱ
PoliticalȱInterest
Ȭ0.009ȱ
(Ȭ1.14)ȱ
PoliticalȱKnowledgeȱIndex
Ȭ0.015ȱ
(Ȭ1.59)ȱ
IdeologyȱScaleȱ
0.021*ȱ
(2.70)ȱ
SupportȱforȱanȱironȬfistedȱruleȱ
0.006ȱ
(0.83)ȱ
SatisfactionȱwithȱtheȱPerformanceȱ
0.031*ȱ
(3.57)ȱ
ofȱtheȱCurrentȱPresidentȱ
Secondaryȱeducationȱ
0.025*ȱ
(2.43)ȱ
Primaryȱeducationȱ
0.021ȱ
(1.77)ȱ
Noȱeducationȱ
0.001ȱ
(0.08)ȱ
Female
Ȭ0.005ȱ
(Ȭ0.75)ȱ
Ageȱ
0.015*ȱ
(2.10)ȱ
Wealth
Ȭ0.025*ȱ
(Ȭ2.37)ȱ
SmallȱCityȱ
0.019ȱ
(1.68)ȱ
MediumȱCityȱ
0.011ȱ
(1.09)ȱ
LargeȱCityȱ
0.011ȱ
(0.89)ȱ
MetropolitanȱAreaȱ
0.005ȱ
(0.42)ȱ
ReligiousȱServicesȱAttendanceȱ
0.042*ȱ
(5.42)ȱ
Mexicoȱ
0.038*ȱ
(3.17)ȱ
Guatemala
Ȭ0.014ȱ
(Ȭ1.17)ȱ
ElȱSalvadorȱ
0.073*ȱ
(7.75)ȱ
Honduras
Ȭ0.039*ȱ
(Ȭ4.13)ȱ
Nicaraguaȱ
0.074*ȱ
(6.15)ȱ
CostaȱRicaȱ
0.104*ȱ
(7.59)ȱ
Panamaȱ
0.025ȱ
(1.83)ȱ
Colombiaȱ
0.036*ȱ
(3.42)ȱ
Ecuador
Ȭ0.017ȱ
(Ȭ1.08)ȱ
Boliviaȱ
0.022ȱ
(1.51)ȱ
Peruȱ
0.005ȱ
(0.44)ȱ
Paraguayȱ
0.090*ȱ
(9.51)ȱ
Chileȱ
0.008ȱ
(0.83)ȱ
Brazilȱ
0.029*ȱ
(2.35)ȱ
Venezuelaȱ
0.039*ȱ
(2.34)ȱ
Argentina
Ȭ0.109*ȱ
(Ȭ6.98)ȱ
DominicanȱRepublicȱ
0.102*ȱ
(11.18)ȱ
Haiti
Ȭ0.102*ȱ
(Ȭ7.48)ȱ
Jamaicaȱ
0.112*ȱ
(8.42)ȱ
Belizeȱ
0.090*ȱ
(7.79)ȱ
Constant
Ȭ0.027*ȱ
(Ȭ2.41)ȱ
RȬSquaredȱ
0.099
NumberȱofȱObs.ȱ
23443
* p<0.05
CountryȱofȱReference:ȱȱUruguay
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RespectȱtheȱLawȱWhenȱ
FightingȱCrime?ȱ
JoséȱMiguelȱCruzȱȱ
VanderbiltȱUniversityȱȱȱ
jose.m.cruz@vanderbilt.eduȱ

ȱ

T

heȱ waveȱ ofȱ criminalȱ violenceȱ thatȱ hasȱ
spreadȱ throughoutȱ Latinȱ Americanȱ counȬ
triesȱ inȱ theȱ lastȱ twoȱ decadesȱ hasȱ spurredȱ
intenseȱ debatesȱ aboutȱ theȱ bestȱ waysȱ toȱ fightȱ
crime.ȱ Paradoxically,ȱ thisȱ waveȱ emergedȱ andȱ
grewȱ afterȱ transitionsȱ fromȱ authoritarianȱ ruleȱ
tookȱplaceȱinȱLatinȱAmerica;ȱhenceȱmuchȱofȱtheȱ
debateȱhasȱfocusedȱonȱtheȱchallengeȱofȱbuildingȱ
theȱ ruleȱ ofȱ lawȱ andȱ tacklingȱ crimeȱ withoutȱ
resortingȱ toȱ theȱ oldȱ repressiveȱ institutionsȱ thatȱ
wereȱ soȱ characteristicȱ ofȱ formerȱ authoritarianȱ
regimesȱ(seeȱBaileyȱandȱDammertȱ2006;ȱFruhlingȱ
etȱ al.ȱ 2005).ȱ ȱ Overcomingȱ residuesȱ ofȱ authoritaȬ
rianȱpracticesȱinȱtheȱfightȱagainstȱcrimeȱdependsȱ
importantly,ȱinȱourȱviewȱonȱtheȱextentȱtoȱwhichȱ
citizenȱ attitudesȱ favorȱ theȱ ruleȱ ofȱ law,ȱ theȱ
observanceȱ ofȱ dueȱ process,ȱ andȱ theȱ respectȱ ofȱ
humanȱ rights,ȱ evenȱ whenȱ itȱ comesȱ toȱ thoseȱ
suspectedȱofȱcommittingȱcrimes.ȱȱPublicȱsupportȱ
forȱ theȱ respectȱ forȱ theȱ ruleȱ ofȱ lawȱ notȱ onlyȱ
providesȱ legitimacyȱ toȱ theȱ institutionsȱ ofȱ theȱ
regime,ȱ butȱ alsoȱ mayȱ ultimatelyȱ translateȱ intoȱ
reducedȱabusesȱinȱtheȱfightȱagainstȱcrime.ȱȱ

* The Insights Series is co-edited by Professors Mitchell A.
Seligson and Elizabeth Zechmeister with administrative,
technical, and intellectual support from the LAPOP group at
Vanderbilt.

Thisȱ AmericasBarometerȱ Insightsȱ Seriesȱ reportȱ
examinesȱ publicȱ supportȱ forȱ theȱ authorities’ȱ
respectȱ forȱ theȱ lawȱ whenȱ fightingȱ criminalȱ vioȬ
lence.1ȱ Usingȱ theȱ 2008ȱ roundȱ ofȱ theȱ AmericasȬ
Barometer,ȱ weȱ askedȱ 36,021ȱ respondentsȱ fromȱ
twentyȬtwoȱ countriesȱ inȱ theȱ Americasȱ whetherȱ
authoritiesȱ shouldȱ alwaysȱ obeyȱ theȱ lawȱ or,ȱ insȬ
tead,ȱ ifȱ theyȱ canȱ disregardȱ theȱ lawȱ inȱ orderȱ toȱ
catchȱcriminals.2ȱTheȱquestionȱwasȱformulatedȱasȱ
follows:ȱAOJ8.ȱ“Inȱorderȱtoȱapprehendȱcriminalsȱ
doȱyouȱthinkȱthatȱtheȱauthoritiesȱshouldȱalwaysȱ
respectȱ theȱ lawȱ orȱ thatȱ occasionallyȱ theyȱ canȱ
operateȱ atȱ theȱ marginȱ ofȱ theȱ law?ȱ (1)ȱ Theyȱ
shouldȱ alwaysȱ respectȱ theȱ law;ȱ (2)ȱ Canȱ operateȱ
atȱtheȱmarginȱofȱtheȱlawȱoccasionally.”ȱ
Figure1.
PercentageofPeopleintheAmericasSayingThat
theAuthoritiesShouldAlwaysRespecttheLaw,
2008
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Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

1

Prior issues in the Insight series can be found at
http://sitemason.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/AmericasBaromete
rInsightsSeries. The data on which they are based can be
found at: http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/datasets.
2 Funding for the 2008 series mainly came from the United
States Agency for International Development (USAID).
Important sources of support were also the IADB, the
UNDP, the Center for the Americas, and Vanderbilt
University.
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Inȱthisȱreport,ȱforȱbrevity’sȱsakeȱweȱwillȱuseȱtheȱ
termȱ“supportȱforȱtheȱruleȱofȱlaw”ȱtoȱreferȱtoȱtheȱ
opinionȱ thatȱ authoritiesȱ shouldȱ alwaysȱ respectȱ
theȱlawȱinȱtheirȱeffortsȱtoȱcatchȱcriminals.3ȱFigureȱ
1ȱ showsȱ theȱ percentageȱ ofȱ peopleȱ inȱ eachȱ
countryȱthatȱsupportȱtheȱruleȱofȱlawȱinȱtheȱfightȱ
againstȱ crime.4ȱ Fourȱ pointsȱ areȱ worthȬnoting.ȱ
First,ȱ inȱ sixteenȱ countriesȱ inȱ theȱ Americas,ȱ aȱ
majorityȱ (55%ȱ orȱ more)ȱ saidȱ thatȱ authoritiesȱ
shouldȱ alwaysȱ respectȱ theȱ law.ȱ Second,ȱ despiteȱ
theȱapparentȱoverwhelmingȱsupportȱforȱtheȱruleȱ
ofȱ lawȱ inȱ manyȱ countriesȱ ofȱ theȱ regionȱ theȱ
region,ȱ thereȱ areȱ importantȱ variationsȱ acrossȱ
countries:ȱ inȱ Jamaicaȱ andȱ Haiti,ȱ supportȱ forȱ theȱ
lawȱ isȱ higherȱ thanȱ 75%,ȱ whereasȱ inȱ countriesȱ
suchȱ asȱ Chile,ȱ Uruguay,ȱ andȱ Paraguay,ȱ theȱ
citizen’sȱ callȱ forȱ respectȱ theȱ lawȱ isȱ onlyȱ slightlyȱ
higherȱthanȱtheȱappealȱtoȱignoreȱtheȱlawȱbyȱtheȱ
authorities.ȱ ȱ Third,ȱ inȱ theȱ Centralȱ Americanȱ
countriesȱ ofȱ Hondurasȱ andȱ Nicaragua,ȱ theȱ
averagesȱtipȱtheȱbalanceȱinȱfavorȱofȱdisrespectingȱ
theȱlaw.ȱAndȱfourth,ȱitȱisȱinterestingȱtoȱnoteȱthatȱ
theȱcountriesȱthatȱmakeȱtheȱtopȱfiveȱpercentagesȱ
inȱfavorȱofȱtheȱruleȱofȱlawȱ(Jamaica,ȱHaiti,ȱBrazil,ȱ
Belize,ȱ andȱ theȱ U.S.)ȱ doȱ notȱ haveȱ aȱ historyȱ ofȱ
predominantȱ colonizationȱ byȱ Spain.ȱ Theseȱ
findingsȱsuggestȱtheȱpossibleȱpowerfulȱinfluenceȱ
ofȱlongȬtermȱculturalȱorigins.ȱ
Theȱ differencesȱ weȱ findȱ acrossȱ countries,ȱ
however,ȱ mightȱ beȱ theȱ resultȱ ofȱ demographicȱ
andȱ socioeconomicȱ patternsȱ thatȱ influenceȱ theȱ
outcomeȱperȱcountry,ȱbutȱanȱexaminationȱofȱtheȱ
resultsȱ controllingȱ byȱ age,ȱ gender,ȱ education,ȱ
andȱwealthȱdidȱnotȱreturnȱsignificantlyȱdifferentȱ
results.ȱ

important,ȱ whichȱ factorsȱ erodeȱ people’sȱ
willingnessȱ toȱ supportȱ theȱ ruleȱ ofȱ lawȱ inȱ
authorities’ȱ behavior?ȱ Theȱ recentȱ literatureȱ onȱ
violenceȱ inȱ Latinȱ Americaȱ hasȱ pointedȱ outȱ thatȱ
theȱ prevalenceȱ ofȱ skyrocketingȱ levelsȱ ofȱ crimeȱ
andȱpublicȱinsecurityȱmayȱerodeȱnotȱonlyȱpoliceȱ
andȱ judicialȱ systemsȱ legitimacy,ȱ butȱ alsoȱ
citizens’ȱ readinessȱ toȱ complyȱ withȱ theȱ rulesȱ ofȱ
theȱ systemȱ (Kooningsȱ 2001;ȱ Méndezȱ 1999;ȱ
Whiteheadȱ2002).ȱȱ
Inȱ thisȱ reportȱ weȱ testȱ whetherȱ crimeȱ andȱ
insecurityȱaffectȱattitudesȱofȱsupportȱforȱtheȱruleȱ
ofȱ law.ȱ Butȱ beforeȱ that,ȱ weȱ examineȱ theȱ socioȬ
economicȱ andȱ demographicȱ factorsȱ thatȱ lieȱ
behindȱtheȱsupportȱforȱtheȱruleȱofȱlaw.ȱAȱlogisticȱ
regressionȱ performedȱ onȱ theȱ Americasȱ
Barometerȱ 2008ȱ database5ȱ revealsȱ thatȱ gender,ȱ
age,ȱ wealthȱ andȱ educationȱ areȱ variablesȱ relatedȱ
toȱsupportȱforȱtheȱruleȱofȱlawȱ(seeȱFigureȱ2).ȱ6ȱ
Figure2.
DemographicandSocioeconomicDeterminantsof
SupportfortheRuleofLawinLatinAmerica,2008
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Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

FactorsȱAssociatedȱwithȱtheȱ
SupportȱforȱtheȱRuleȱofȱLawȱ
Whichȱ factorsȱ areȱ associatedȱ withȱ supportȱ forȱ
theȱ respectȱ ofȱ theȱ lawȱ inȱ Latinȱ America?ȱ ȱ Moreȱ
We are aware that the term “rule of law” entails more than
authorities observance of the law. Nevertheless, since this
behavior is an important component of the rule of law, we
will use here the term to abridge the text.
4 Non-response was 9.7% for this question for the sample as
a whole.
3

Inȱ Figureȱ 2,ȱ weȱ showȱ graphicallyȱ theȱ standarȬ
dizedȱ coefficientȱ ofȱ eachȱ variableȱ usingȱ aȱ dotȱ
aroundȱ theȱ verticalȱ “0”ȱ lineȱ (inȱ red).ȱ Ifȱ theȱ dotȱ

5ȱ Allȱ statisticalȱ analysesȱ reportedȱ inȱ thisȱ articleȱ wereȱ
conductedȱusingȱStataȱv10,ȱandȱtheyȱareȱadjustedȱtoȱconsiderȱ
theȱeffectsȱofȱcomplexȱsampleȱdesign.ȱȱ
6ȱTheȱanalysisȱincludesȱ“dummy”ȱvariablesȱforȱeachȱcountryȱ
includedȱinȱtheȱoverallȱsample,ȱusingȱUruguayȱasȱtheȱbaseȱ
category.ȱȱ
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fallsȱ toȱ theȱ rightȱ ofȱ theȱ “0”ȱ line,ȱ itȱ impliesȱ aȱ
positiveȱ impact,ȱ asȱ inȱ theȱ casesȱ ofȱ “Female”,ȱ
“Age”,ȱandȱtheȱ“Numberȱofȱchildren.”ȱIfȱtheȱdotȱ
fallsȱ intoȱ theȱ leftȱ zoneȱ ofȱ theȱ “0”ȱ axis,ȱ asȱ inȱ
“Wealth”ȱ andȱ “Secondaryȱ education”,ȱ itȱ meansȱ
aȱ negativeȱ impactȱ onȱ theȱ dependentȱ variableȱ
(supportȱ forȱ theȱ ruleȱ ofȱ law).ȱ ȱ Theȱ horizontalȱ
linesȱcrossingȱeachȱdotȱrepresentȱtheȱconfidenceȱ
intervals:ȱonlyȱwhenȱtheȱconfidenceȱintervalsȱdoȱ
notȱoverlapȱtheȱ“0”ȱaxisȱweȱcanȱsayȱtheȱvariableȱ
isȱstatisticallyȱsignificantȱ(p<ȱ.05).ȱ

Authorities should
respect the law

Figure3.
PercentageofPeopleWhoThinkAuthorities
ShouldRespecttheLawAccordingtoNumberof
Children,EducationLevel,andAge,inLatin
America,2008
68%

Inȱ otherȱ words,ȱ women—moreȱ frequentlyȱ thanȱ
men—tendȱ toȱ respondȱ thatȱ authoritiesȱ shouldȱ
respectȱ theȱ lawȱ whenȱ fightingȱ crime.ȱ Olderȱ
peopleȱandȱparentsȱwithȱchildrenȱareȱmoreȱlikelyȱ
toȱ supportȱ theȱ ideaȱ thatȱ authoritiesȱ shouldȱ
alwaysȱ respectȱ theȱ lawȱ thanȱ youngerȱ peopleȱ orȱ
personsȱ withȱ noȱ children.ȱ Andȱ peopleȱ withȱ
secondaryȱ educationȱ significantlyȱ tendȱ toȱ moreȱ
frequentlyȱ stateȱ thatȱ authoritiesȱ shouldȱ disreȬ
gardȱtheȱruleȱofȱlawȱinȱorderȱtoȱtackleȱcrime.7ȱȱ
Yet,ȱtheȱmostȱinterestingȱrelationshipsȱareȱfoundȱ
whenȱ regressingȱ citizens’ȱ opinionȱ thatȱ authoriȬ
tiesȱshouldȱrespectȱtheȱlawȱonȱvariablesȱsuchȱasȱ
supportȱforȱtheȱsystem,ȱpoliticalȱtolerance,ȱinterȬ
personalȱ trust,ȱ ideology,ȱ crimeȱ victimization,ȱ
perceptionȱofȱinsecurity,ȱandȱcorruptionȱvictimiȬ
zation.ȱȱ
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Figureȱ 4ȱ showsȱ that,ȱ holdingȱ otherȱ variablesȱ
constant,ȱ supportȱ forȱ theȱ ruleȱ ofȱ lawȱ increasesȱ
alongȱ withȱ supportȱ forȱ theȱ system,ȱ politicalȱ
tolerance,ȱ andȱ interpersonalȱ trust;ȱ whileȱ itȱ
decreasesȱ amongȱ peopleȱ whoȱ holdȱ rightistȱ
ideology8,ȱ whoȱ haveȱ beenȱ victimsȱ ofȱ crimeȱ andȱ

Age in Years
95% C.I. (Design Effect Included)
Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

ȱResultsȱinȱfiguresȱ3ȱandȱ5ȱshowȱonlyȱbivariateȱrelationships.ȱ
Theȱgraphsȱinȱtheseȱfiguresȱdoȱnotȱcontrolȱbyȱotherȱvariablesȱ
includedȱinȱtheȱregressionȱmodels.ȱȱ
8
Itȱ isȱ importantȱ toȱ note,ȱ however,ȱ thatȱ whenȱ includingȱ theȱ
variableȱ aboutȱ ideology,ȱ theȱ numberȱ ofȱ casesȱ inȱ theȱ
regressionȱdecreasesȱsignificantlyȱbecauseȱofȱtheȱhighȱrateȱofȱ
7

© 2008 -2009, Latin American Public Opinion Project, “Insights” Compilation – Volume I

101

corruption,ȱ andȱ whoȱ perceiveȱ highȱ levelsȱ ofȱ
insecurity.ȱȱȱ

Authorities should
respect the law

Figure5.
Percentage of People Who Think Authorities
Should Respect the Law According to
Interpersonal Trust, Perception ofInsecurity, and
CrimeVictimization,inLatinAmerica,2008
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figuresȱ 4ȱ andȱ 5)ȱ thatȱ interpersonalȱ trustȱ boostsȱ
theȱresponsesȱinȱfavorȱofȱsupportȱforȱtheȱruleȱofȱ
law.ȱ Suchȱ aȱ findingȱ suggestsȱ thatȱ trustȱ amongȱ
theȱ populationȱ notȱ onlyȱ helpsȱ toȱ strengthenȱ
communityȱbondsȱfundamentalȱforȱsocialȱcapitalȱ
butȱalsoȱprovidesȱsupportȱforȱtheȱruleȱofȱlaw.ȱȱȱ
Thereȱ are,ȱ onȱ theȱ otherȱ hand,ȱ aȱ numberȱ ofȱ
variablesȱthatȱimpactȱnegativelyȱsupportȱforȱtheȱ
ruleȱ ofȱ law.ȱ First,ȱ rightistȱ politicalȱ ideologyȱ
seemsȱ toȱ reduceȱ supportȱ forȱ theȱ observanceȱ ofȱ
law.ȱPeopleȱwhoȱleanȱtoȱtheȱrightȱinȱideologicalȱ
preferencesȱ tendedȱ toȱ agreeȱ thatȱ authoritiesȱ canȱ
actȱatȱtheȱmarginsȱofȱlegalityȱinȱorderȱtoȱcaptureȱ
criminals,ȱmoreȱthanȱthoseȱinȱtheȱcenterȱorȱleftȱofȱ
theȱ ideologicalȱ spectrum.ȱ Second,ȱ victims—
whetherȱofȱcorruptionȱorȱofȱcrime—ȱalsoȱtendedȱ
toȱ disregardȱ theȱ respectȱ ofȱ lawȱ byȱ authorities.ȱ
AmericasBarometerȱ 2008ȱ showsȱ thatȱ crimeȱ
victimizationȱ andȱ corruptionȱ victimizationȱ
erodeȱ supportȱ forȱ theȱ ruleȱ ofȱ lawȱ inȱ theȱ
Americas.ȱInȱtheȱcaseȱofȱcrimeȱvictimizationȱtheȱ
ideaȱ ofȱ authoritiesȱ respectingȱ theȱ ruleȱ ofȱ lawȱ
dropsȱ fromȱ 63.3%ȱ amongȱ noȬvictimsȱ toȱ 55.8%ȱ
amongȱ victims.ȱ Theseȱ resultsȱ suggestȱ thatȱ
countriesȱ withȱ highȱ levelsȱ ofȱ violenceȱ andȱ
corruptionȱ mayȱ alsoȱ faceȱ citizen’sȱ cynicismȱ
towardȱ laws,ȱ andȱ theirȱ authoritiesȱ mayȱ feelȱ
unboundȱbyȱlegalȱrestraintsȱinȱfightingȱcriminalȱ
violence.ȱȱ

10%
0

No
Yes
Crime Victimization
95% C.I. (Design Effect Included)
Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

Inȱ otherȱ words,ȱ theȱ moreȱ peopleȱ supportȱ theȱ
systemȱ asȱ aȱ whole,ȱ theȱ moreȱ likelyȱ theyȱ willȱ
demandȱ authoritiesȱ toȱ observeȱ theȱ lawȱ inȱ theȱ
fightȱ againstȱ delinquency.ȱ Likewise,ȱ theȱ moreȱ
tolerantȱpeopleȱareȱtheȱmoreȱsupportȱforȱtheȱruleȱ
ofȱ lawȱ theyȱ willȱ show.ȱ Dataȱ alsoȱ showȱ (seeȱ
“noȱ response”ȱ inȱ theȱ ideologyȱ questionȱ (24.7%).ȱ Yet,ȱ weȱ
decidedȱ toȱ keepȱ thisȱ variableȱ inȱ theȱ regressionȱ toȱ showȱ theȱ
importanceȱofȱpoliticalȱideologyȱonȱweighingȱtheȱimportanceȱ
ofȱtheȱruleȱofȱlaw.ȱȱ

Butȱ theȱ mostȱ significantȱ factorȱ underminingȱ
supportȱ forȱ theȱ ruleȱ ofȱ lawȱ acrossȱ theȱ Americasȱ
isȱ citizens’ȱ perceptionsȱ ofȱ insecurity.ȱ Asȱ shownȱ
inȱ Figureȱ 5,ȱ insofarȱ asȱ peopleȱ feelȱ insecureȱ inȱ
theirȱ neighborhood,ȱ supportȱ forȱ theȱ ruleȱ ofȱ lawȱ
plummetsȱ inȱ theȱ Americas.ȱ Insecurityȱ destroysȱ
confidenceȱ inȱ theȱ legalȱ proceduresȱ andȱ boostsȱ
attitudesȱthatȱsupportȱextralegalȱactivitiesȱinȱtheȱ
securityȱinstitutions.ȱȱȱ

PolicyȱandȱProgramȱImplicationsȱ
Howȱ doȱ weȱ reduceȱ supportȱ forȱ extralegalȱ
activitiesȱ inȱ theȱ institutionsȱ thatȱ provideȱ publicȱ
securityȱ andȱ superviseȱ order?ȱ Howȱ doȱ weȱ
ensureȱ thatȱ policemenȱ andȱ theȱ militaryȱ observeȱ
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theȱlawȱinȱtheȱfightȱagainstȱcrime?ȱThisȱreportȱofȱ
theȱ AmericasBarometerȱ Insightsȱ seriesȱ providesȱ
someȱ hintsȱ forȱ policyȬmakersȱ andȱ democratiȬ
zationȱprogramȱmanagersȱinterestedȱinȱreducingȱ
publicȱsupportȱattitudesȱforȱextralegalȱactionsȱinȱ
theȱpublicȱsphere.ȱȱ
First,ȱitȱisȱimportantȱtoȱdealȱwithȱperceptionsȱofȱ
insecurity.ȱ Insecurityȱ notȱ onlyȱ erodesȱ publicȱ
trust,ȱ itȱ alsoȱ erodesȱ supportȱ forȱ theȱ ruleȱ ofȱ law.ȱ
Althoughȱtheȱcontrolȱofȱperceptionsȱofȱinsecurityȱ
isȱalwaysȱaȱcomplexȱtask,ȱtheȱresultsȱshownȱhereȱ
suggestȱ thatȱ controllingȱ feelingsȱ ofȱ insecurityȱ
and—whatȱcriminologistsȱhaveȱtermed—“moralȱ
panic”ȱ isȱ anȱ importantȱ goalȱ inȱ theȱ constructionȱ
ofȱ theȱ ruleȱ ofȱ law.ȱ Ofȱ course,ȱ itȱ isȱ difficultȱ toȱ
reduceȱ insecurityȱ whenȱ crimeȱ isȱ rife,ȱ butȱ theȱ
literatureȱ hasȱ alsoȱ shownȱ thatȱ perceptionsȱ ofȱ
insecurityȱ doȱ notȱ alwaysȱ runȱ parallelȱ toȱ realȱ
crimeȱtrends.ȱOften,ȱpanicȱisȱsownȱbyȱtheȱmedia,ȱ
whichȱ buildȱ viewersȱ andȱ readersȱ byȱ followingȱ
theȱ maximum:ȱ “ifȱ itȱ bleedsȱ itȱ leads.”ȱ PolicyȬ
makersȱ couldȱ significantlyȱ advanceȱ theirȱ
agendasȱ inȱ theȱ strengtheningȱ ofȱ democraticȱ
securityȱ institutionsȱ byȱ findingȱ waysȱ toȱ
communicateȱ importantȱ factsȱ aboutȱ crime,ȱ andȱ
crimeȱprevention,ȱwhileȱalsoȱbeingȱvigilantȱwithȱ
respectȱ toȱ theȱ sensationalizationȱ ofȱ crimeȱ inȱ theȱ
mediaȱ inȱ orderȱ toȱ provideȱ aȱ moreȱ balancedȱ
perspectiveȱ thatȱ mightȱ thenȱ counterȱ suchȱ
sensationalizedȱ stories.ȱ Inȱ soȱ doing,ȱ theyȱ canȱ
contributeȱtoȱinstitutionalȱbuildingȱbyȱeducatingȱ
theȱ public,ȱ andȱ especiallyȱ theȱ media,ȱ aboutȱ theȱ
realȱ situationȱ ofȱ crimeȱ andȱ violenceȱ inȱ theȱ
country,ȱ bothȱ theȱ badȱ andȱ goodȱ sidesȱ ofȱ theȱ
issue.ȱAȱtrustedȱsystemȱofȱinformationȱthatȱfeedsȱ
responsibleȱmeasuresȱisȱfarȱbetterȱthanȱalarmingȱ
callsȱtoȱcrusades.ȱȱ
Scholarshipȱ acrossȱ severalȱ socialȱ scienceȱ fieldsȱ
suggestsȱ that,ȱ whileȱ individualsȱ mayȱ haveȱ aȱ
tendencyȱ toȱ expressȱ intoleranceȱ whenȱ responȬ
dingȱ toȱ threatȱ andȱ fear,ȱ theȱ encouragementȱ ofȱ
thoughtfulȱ reflectionȱ and/orȱ remindersȱ ofȱ coreȱ
democraticȱ valuesȱ canȱ counterȱ suchȱ tendenciesȱ
(seeȱ e.g.,ȱ Merollaȱ andȱ Zechmeisterȱ 2008).ȱ ȱ So,ȱ
whenȱ presentingȱ informationȱ aboutȱ rampantȱ
crime,ȱ itȱ isȱ beneficialȱ toȱ aȱ climateȱ ofȱ toleranceȱ

thatȱ elitesȱ notȱ onlyȱ presentȱ aȱ balancedȱ
perspective,ȱ butȱ alsoȱ remindȱ theȱ publicȱ aboutȱ
theȱ coreȱ democraticȱ valuesȱ thatȱ undergirdȱ
democraticȱpoliticalȱsystems.ȱ
Second,ȱ theȱ resultsȱ shownȱ hereȱ haveȱ alsoȱ
suggestedȱ theȱ importanceȱ ofȱ interpersonalȱ trustȱ
inȱ theȱ commitmentȱ toȱ legalȱ procedures.ȱ Aȱ
communityȱ thatȱ trustsȱ itself,ȱ thatȱ establishesȱ
strongȱ bondsȱ ofȱ constructiveȱ cooperation,ȱ isȱ aȱ
strongȱ promoterȱ ofȱ legalityȱ andȱ anȱ effectiveȱ
deterrentȱ ofȱ extralegalȱ activitiesȱ byȱ theȱ
authorities.ȱAsȱweȱhaveȱseenȱinȱpreviousȱInsightsȱ
reports,ȱ problemsȱ suchȱ asȱ policeȱ abuseȱ andȱ
corruptionȱ byȱ publicȱ officialsȱ areȱ stillȱ problemsȱ
thatȱpervadeȱsomeȱLatinȱAmericanȱcountries;ȱtheȱ
promotionȱ ofȱ interpersonalȱ trustȱ atȱ theȱ
communityȱ levelȱ couldȱ playȱ anȱ unexpectedȱ butȱ
constructiveȱroleȱinȱadvancingȱtheȱruleȱofȱlawȱinȱ
theȱAmericas.ȱMuchȱofȱtheȱprogrammingȱeffort,ȱ
beyondȱ thatȱ directedȱ atȱ theȱ media,ȱ needsȱ toȱ
focusȱ onȱ communitiesȱ andȱ theȱ wayȱ localȱ trustȱ
andȱaversionȱtoȱpanicȱcanȱbeȱestablished.ȱ
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Appendicesȱ
Tableȱ1.ȱ
SocioȬDemographicȱDeterminantsȱofȱȱ
SupportȱforȱtheȱRuleȱofȱLawȱinȱLatinȱAmerica,ȱ2008ȱ

PrimaryȱEducation
SecondaryȱEducation
HigherȱEducation
Femaleȱ
Ageȱ
Howȱmanyȱchildrenȱdoȱyouȱhave?ȱ
Wealth
SizeȱofȱCity/Townȱ
Mexicoȱ
Guatemalaȱ
ElȱSalvadorȱ
Honduras
Nicaragua
CostaȱRicaȱ
Panamaȱ
Colombiaȱ
Ecuadorȱ
Boliviaȱ
Peruȱ
Paraguayȱ
Chileȱ
Brazilȱ
Venezuelaȱ
Argentinaȱ
DominicanȱRepublicȱ
Haitiȱ
Jamaicaȱ
Belizeȱ
Constantȱ
Fȱ
ȱNumberȱofȱObs.ȱ
*ȱp<0.05

Authoritiesȱshouldȱrespectȱtheȱlawȱ
Coefficientsȱ
(t)ȱ
Ȭ0.055ȱ
(Ȭ1.82)ȱ
Ȭ0.134*ȱ
(Ȭ3.81)ȱ
Ȭ0.040ȱ
(Ȭ1.30)ȱ
0.031*ȱ
(2.51)ȱ
0.058*ȱ
(3.42)ȱ
0.071*ȱ
(4.11)ȱ
Ȭ0.041*ȱ
(Ȭ2.30)ȱ
0.000ȱ
(0.02)ȱ
0.162*ȱ
(7.14)ȱ
0.042*ȱ
(2.24)ȱ
0.034ȱ
(1.81)ȱ
Ȭ0.026ȱ
(Ȭ1.31)ȱ
Ȭ0.037ȱ
(Ȭ1.68)ȱ
0.052*ȱ
(2.67)ȱ
0.105*ȱ
(5.33)ȱ
0.119*ȱ
(5.95)ȱ
0.054*ȱ
(2.01)ȱ
0.118*ȱ
(4.42)ȱ
0.044*ȱ
(2.07)ȱ
0.006ȱ
(0.32)ȱ
0.011ȱ
(0.65)ȱ
0.172*ȱ
(7.29)ȱ
0.152*ȱ
(6.01)ȱ
0.111*ȱ
(5.00)ȱ
0.115*ȱ
(6.28)ȱ
0.238*ȱ
(8.21)ȱ
0.354*ȱ
(13.36)ȱ
0.170*ȱ
(9.13)ȱ
0.455*ȱ
(24.53)ȱ
26.59
32967
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Tableȱ2.ȱ
DeterminantsȱofȱSupportȱforȱtheȱRuleȱofȱLawȱinȱLatinȱAmerica,ȱ2008ȱ

CrimeȱVictimization
PerceptionȱofȱInsecurity
PercentȱofȱPopulationȱVictimizedȱbyȱCorruption
IdeologyȱScale
InterpersonalȱTrustȱ
Toleranceȱ
SystemȱSupportȱ
PrimaryȱEducation
SecondaryȱEducation
HigherȱEducation
Femaleȱ
Ageȱ
Howȱmanyȱchildrenȱdoȱyouȱhave?ȱ
Wealth
SizeȱofȱCity/Townȱ
Mexicoȱ
Guatemalaȱ
ElȱSalvadorȱ
Hondurasȱ
Nicaragua
CostaȱRicaȱ
Panamaȱ
Colombiaȱ
Ecuadorȱ
Boliviaȱ
Peruȱ
Paraguayȱ
Chileȱ
Brazilȱ
Venezuelaȱ
Argentinaȱ
DominicanȱRepublicȱ
Haitiȱ
Jamaicaȱ
Belizeȱ
Constantȱ
Fȱ
ȱNumberȱofȱObs.ȱ
*ȱp<0.05

Authoritiesȱshouldȱrespectȱtheȱlawȱ
Coefficientsȱ
(t)ȱ
Ȭ0.050*ȱ
(Ȭ3.50)ȱ
Ȭ0.159*ȱ
(Ȭ9.55)ȱ
Ȭ0.032*ȱ
(Ȭ2.08)ȱ
Ȭ0.069*ȱ
(Ȭ4.26)ȱ
0.035*ȱ
(2.00)ȱ
0.065*ȱ
(3.83)ȱ
0.106*ȱ
(5.63)ȱ
Ȭ0.057ȱ
(Ȭ1.51)ȱ
Ȭ0.145*ȱ
(Ȭ3.33)ȱ
Ȭ0.049ȱ
(Ȭ1.34)ȱ
0.047*ȱ
(3.18)ȱ
0.066*ȱ
(3.30)ȱ
0.059*ȱ
(2.82)ȱ
Ȭ0.036ȱ
(Ȭ1.79)ȱ
0.059*ȱ
(2.98)ȱ
0.165*ȱ
(7.10)ȱ
0.050*ȱ
(2.48)ȱ
0.054*ȱ
(2.81)ȱ
0.002ȱ
(0.07)ȱ
Ȭ0.029ȱ
(Ȭ1.32)ȱ
0.073*ȱ
(3.38)ȱ
0.111*ȱ
(5.29)ȱ
0.124*ȱ
(6.07)ȱ
0.136*ȱ
(5.02)ȱ
0.134*ȱ
(4.76)ȱ
0.083*ȱ
(3.64)ȱ
0.029ȱ
(1.44)ȱ
0.031ȱ
(1.69)ȱ
0.211*ȱ
(8.47)ȱ
0.187*ȱ
(6.64)ȱ
0.160*ȱ
(7.05)ȱ
0.127*ȱ
(6.47)ȱ
0.311*ȱ
(10.93)ȱ
0.371*ȱ
(13.35)ȱ
0.171*ȱ
(7.62)ȱ
0.462*ȱ
(23.28)ȱ
23.11
24710
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Participation in Meetings of
Political Parties
By Margarita Corral
Margarita.corral@vanderbilt.edu
Vanderbilt University

P

articipation in civil society organizations
is considered as a key ingredient for a
“healthy” democracy. It fosters bonds of
solidarity and cooperation among members and
therefore it influences variables relevant to the
functioning of democracy such as trust and
tolerance (Putnam 1993, 2000). Although
political parties are not civil society
organizations per se, they are core components of
any political system. Participation demonstrates
citizens’ engagement in and commitment to the
democratic “game.” As well, these institutions
theoretically could generate positive effects for
democracy in the same vein as civil society
participation more generally. As we saw in
previous Insights reports1, citizens in Latin
America are generally dissatisfied with political
parties: they show low levels of trust (I0802),
and do not consider that parties are listening to
the people (I0812). In this context of
dissatisfaction, to what degree do individuals
participate in these institutions? This report will
address this question as well as the
determinants of this kind of participation. We
again query the 2008 round of the Latin
* The Insights Series is co-edited by Professors Mitchell A.
Seligson and Elizabeth Zechmeister with administrative,
technical, and intellectual support from the LAPOP group at
Vanderbilt.
1 Prior issues in the Insights series can be found at:
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/studiesandpublications.
The data on which they are based can be found at
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/datasets

American Public Opinion Project (LAPOP)
surveys.2 In this survey 38,053 respondents
from 23 nations in North, Central, South
America and the Caribbean were asked the same
question:
CP13. Meetings of a political party or political
movement? Do you attend them at least once a
week, once or twice a month, once or twice a
year, or never?
These responses were then recoded on a 0-100
basis to conform to the LAPOP standard, which
facilitates comparability across questions and
survey waves.3 On this new scale 100 represents
the highest level of participation (at least once a
week) and 0 the lowest (never). Figure 1 shows
a strikingly low participation in meetings of
political parties. The level of participation falls
below 25 points in every country.
Figure 1.
Participation in Meetings of Political Parties in
the Americas, 2008
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2 Funding for the 2008 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), the Center for the Americas
(CFA), and Vanderbilt University.
3 Non-response was 1.66% for the sample as a whole.

© 2008 -2009, Latin American Public Opinion Project, “Insights” Compilation – Volume I

107

The Dominican Republic is the country that
displays the highest level of participation in
meetings of political parties, with a score above
20 points on our 0-100 scale. The difference
between this country and the rest is statistically
significant. Paraguay, Nicaragua, Jamaica and
Belize show levels around 10. At the other
extreme we find Brazil, Bolivia, Ecuador, and
Chile, where the average scores do not reach 5
points. One might suppose that participation
levels are highest in countries that held elections
in 2008, such as the Dominican Republic;
however, when we check levels of participation
in 2006, we find they are quite similar. Overall, it
is quite evident that citizens in the Americas do
not participate in meetings of political parties to
the same degree that they participate in other
civic groups.

Figure 2.
Socio-economic and Demographic Determinants
of Participation in Meetings of Political Parties in
Latin America and the Caribbean, 2008

Explaining Participation in
Meetings of Political Parties

Figure 2 shows the influence of these individuallevel
socio-economic
and
demographic
characteristics on participation in meetings of
political parties in Latin America and the
Caribbean. All five variables considered here are
statistically significant. This 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
predicted impact of that variable, falls to the
right of the vertical “0” line it implies a positive
relationship whereas when it falls to the left it
indicates a negative contribution. In this sense,
we see that people living in rural areas or small
towns tend to participate more than people
living in large cities, ceteris paribus. Men, also
holding constant the rest of variables, are more
participative. Participation is also higher among
the older and among people with fewer
economic resources. Education level is one of
the variables with the largest effects, having a
university education increases the frequency of
attending meetings of political parties.

What explains variation in participation in
meetings of political parties? We will focus on
the individual characteristics of respondents in
our surveys to answer this question.4 As a first
step we take into account the following socioeconomic and demographic characteristics:
education, gender, age, wealth, and city/town
size. In order to assess their influence on our
dependent variable, we employ linear
regression model.5 Given that citizens in the
United States and Canada have sharply higher
levels on socio-economic characteristics and
given our primary interest in Latin America and
the Caribbean, we exclude these countries from
the analysis.6

4

Multilevel analyses predicting levels of participation with
variables such as GDP, economic growth, and level of
democracy, did not yield significant results. It is possible
that the variation across countries displayed in Figure 1 is
explained by some other national-level political factors,
analysis that will be left for future research.
5
All statistical analyses in this paper were conducted using
STATA v10 and results were adjusted for the complex
sample designs employed.
6 To capture the variation across countries the model
included dummy variables for each country, using Uruguay
as the reference country.
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Although socioeconomic characteristics have a
statistically significant impact on this kind of
participation, we need to add more variables in
order to have a more reasonable and accurate
idea of the determinants of participation in
political parties. Theoretically, it is reasonable to
expect that citizens are more likely to participate
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in political party meetings the more they
approve of the political system, are otherwise
engaged in the political system, and/or have
grievances that the system might address. We
therefore run an analysis that contains variables
tapping these three types of motivating factors.
Figure 3 displays the results the new model7.
The effects of some of these new variables, such
as political interest and party identification, in
the model are larger when contrasted with those
we found for socioeconomic and demographic
variables. Furthermore, once we include these
variables, gender and size of town lose
significance.

Figure 3.
An Analysis of the Determinants of Participation
in Meetings of Political Parties in Latin America
and the Caribbean, 2008
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Some
scholarly
literature
has
linked
interpersonal trust to civic participation as two
elements that reinforce each other (Putnam
1993). However, Figure 3 shows that
interpersonal trust has no statistically significant
impact on participation in meetings of political
parties. This is in line with previous studies that
find a weak link between social trust and civic
participation in Latin America (Córdova 2008).

7 This analysis was carried out using a linear regression that
also included the socioeconomic and demographic variables
and the country dummies employed earlier. Figure 3
displays only the political variables. All the regressions
performed can be found in Table 1 in the appendix.

As we found in previous reports, citizens’
participation in different civic organizations,
such as participation in municipal meetings, is
related to crime and corruption victimization.
Those individuals who have been victimized by
corruption at least once in the last year are more
likely to participate in political party meetings.
In the same way, those who have been victims
of any crime are more likely to participate in
these meetings. One explanation for this
relationship is that those who have been
victimized search for solutions to these
problems through their participation in parties.
Theoretically, they may see these organizations
as places where they have the opportunity to
voice important concerns.
Interestingly, we find that political interest is the
variable with the largest effect. As we could
suppose, the probability of participating in
meetings of political parties increases as political
interest is greater. In the same line, people
identified with any political party tend to
participate more.
Furthermore, diffuse support for the political
system also has a statistically significant impact
on participation8. People who see the political
system as legitimate tend to participate more in
one of its basic organizations, political parties.
Finally, we included one variable related to the
performance of legislators. When citizens
consider that representatives satisfy their
demands and perform their duties well they are
more likely to participate in political party
meetings.

8 System Support Index is measured through the following
questions: B1. To what extent do you believe the courts in
(country) guarantee a fair trial? B.2 To what extent do you
respect the political institutions in (country)? B3. To what
degree do you believe that the citizen’s basic rights are
safeguarded by the political system in (country)? B4. To
what degree do you feel proud of living in the political
system in (country)? B6. To what degree do you think the
political system in (country) should be supported)?
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Policy and Program Implications
This new Insights series report shows how
citizen participation in political party meetings
in Latin America is rather low. These low levels
of involvement are even lower than levels of
participation in other civic organizations such as
municipal meetings as we saw in previous
reports. Furthermore, there is evidence
suggesting that these low levels of participation
are a consequence of general dissatisfaction with
political parties in the region. As we saw in a
previous Insights report, citizens in Latin
America show low levels of trust in parties
(I0802) and, further, they do not consider that
parties are listening to the people (I0812) .
How might participation in political party
meetings be improved? The AmericasBarometer
data suggest again that participation in political
parties depends on the extent to which citizens
are interested in politics, identify with political
parties, as well as the extent to which
representatives fulfill their functions and
perform their duties.
While we have not
examined the link here specifically, we might
anticipate that increasing trust in political
parties and representatives could lead to an
increase in participation in these organizations.
The more citizens perceive the party system as
legitimate and efficacious with respect to
satisfying their needs, the more likely they may
be to participate in this form of civic activity. As
Seligson and Booth (2005) found for the case of
Costa Rica, political legitimacy leads to
involvement in political parties activities.

parties and their functions exists that can be
built upon.
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We also see that participation in political
organizations is related to having been a victim
of crime or corruption. These findings could be
suggesting that individuals participate as a
desire to be heard and to find a response to
these problems. While the circumstances
compelling them to participate is negative,
there may be a silver lining if victimization is
motivating participation, which is that
individuals retain some level of belief that
political parties can provide positive solutions to
important problems in their lives. This would
imply a baseline level of respect for political
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Appendix: Determinants of Participation in Meetings of Political Parties
Regression I
Regression II
Coefficient.
t
Coefficient.
t
Primary Education
0.032*
(2.41)
0.022
(1.39)
Secondary Education
0.082*
(5.44)
0.046*
(2.93)
University Education
0.115*
(8.59)
-0.031*
(-5.05)
Female
-0.063*
(-10.61)
0.003
(0.37)
Age
0.024*
(3.84)
-0.044*
(-4.57)
Wealth
-0.026*
(-2.85)
-0.056*
(-7.09)
Size of City/Town
-0.057*
(-7.32)
0.022
(1.39)
Corruption
0.063*
(7.81)
Victimization
Crime Victimization
0.026*
(3.87)
Political Interest
0.198*
(23.76)
Party Identification
0.131*
(17.35)
System Support
0.038*
(4.92)
Performance of
0.024*
(3.06)
Legislators
Interpersonal Trust
-0.007
(-1.05)
Mexico
-0.007
(-0.94)
0.005
(0.74)
Guatemala
-0.010
(-1.33)
0.021*
(2.87)
El Salvador
0.006
(0.79)
0.016*
(2.22)
Honduras
0.012
(1.49)
0.022*
(2.63)
Nicaragua
0.035*
(3.32)
0.058*
(5.74)
Costa Rica
-0.020*
(-2.61)
0.010
(1.31)
Panama
0.007
(0.69)
0.037*
(4.37)
Colombia
0.006
(0.66)
0.021*
(2.71)
Ecuador
-0.056*
(-6.04)
-0.002
(-0.30)
Bolivia
-0.057*
(-6.30)
-0.036*
(-4.48)
Peru
-0.029*
(-3.88)
0.004
(0.55)
Paraguay
0.035*
(4.20)
0.045*
(5.96)
Chile
-0.052*
(-8.05)
-0.008
(-1.37)
Brazil
-0.021*
(-3.01)
0.008
(1.16)
Venezuela
-0.004
(-0.43)
0.016
(1.72)
Argentina
0.007
(0.73)
0.021*
(2.54)
Dominican Republic
0.176*
(11.55)
0.164*
(11.90)
Haiti
0.006
(0.62)
0.022*
(2.45)
Jamaica
0.019
(1.74)
0.011
(1.19)
Belize
0.033*
(3.55)
0.054*
(5.64)
Constant
-0.004
(-0.58)
-0.008
(-1.06)
R-Squared
0.057
0.139
Number of Obs.
33389
29114
* p<0.05
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hardlyȱ anyoneȱ predictedȱ theȱ fallȱ ofȱ theȱ Berlinȱ
wallȱ orȱ theȱ breakupȱ ofȱ theȱ Sovietȱ Union,ȱ andȱ
Wallȱ Streetȱ “experts”ȱ areȱ infamousȱ forȱ theirȱ
abilityȱ toȱ “predict”ȱ twoȱ outȱ ofȱ theȱ lastȱ fiveȱ
downturns.ȱIndeed,ȱexpertȱpredictionsȱareȱmoreȱ
oftenȱ wrongȱ thanȱ right,ȱ asȱ aȱ recentȱ
comprehensiveȱ studyȱ onȱ theȱ subjectȱ revealsȱ
(Tetlockȱ2005).ȱ

AmericasBarometer Insights: 2009
1R * Special Report on Honduras

Predicting Coups?
Democratic
Vulnerabilities, The
AmericasBarometer and
The 2009 Honduran Crisis
By Mitchell A. Seligson
m.seligson@vanderbilt.edu
Vanderbilt University
and John A. Booth
booth@unt.edu
University of North Texas

L

ongȱrangeȱweatherȱforecastingȱisȱprobablyȱ
littleȱ moreȱ accurateȱ todayȱ thanȱ itȱ wasȱ inȱ
theȱ heydayȱ ofȱ theȱ Farmer’sȱ Almanac.ȱ
Meteorologistsȱ todayȱ canȱ certainlyȱ tellȱ farmersȱ
withȱ aȱ highȱ degreeȱ ofȱ certaintyȱ whetherȱ itȱ willȱ
rainȱ tomorrow,ȱ butȱ theyȱ areȱ farȱ lessȱ confidentȱ
aboutȱtheȱprospectsȱforȱrainȱnextȱweek,ȱandȱhaveȱ
almostȱnoȱabilityȱtoȱpredictȱnextȱmonth,ȱletȱaloneȱ
nextȱyear.ȱWeatherȱforecastersȱcanȱtellȱveryȱwellȱ
whetherȱ theȱ conditionsȱ areȱ ripeȱ forȱ
thunderstormsȱ orȱ tornadoes,ȱ butȱ theyȱ cannotȱ
specifyȱ whichȱ townsȱ orȱ areasȱ willȱ getȱ rainȱ orȱ
sufferȱ tornadicȱ winds,ȱ orȱ whatȱ hourȱ theȱ stormsȱ
willȱcome.ȱSocialȱscientistsȱareȱinȱtheȱsameȱboat;ȱ
* The Insights Series is co-edited by Professors Mitchell A.
Seligson and Elizabeth Zechmeister with administrative,
technical, and intellectual support from the LAPOP group at
Vanderbilt. The opinions expressed in this study are those of
the authors and do not necessarily reflect those of USAID.
We thank Susan Berk-Seligson for her comments on an
earlier draft of this paper.

Whileȱsuccessfulȱpredictionsȱofȱspecificȱeventsȱinȱ
theȱ distantȱ futureȱ (e.g.,ȱ rainȱ aȱ yearȱ fromȱ now,ȱ aȱ
riot)ȱ areȱ mostȱ likelyȱ beyondȱ ourȱ scientificȱ
abilitiesȱforȱtheȱforeseeableȱfuture,ȱthereȱisȱsomeȱ
hopeȱthatȱpoliticalȱscientistsȱmayȱwellȱbeȱableȱtoȱ
detectȱ weaknesses,ȱ orȱ vulnerabilitiesȱ ofȱ
countriesȱ toȱ systemȬchallengingȱ forces.ȱ ȱ Inȱ thisȱ
specialȱInsightsȱpaper,ȱweȱlookȱforȱsignsȱofȱsuchȱ
vulnerabilities,ȱ drawingȱ onȱ theȱ LAPOPȱ
AmericasBarometerȱdataȱforȱHonduras.ȱȱȱȱ
Theȱ events,ȱ whichȱ areȱ stillȱ unfoldingȱ asȱ thisȱ
paperȱ isȱ beingȱ written,ȱ areȱ punctuatedȱ byȱ theȱ
oustingȱ andȱ exileȱ ofȱ electedȱ Presidentȱ Manuelȱ
Zelayaȱ Rosalesȱ byȱ theȱ Honduranȱ military.ȱ Aȱ
nonȬbindingȱ plebiscite,ȱ orȱ poll,ȱ hadȱ beenȱ calledȱ
byȱ Zelayaȱ toȱ determineȱ popularȱ supportȱ forȱ aȱ
nationalȱ constituentȱ assemblyȱ toȱ reformȱ theȱ
constitution.ȱ ȱ Opponentsȱ suspectedȱ thatȱ theȱ
plebisciteȱwouldȱsomehowȱbeȱusedȱtoȱeventuallyȱ
overrideȱ theȱ constitutionalȱ prohibitionȱ againstȱ
presidentialȱsuccession,ȱthusȱpavingȱtheȱwayȱforȱ
anȱ eventualȱ reelectionȱ ofȱ Zelaya.ȱ ȱ Formalȱ
oppositionȱ toȱ thisȱ pollȱ wasȱ renderedȱ byȱ theȱ
Honduranȱ Attorneyȱ General,ȱ theȱ Honduranȱ
Supremeȱ Electoralȱ Tribunal,ȱ theȱ Honduranȱ
Supremeȱ Court,ȱandȱ theȱNationalȱ Congress,ȱ theȱ
latterȱ havingȱ passedȱ aȱ lawȱ prohibitingȱ suchȱ
plebiscitesȱ withinȱ 180ȱ daysȱ priorȱ toȱ nationalȱ
elections,ȱwhichȱhadȱalreadyȱbeenȱscheduledȱforȱ
Novemberȱ29,ȱ2009.ȱZelayaȱrejectedȱeachȱofȱtheseȱ
barriersȱtoȱtheȱplebisciteȱandȱpushedȱtheȱmilitaryȱ
toȱ carryȱ itȱ out.ȱ Whenȱ theȱ militaryȱ refused,ȱ
Zelayaȱ firedȱ theȱ headȱ ofȱ theȱ military,ȱ whoȱ wasȱ
subsequentlyȱ reinstatedȱ byȱ theȱ Supremeȱ Court.ȱ
Theȱ Attorneyȱ Generalȱ andȱ laterȱ theȱ Supremeȱ
Courtȱ issuedȱ aȱ warrantȱ forȱ Zelaya’sȱ arrest.ȱ
Soldiersȱ detainedȱ himȱ inȱ theȱ earlyȱ morningȱ
hoursȱ ofȱ Juneȱ 28,ȱ 2009ȱ andȱ unconstitutionallyȱ
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exiledȱ himȱ toȱ Costaȱ Rica.ȱ Internationalȱ actorsȱ
widelyȱ criticizedȱ theȱ arrestȱ andȱ exilingȱ ofȱ
Zelaya.ȱ Asȱ conflictȱ betweenȱ theȱ hisȱ supportersȱ
andȱ opponentsȱ spreadȱ intoȱ theȱ streets,ȱ
mediationȱ effortsȱ beganȱ underȱ theȱ auspicesȱ ofȱ
Nobelȱ Peaceȱ laureateȱ Presidentȱ Oscarȱ Ariasȱ ofȱ
CostaȱRica.ȱȱ
Predictionȱ ofȱ suchȱ events,ȱ andȱ theȱ abilityȱ toȱ
accuratelyȱ guessȱ theirȱ eventualȱ outcomeȱ isȱ
certainlyȱ beyondȱ ourȱ socialȱ scientificȱ abilities.ȱȱ
Yet,ȱ thereȱ isȱ strongȱ evidenceȱ inȱ theȱ
AmericasBarometerȱ surveysȱ carriedȱ outȱ byȱ theȱ
LatinȱAmericanȱPublicȱOpinionȱProjectȱ(LAPOP)ȱȱ
thatȱ Hondurasȱ hasȱ beenȱ ȱ unusuallyȱ vulnerableȱ
toȱpoliticalȱinstability.1ȱȱȱȱȱȱ

LongȬTermȱViewsȱofȱSymptomsȱofȱ
Instability:ȱtheȱ2004ȱ
AmericasBarometerȱSurveyȱ
Aȱ lookȱ backȱ atȱ theȱ firstȱ ofȱ theȱ
AmericasBarometerȱsurveys,ȱcarriedȱoutȱinȱ2004,ȱ
isȱ instructive.ȱ Inȱ aȱ recentȱCambridgeȱ Universityȱ
Pressȱ book,ȱ publishedȱ onlyȱ monthsȱ beforeȱ theȱ
Juneȱ events,ȱ theȱ authorsȱ ofȱ thisȱ Insightsȱ studyȱ
foundȱ seriousȱ warningȱ signsȱ ofȱ politicalȱ
instabilityȱ (Boothȱ andȱ Seligsonȱ 2009).ȱ ȱ Inȱ theȱ
book,ȱ Boothȱ andȱ Seligsonȱ pursuedȱ theȱ recentȱ
growthȱ inȱ interestȱ inȱ theȱ empiricalȱ examinationȱ
ofȱ theȱ conceptȱ ofȱ politicalȱ legitimacyȱ (see,ȱ forȱ
example,ȱGilleyȱ2009),ȱaȱconceptȱwidelyȱusedȱinȱ
politicalȱ scienceȱ sinceȱ itsȱ “invention”ȱ byȱ Maxȱ
Weber’sȱclassicȱ1919ȱlectureȱ(Weberȱ1965).ȱTheyȱ
arguedȱ thatȱ democraticȱ politicalȱ stabilityȱ
dependsȱ heavilyȱ onȱ politicalȱ legitimacyȱ asȱ
perceivedȱ byȱ citizens.ȱ ȱ Onlyȱ onȱ rareȱ occasionsȱ
doesȱ theȱ massȱ publicȱ engageȱ itselfȱ inȱ theȱ
overthrowȱofȱdemocracies.ȱMostȱsuchȱeventsȱareȱ
carriedȱ outȱ byȱ elitesȱ (Bermeoȱ 2003).ȱ ȱ Yetȱ elitesȱ

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

areȱ awareȱ ofȱ theȱ climateȱ ofȱ politicalȱ attitudesȱ
heldȱ byȱ massesȱ andȱ thusȱ elitesȱ canȱ oftenȱ
perceiveȱ theȱ degreesȱ ofȱ freedomȱ withinȱ whichȱ
theyȱcanȱact.ȱȱThus,ȱwhileȱitȱisȱinconceivableȱthatȱ
theȱ Canadianȱ militaryȱ wouldȱ detainȱ andȱ exileȱ
theȱprimeȱministerȱofȱhisȱcountry,ȱsuchȱanȱactionȱ
inȱ Hondurasȱ wasȱ carriedȱ outȱ inȱ aȱ farȱ moreȱ
permissiveȱatmosphere.ȱȱȱ
Boothȱ andȱ Seligson,ȱ usingȱ theȱ 2004ȱ
AmericasBarometerȱ data,ȱ foundȱ thatȱ politicalȱ
legitimacyȱ inȱ Hondurasȱ wasȱ veryȱ thin.ȱȱ
Specifically,ȱ theyȱ createdȱanȱ indexȱ basedȱ onȱ theȱ
ratioȱ ofȱ citizensȱ whoȱ were,ȱ inȱ Boothȱ andȱ
Seligson’sȱ terms,ȱ “triplyȱ dissatisfied”ȱ asȱ aȱ
percentȱ ofȱ allȱ votingȱ agedȱ citizensȱ versusȱ thoseȱ
whoȱ wereȱ “triplyȱ satisfied.”ȱ Inȱ essence,ȱ theyȱ
isolatedȱcitizensȱwhoȱwereȱeitherȱaboveȱmeanȱonȱ
allȱ threeȱ dimensionsȱ orȱ belowȱ theȱ scaleȱ meansȱ
onȱ allȱ ofȱ threeȱ keyȱ dimensionsȱ ofȱ legitimacy:ȱ
supportȱ forȱ democracy,ȱ supportȱ forȱ nationalȱ
institutions,ȱandȱevaluationȱofȱtheȱgovernment’sȱ
economicȱperformance.ȱȱWhatȱtheyȱfoundȱisȱthatȱ
whileȱ thatȱ ratioȱ wasȱ onlyȱ .08ȱ inȱ Costaȱ Rica,ȱ theȱ
mostȱdemocraticallyȱstableȱcountryȱinȱtheȱseries,ȱȱ
itȱwasȱ1.57ȱinȱHonduras,ȱoverȱ19ȱtimesȱtheȱlevelȱ
ofȱCostaȱRicaȱ(seeȱTableȱ1).ȱȱTheyȱconcludedȱthatȱ
Hondurasȱ wasȱ aȱ caseȱ thatȱ demonstratedȱ
“greaterȱ riskȱ forȱ unrest,ȱ politicalȱ turmoil,ȱ andȱ
supportȱ forȱ antidemocraticȱ regimesȱ thanȱ [did]ȱ
theȱ otherȱ countriesȱ basedȱ onȱ thisȱ indicator”ȱ
(Boothȱ andȱ Seligsonȱ 2009ȱ 148).ȱ Theȱ studyȱ alsoȱ
foundȱ thatȱ theȱ preferenceȱ forȱ electoralȱ
democracyȱoverȱunelectedȱstrongmenȱwasȱlowerȱ
inȱ Hondurasȱ thanȱ inȱ anyȱ ofȱ theȱ otherȱ countriesȱ
inȱtheȱsampleȱ(BoothȱandȱSeligsonȱ2009ȱ204).ȱȱInȱ
addition,ȱ supportȱ forȱ “confrontationalȱ tactics”ȱ
wasȱhigherȱinȱHondurasȱthanȱinȱanyȱofȱtheȱotherȱ
countriesȱ(BoothȱandȱSeligsonȱ2009ȱ190).ȱ
Theȱ finalȱ pieceȱ ofȱ evidenceȱ fromȱ theȱ 2004ȱ
AmericasBarometerȱ isȱ especiallyȱ relevant.ȱȱ
Boothȱ andȱ Seligsonȱ (2009ȱ 186)ȱ foundȱ thatȱ
justificationȱ forȱ aȱ militaryȱ coupȱ inȱ Hondurasȱ inȱ
2004ȱ wasȱ higherȱ thanȱ inȱ anyȱ otherȱ countryȱ
studied;ȱ 56.2%ȱ ofȱ theȱ votingȱ agedȱ populationȱ
wouldȱhaveȱjustifiedȱaȱcoup.ȱ
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Tableȱ1.ȱRatioȱofȱTriplyȱDissatisfiedȱtoȱTriplyȱ
Satisfiedȱ Citizens,ȱ Eightȱ Latinȱ Americanȱ
Countriesȱ
2004*ȱ
2008**ȱ
Hondurasȱ
1.57ȱ
6.17ȱ
Guatemalaȱ
1.37ȱ
3.23ȱ
Nicaraguaȱ
.53ȱ
1.12ȱ
Mexicoȱ
.38ȱ
.59ȱ
Colombiaȱ
.26ȱ
.22ȱ
ElȱSalvadorȱ
.21ȱ
1.39ȱ
Panamaȱ
.11ȱ
1.67ȱ
CostaȱRicaȱ
.08ȱ
.18ȱ
* Calculatedȱ fromȱ Boothȱ andȱ Seligsonȱ (2009),
Tableȱ8.2ȱ(orderedȱbyȱ2004ȱresults).
**CalculatedȱfromȱLAPOPȱ2008ȱsurvey.

RecentȱEvidenceȱfromȱtheȱ
AmericasBarometerȱ
Inȱ 2008,ȱ theȱ AmericasBarometerȱ coveredȱ 24ȱ
countriesȱ andȱ includedȱ overȱ 40,000ȱ interviews.ȱ
Toȱ assessȱ theȱ potentialȱ forȱ politicalȱ instability,ȱ
theȱ ratioȱ ofȱ triplyȱ dissatisfiedȱ toȱ triplyȱ satisfiedȱ
citizensȱ wasȱ calculatedȱ asȱ wasȱ doneȱ forȱ 2004.ȱȱ
Tableȱ 1ȱ showsȱ thatȱ inȱ 2008,ȱ theȱ ratioȱ ofȱ triplyȱ
dissatisfiedȱ toȱ triplyȱ satisfiedȱ citizensȱ hadȱ
increasedȱ inȱ sevenȱ ofȱ theȱ eightȱ nationsȱ coveredȱ
inȱtheȱBoothȱandȱSeligsonȱstudyȱ(Colombiaȱwasȱ
theȱ exception).ȱ Inȱ theȱ caseȱ ofȱ Honduras,ȱ
however,ȱtheȱincreaseȱwasȱhuge;ȱoverȱfourȱyearsȱ
betweenȱ2004ȱandȱ2008,ȱtheȱtriplyȱdissatisfiedȱtoȱ
triplyȱ satisfiedȱ ratioȱ roseȱ veryȱ sharplyȱ andȱ toȱ aȱ
veryȱhighȱlevel,ȱfromȱ1.57ȱtoȱ6.17.ȱFollowingȱtheȱ
logicȱ ofȱ thisȱ index,ȱ theȱ resultsȱ clearlyȱ indicateȱ aȱ
substantiallyȱ increasedȱ riskȱ ofȱ instability.2ȱȱ
Again,ȱ theȱ indexȱ doesȱ notȱ predictȱ theȱ specificȱ
eventsȱ thatȱ occurredȱ inȱ Juneȱ 2009ȱ inȱ Honduras,ȱ
butȱ itȱ doesȱ suggestȱ aȱ climateȱ vulnerableȱ toȱ
democraticȱbreakdown.ȱ

2

Other countries in which in 2008 the ratio increased into the
+1.00 range, indicating many more triply dissatisfied than triply
satisfied citizens, were Guatemala, El Salvador, Nicaragua, and
Panama. The latter three in 2004 had more triply satisfied than
triply dissatisfied citizens (i.e. ratios below 1.00). This 2004 to
2008 shift suggests an increased potential for unrest in several
countries.

Booth,ȱWadeȱandȱWalkerȱ(2010ȱforthcoming),ȱinȱ
theirȱ forthcomingȱ fifthȱ editionȱ ofȱ Understandingȱ
CentralȱAmerica,ȱcompareȱtheȱattitudesȱofȱCentralȱ
Americansȱinȱ2008ȱandȱfindȱHonduransȱtoȱhaveȱ
theȱ highestȱ levelȱ ofȱ supportȱ forȱ aȱ militaryȱ coupȱ
(48%),ȱ andȱ theȱ highestȱ levelȱ ofȱ agreementȱ thatȱ
theȱcountryȱneedsȱ“aȱstrongȱleaderȱwhoȱdoesȱnotȱ
needȱtoȱbeȱelected”ȱ(39%ȱȬȬȱmoreȱthanȱdoubleȱtheȱ
supportȱ forȱ thisȱ propositionȱ amongȱ citizensȱ ofȱ
theȱ fourȱ otherȱ Centralȱ Americanȱ countries).ȱ
Honduransȱ alsoȱ byȱ farȱ expressedȱ theȱ highestȱ
supportȱ bothȱ forȱ confrontationalȱ politicalȱ
methods,ȱsuchȱasȱdemonstrationsȱandȱoccupyingȱ
buildings,ȱ andȱ forȱ violentȱ rebellionȱ againstȱ anȱ
electedȱ governmentȱ (Booth,ȱ Wadeȱ andȱ Walkerȱ
(2010ȱforthcomingȱTableȱ9.2).ȱȱHondurasȱinȱ2008ȱ
hadȱ aȱ veryȱ largeȱ proportionȱ (30.1%)ȱ ofȱ citizensȱ
whoȱ simultaneouslyȱ wereȱ antidemocraticȱ andȱ
dissatisfiedȱwithȱinstitutionsȱandȱwhoȱwereȱalsoȱ
dissatisfiedȱ withȱ theȱ government’sȱ economicȱ
performance.ȱ Thisȱ contrastedȱ withȱ onlyȱ 4.9%ȱ
whoȱ wereȱ triplyȱ satisfiedȱ onȱ thoseȱ sameȱ
grounds.ȱȱ

HondurasȱinȱaȱLatinȱAmericanȱ
andȱCaribbeanȬwideȱComparativeȱ
Contextȱ
Inȱ orderȱ toȱ placeȱ theseȱ resultsȱ inȱ theȱ broaderȱ
contextȱofȱLatinȱAmericaȱandȱtheȱCaribbean,ȱweȱ
haveȱ calculatedȱ theȱ meanȱ scoreȱ ofȱ eachȱ countryȱ
onȱ aȱ scaleȱ ofȱ tripleȱ dis/satisfactionȱ (0=triplyȱ
satisfied,ȱ 1=mixedȱ values,ȱ 2=triplyȱ dissatisfied).ȱ
Thisȱ measureȱ isȱ constructedȱ byȱ assigningȱ aȱ
performanceȱ scoreȱ ofȱ 2,ȱ toȱ allȱ ofȱ thoseȱ
simultaneouslyȱ scoringȱ belowȱ orȱ ofȱ zeroȱ toȱ allȱ
thoseȱ atȱ theȱ sameȱ timeȱ scoringȱ aboveȱ theȱ scaleȱ
midpointȱ onȱ allȱ threeȱ measures:ȱ ȱ supportȱ forȱ
democraticȱprinciples,ȱinstitutionalȱsupport,ȱandȱ
evaluationȱ
ofȱ
governmentȱ
economicȱ
performance.ȱThoseȱwithȱmixedȱviewsȱreceiveȱaȱ
scoreȱ ofȱ 1.ȱ Figureȱ 1ȱ presentsȱ theȱ meanȱ scoreȱ byȱ
country.ȱ Thereȱ weȱ seeȱ thatȱ Hondurasȱ hasȱ theȱ
highestȱ tripleȱ dissatisfactionȱ meanȱ ofȱ anyȱ
country,ȱ confirmingȱ whatȱ weȱ haveȱ alreadyȱ
demonstratedȱinȱaȱnarrowerȱregionalȱcontext.ȱȱ
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Ourȱ tripleȱ dis/satisfactionȱ measureȱ allowsȱ usȱ toȱ
identifyȱ countriesȱ withȱ largerȱ proportionsȱ ofȱ
antidemocratic,ȱ institutionallyȱ disloyal,ȱ andȱ
economicȱ performanceȬfrustratedȱ populations.ȱ
Assumingȱ thatȱ theseȱ attitudesȱ affectȱ theȱ
potentialȱ forȱ politicalȱ stability,ȱ weȱ mayȱ
extrapolateȱ fromȱ theȱ evidenceȱ inȱ Figureȱ 1ȱ toȱ
identifyȱ otherȱ countriesȱ thatȱ mayȱ beȱ atȱ greaterȱ
riskȱ forȱ politicalȱ instability.ȱ Haitiȱ isȱ closeȱ toȱ
Hondurasȱ inȱ theȱ highȱ proportionȱ ofȱ triplyȱ
dissatisfiedȱ citizens.ȱ Guatemala,ȱ Peruȱ andȱ
Ecuadorȱ alsoȱ haveȱ relativelyȱ highȱ tripleȱ
dissatisfactionȱ
scoresȱ
inȱ
theȱ
2008ȱ
AmericasBarometerȱ survey.ȱ ȱ Inȱ contrast,ȱ basedȱ
onȱ theirȱ highȱ ratiosȱ ofȱ triplyȱ satisfiedȱ toȱ triplyȱ
dissatisfiedȱcitizens,ȱtheȱcountriesȱthatȱappearȱtoȱ
beȱ theȱ leastȱ atȱ riskȱ areȱ Uruguay,ȱ Colombia,ȱ
CostaȱRica,ȱandȱtheȱDominicanȱRepublic.

Conclusionsȱ
Weȱ doȱ notȱ claimȱ thatȱ ourȱ publicȱ opinionȱ dataȱ
canȱpredictȱcoupsȱd’ȱetat.ȱCoupsȱinȱdemocraciesȱ
areȱ attacksȱ onȱ theȱ institutionalȱ orderȱ mountedȱ
byȱ smallȱ groups,ȱusuallyȱinvolvingȱ conspiraciesȱ
amongȱ tinyȱ numbersȱ ofȱ antidemocraticȱ elites.ȱ
Nonetheless,ȱ asȱ weȱ haveȱ notedȱ andȱ arguedȱ
elsewhereȱ (Boothȱ andȱ Seligsonȱ 2009,ȱ Boothȱ
Wadeȱ andȱ Walkerȱ 2010ȱ forthcoming),ȱ havingȱ
largeȱ populationsȱ ofȱ disgruntledȱ citizensȱ mayȱ
encourageȱ elitesȱ toȱ riskȱ antidemocraticȱ
adventures.ȱȱ
Howȱ mightȱ thisȱ comeȱ about?ȱ Opinionȱ pollsȱ
throughoutȱ Latinȱ Americaȱ regularlyȱ reportȱ
levelsȱ ofȱ publicȱ dis/satisfactionȱ withȱ theȱ
performanceȱ ofȱ governmentȱ andȱ theȱ economy.ȱȱ
Elitesȱ byȱ virtueȱ ofȱ theirȱ socialȱ positionsȱ atȱ theȱ
topȱ ofȱ keyȱ politicalȱ andȱ economicȱ institutionsȱ
haveȱ other,ȱ informalȱ channelsȱ ofȱinformationȱasȱ
well.ȱ Thusȱ extensiveȱ publicȱ dissatisfactionȱ mayȱ
allowȱ elitesȱ whoȱ areȱ weaklyȱ committedȱ toȱ
democraticȱrulesȱofȱtheȱgameȱinȱtheȱfirstȱplaceȱtoȱ
estimateȱhowȱmuchȱpublicȱresistanceȱorȱsupportȱ
theyȱ mightȱ faceȱ shouldȱ theyȱ violateȱ theȱ
institutionalȱ order.ȱ ȱ Againstȱ aȱ publicȱ opinionȱ

backgroundȱ ofȱ multipleȱ disgruntlementsȱ andȱ
lowȱ consolidationȱ ofȱ democraticȱ norms,ȱ specificȱ
catalyticȱeventsȱ–ȱunknowableȱtoȱpublicȱopinionȱ
researchersȱ butȱ moreȱ evidentȱ toȱ closeȱ observersȱ
ofȱindividualȱpolitiesȱ—ȱcouldȱprovideȱaȱtriggerȱ
andȱ anȱ excuseȱ forȱ antidemocraticȱ actionsȱ byȱ
elites.ȱ Forȱ example,ȱ Manuelȱ Zelayaȱ insistedȱ onȱ
conductingȱ aȱ plebisciteȱ toȱ gaugeȱ popularȱ
supportȱ forȱ aȱ prospectiveȱ constituentȱ assembly,ȱ
despiteȱlegislativeȱeffortsȱandȱrulingsȱfromȱotherȱ
partsȱofȱtheȱHonduranȱgovernment.ȱConfrontingȱ
theseȱ obstacles,ȱ Zelayaȱ triedȱ toȱ forceȱ theȱ voteȱ
andȱthenȱtoȱcashierȱtheȱheadȱofȱtheȱmilitary.ȱTheȱ
actionȱ wasȱ ruledȱ illegal.ȱ Awareȱ ofȱ dividedȱ
publicȱsupportȱforȱZelayaȱandȱabsentȱanyȱformalȱ
mechanismȱforȱimpeachmentȱandȱremovalȱofȱtheȱ
presidentȱinȱtheȱHonduranȱconstitution,ȱZelaya’sȱ
eliteȱ criticsȱ andȱ enemiesȱ inȱ keyȱ governmentȱ
positionsȱ (Congress,ȱ theȱ Supremeȱ Court,ȱ theȱ
Armedȱ Forcesȱ leadership)ȱ movedȱ toȱ oustȱ himȱ
andȱ justifiedȱ theirȱ ownȱ unconstitutionalȱ actionsȱ
byȱclaimingȱthatȱtheȱcrisisȱhadȱbeenȱprovokedȱbyȱ
hisȱunconstitutionalȱactions.ȱ
Ourȱ publicȱ opinionȱ dataȱ didȱ notȱ predictȱ theȱ
Honduranȱdemocraticȱbreakdownȱofȱ2009.ȱTheyȱ
did,ȱ however,ȱ identifyȱ Hondurasȱ asȱ theȱ singleȱ
caseȱ inȱ Latinȱ Americaȱ withȱ theȱ highestȱ levelȱ ofȱ
triplyȱ dissatisfiedȱ citizens,ȱ withȱ relativelyȱ lowȱ
supportȱ forȱ democracyȱ andȱ withȱ highȱ supportȱ
forȱcoups,ȱconfrontationalȱpoliticalȱmethods,ȱandȱ
rebellion.ȱ ȱ Againstȱ thisȱ contextȱ ofȱ vulnerabilityȱ
—ȱ lowȱ consolidationȱ ofȱ democraticȱ normsȱ andȱ
highȱ
dissatisfactionȱ
withȱ
governmentȱ
performanceȱ andȱ institutionsȱ —ȱ localȱ actorsȱ
suppliedȱ theȱ specificȱ catalyticȱ eventsȱ thatȱ
precipitatedȱtheȱbreakdown.ȱȱWeȱbelieveȱthatȱweȱ
haveȱ developedȱ anȱ interestingȱ toolȱ forȱ
predictingȱ whereȱ suchȱ instabilityȱ hasȱ aȱ greaterȱ
(orȱ lesser)ȱ likelihoodȱ ofȱ occurring.ȱ That,ȱ weȱ
think,ȱ isȱ anȱ improvementȱ inȱ socialȱ scienceȱ
predictiveȱcapacity.ȱLikeȱtheȱweatherȱforecaster,ȱ
weȱstillȱcannotȱsayȱwithȱcertaintyȱwhetherȱthereȱ
willȱbeȱaȱtornadoȱorȱpreciselyȱwhenȱtheȱtornadoȱ
willȱ hitȱ aȱ particularȱ barn,ȱ butȱ weȱ canȱ sayȱ
somethingȱ aboutȱ whenȱ theȱ conditionsȱ areȱ ripeȱ
forȱaȱtornadoȱtoȱdropȱoutȱofȱtheȱsky.ȱ
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Figureȱ1.ȱMeanȱlevelsȱofȱtripleȱdis/satisfaction,ȱ2008.ȱ
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Thisȱ isȱ theȱ thirdȱ paperȱ (I0803,ȱ I0813)ȱ inȱ theȱ
AmericasBarometerȱ Insightȱ Seriesȱ toȱ analyzeȱ theȱ
sourcesȱofȱcorruptionȱvictimization,ȱfocusingȱonȱ
anotherȱ questionȱ includedȱ inȱ theȱ 2008ȱ roundȱ ofȱ
theȱ Latinȱ Americanȱ Publicȱ Opinionȱ Projectȱ
Surveyȱ (additionalȱ questionsȱ inȱ thisȱ seriesȱ willȱ
beȱexaminedȱinȱfutureȱInsightsȱstudies).2ȱȱ

AmericasBarometer Insights: 2009(No.22)*

Municipal Corruption
Victimization1
By Diana Orces, Ph.D. candidate
diana.m.orces@Vanderbilt.edu
Vanderbilt University

ȱ

C

orruptionȱ expertsȱ haveȱ reachedȱ aȱ
consensus:ȱ first,ȱ corruptionȱ hasȱ aȱ
considerablyȱ harmfulȱ impactȱ onȱ
economicȱ growth,ȱ andȱ secondly,ȱ democracyȱ isȱ
essentialȱ forȱ combatingȱ thisȱ corruptionȱ (Doigȱ &ȱ
Theobaldȱ 2000).ȱ Democracyȱ isȱ importantȱ
becauseȱ itȱ inherentlyȱ reducesȱ corruptionȱ
practicesȱ asȱ theȱ “freedomȱ ofȱ informationȱ andȱ
associationȱ characteristicȱ ofȱ democraciesȱ helpsȱ
monitoringȱ ofȱ publicȱ officials,ȱ therebyȱ limitingȱ
theirȱ
opportunitiesȱ
forȱ
corruptȱ
behavior”(Montinolaȱ &ȱ Jackmanȱ 2002:ȱ 151).ȱ Inȱ
addition,ȱ becauseȱ ofȱ theȱ governmentȱ turnoverȱ
attribute,ȱ politiciansȱ inȱ democraciesȱ areȱ unableȱ
toȱ makeȱ promisesȱ thatȱ willȱ continueȱ forȱ theȱ
indefiniteȱ future,ȱ minimizingȱ bribingȱ incentivesȱ
andȱcredibilityȱ(RoseȬAckermanȱ1999).ȱȱ

* The Insightsȱ Seriesȱ isȱ coȬeditedȱ byȱ Professorsȱ Mitchellȱ A.
Seligsonȱ andȱ Elizabethȱ Zechmeisterȱ withȱ administrative,ȱ
technical,ȱandȱintellectualȱsupportȱfromȱtheȱLAPOPȱgroupȱatȱ
Vanderbilt.
1ȱPriorȱissuesȱinȱtheȱInsightsȱseriesȱcanȱbeȱfoundȱat:
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/studiesandpublications.
Theȱdataȱonȱwhichȱtheyȱareȱbasedȱcanȱbeȱfoundȱat
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/datasets

Figure 1.
Percentage of the People Victimized by
Municipal Corruption during the past year in the
Americas, 2008
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LAPOPȱ studiesȱ haveȱ usuallyȱ employedȱ theȱ
corruptionȱ victimizationȱ index.3ȱ Inȱ thisȱ paper,ȱ
conversely,ȱ weȱ analyzeȱ oneȱ ofȱ theȱ componentsȱ
ofȱ thatȱ index,ȱ namelyȱ municipalȱ corruptionȱ
victimization.ȱ Inȱ addition,ȱ scholarsȱ haveȱ shownȱ
thatȱ bothȱ democracyȱ andȱ highȱ levelsȱ ofȱ
2ȱ Fundingȱ forȱ theȱ 2008ȱroundȱ 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),ȱtheȱCenterȱforȱtheȱAmericasȱ
(CFA),ȱandȱVanderbiltȱUniversity.ȱ
3ȱ Thisȱ indexȱ hasȱ beenȱ constantlyȱ improvedȱ sinceȱ itsȱ firstȱ
administrationȱ inȱ 1996.ȱ ȱ Forȱ aȱ moreȱ detailedȱ discussionȱ ofȱ
thisȱindexȱseeȱSeligsonȱ(2006).ȱȱ
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developmentȱmatterȱforȱcorruptionȱmitigationȱasȱ
bothȱ areȱ theoreticallyȱ andȱ empiricallyȱ
intertwined.ȱ Inȱ orderȱ toȱ keepȱ thisȱ reportȱ briefȱ
andȱgainȱaȱdeeperȱunderstandingȱofȱwhatȱisȱtheȱ
impactȱ ofȱ someȱ nationalȱ levelȱ characteristicsȱ onȱ
thisȱ typeȱ ofȱ corruption,ȱ inȱ here,ȱ weȱ examineȱ
specificallyȱtheȱeffectȱofȱdemocracy.ȱȱ
Thisȱ surveyȱ involvedȱ faceȬtoȬfaceȱ interviewsȱ
conductedȱ inȱ 22ȱ nationsȱ inȱ ȱ ȱ Latinȱ Americaȱ andȱ
theȱ Caribbean,ȱ andȱ aȱ webȱ surveyȱ inȱ theȱ Unitedȱ
Statesȱ (thisȱ questionȱ wasȱ notȱ askedȱ inȱ Canada).ȱ
Aȱ totalȱ ofȱ 36,021ȱ probabilisticallyȱ selectedȱ
respondentsȱwereȱaskedȱtheȱfollowingȱquestion: ȱ
EXC11.ȱ Duringȱ theȱ pastȱ yearȱ didȱ youȱ haveȱ anyȱ
officialȱ dealingsȱ inȱ theȱ municipality/localȱ
government?ȱ[Ifȱ“yes”],ȱduringȱtheȱpastȱyear,ȱtoȱ
processȱanyȱkindȱofȱdocumentȱ(likeȱaȱlicense,ȱforȱ
example),ȱdidȱyouȱhaveȱtoȱpayȱanyȱmoneyȱaboveȱ
thatȱwhichȱisȱrequiredȱbyȱlaw?
Dueȱtoȱtheȱfactȱthatȱthisȱquestionȱasksȱfirstȱifȱtheȱ
respondentȱdidȱanyȱofficialȱdealingsȱinȱtheȱlocalȱ
governmentȱ duringȱ theȱ lastȱ year,ȱ theȱ sampleȱ
wasȱ reducedȱ toȱ 8928.ȱ Onlyȱ ifȱ theȱ responseȱ wasȱ
affirmativeȱ didȱ theȱ interviewerȱ continueȱ withȱ
theȱ followingȱ sectionȱ ofȱ thisȱ question.ȱ Forȱ thatȱ
reason,ȱ theȱ analysisȱ carriedȱ outȱ inȱ thisȱ paperȱ
focusesȱmainlyȱonȱtheȱsubsetȱofȱindividualsȱwhoȱ
respondedȱ “yes”ȱ toȱ thisȱ questionȱ andȱ
percentagesȱ reportedȱ hereȱ representȱ thatȱ subsetȱ
ofȱindividuals,ȱnotȱtheȱsampleȱasȱaȱwhole.ȱȱ
Figureȱ1ȱshowsȱtheȱpercentagesȱofȱpeopleȱaskedȱ
toȱpayȱaȱbribeȱtoȱprocessȱdocumentsȱofȱanyȱkindȱ
byȱ theȱ localȱ government.ȱ Moreȱ specifically,ȱ aȱ
wideȱ rangeȱ ofȱ municipalȱ corruptionȱ
victimizationȱ occursȱ acrossȱ countries.ȱ Haitiȱ andȱ
Belizeȱ areȱ countriesȱ thatȱ emergeȱ withȱ
significantlyȱhigherȱpercentages,ȱ38.6%ȱandȱ33%ȱ
respectively,ȱ ofȱ peopleȱ havingȱ beenȱ victimizedȱ
byȱ theȱ localȱ government.ȱ Atȱ theȱ otherȱ extreme,ȱ
Uruguayȱ(2.3%),ȱColombiaȱ(4%),ȱandȱElȱSalvadorȱ
(4.1%)ȱ demonstrateȱ aȱ veryȱ lowȱ percentageȱ ofȱ
peopleȱ havingȱ beenȱ victimizedȱ byȱ localȱ
corruption.

Howȱ muchȱ ofȱ theȱ variationȱ ofȱ municipalȱ
corruptionȱ victimizationȱ isȱ explainedȱ byȱ theȱ
socioȬeconomicȱandȱdemographicȱcharacteristicsȱ
ofȱ theȱ populationsȱ ofȱ theseȱ countries?ȱ Toȱ
simplifyȱtheȱanswerȱtoȱthisȱquestion,ȱtheȱUnitedȱ
Statesȱwasȱremovedȱfromȱtheȱsampleȱinȱorderȱtoȱ
avoidȱ anyȱ statisticalȱ biasesȱ givenȱ thatȱ thisȱ caseȱ
hasȱanȱexceedinglyȱhighȱlevelȱofȱsocioȬeconomicȱ
developmentȱ comparedȱ toȱ theȱ otherȱ countriesȱ
andȱmayȱdriveȱtheȱresultsȱofȱtheȱanalysis.ȱȱ
Figure 2.
Percentage of People Victimized by Municipal
Corruption during the past year Taking into
Account Individual Characteristics in the
Americas, 2008.
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Figureȱ 2ȱ showsȱ similarȱ resultsȱ asȱ theȱ previousȱ
figureȱ afterȱ controllingȱ forȱ gender,ȱ age,ȱ
education,ȱ wealth,ȱ andȱ sizeȱ ofȱ city/town.ȱ Theȱ
percentagesȱ ofȱ peopleȱ beingȱ victimizedȱ byȱ
municipalȱ corruptionȱ acrossȱ theȱ Americasȱ varyȱ
onlyȱbyȱaȱfewȱpercentagesȱhigherȱorȱlowerȱfromȱ
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theȱ uncontrolledȱ results.ȱ Haitiȱ (40.6%)ȱ andȱ
Belizeȱ(32.7%)ȱcontinueȱtoȱexperienceȱtheȱhighestȱ
percentagesȱofȱcorruptionȱvictimizationȱbyȱlocalȱ
governments,ȱ whereasȱ Colombia,ȱ Elȱ Salvadorȱ
andȱUruguayȱshowȱtheȱlowestȱpercentagesȱwithȱ
3.6,ȱ3.4,ȱandȱ1.4ȱpercentȱrespectively.ȱȱ

DoȱContextualȱFactorsȱMatter?ȱȱ
Givenȱ theȱ previouslyȱ statedȱ theoreticalȱ
connectionȱ betweenȱ democracyȱ andȱ corruption,ȱ
weȱ testȱ whetherȱ theȱ levelȱ ofȱ democracyȱ inȱ theȱ
countryȱ isȱ relatedȱ toȱ ourȱ municipalȱ corruptionȱ
victimizationȱquestion.ȱȱInȱaȱmultiȬlevelȱanalysisȱ
weȱ findȱ thatȱ inȱ additionȱ toȱ individualȬlevelȱ
characteristics,ȱ theȱ levelȱ ofȱ democracyȱ indeedȱ
mattersȱ forȱ municipalȱ corruptionȱ acrossȱ theȱ
Americas.ȱ Figureȱ 3ȱ showsȱ theȱ effectsȱ ofȱ bothȱ
individualȬlevelȱ characteristicsȱ andȱ theȱ levelȱ ofȱ
democracy,ȱ measuredȱ byȱ theȱ freedomȱ houseȱ
indexȱ20074,ȱonȱtheȱprobabilityȱofȱbeingȱaskedȱaȱ
bribeȱ byȱ theȱ municipalityȱ orȱ localȱ governmentȱ
(amongȱtheȱsubsetȱofȱrespondentsȱwhoȱindicatedȱ
thatȱ theyȱ hadȱ officialȱ dealingsȱ withȱ thatȱ
government).ȱ ȱ Eachȱ variableȱ includedȱ inȱ theȱ
analysisȱ isȱ listedȱ onȱ theȱ verticalȱ (y)ȱ axis.ȱ Theȱ
impactȱ ofȱ eachȱ ofȱ thoseȱ variablesȱ onȱ experienceȱ
withȱ localȱ governmentȱ corruptionȱ isȱ shownȱ
graphicallyȱbyȱaȱdot,ȱwhichȱifȱlocatedȱtoȱtheȱrightȱ
ofȱtheȱverticalȱ“0”ȱlineȱindicatesȱaȱpositiveȱeffect,ȱ
andȱifȱtoȱtheȱleftȱofȱtheȱ“0”ȱlineȱaȱnegativeȱeffect.ȱȱ
Ifȱtheȱeffectsȱareȱstatisticallyȱsignificant,ȱtheyȱareȱ
shownȱbyȱconfidenceȱintervalȱlinesȱstretchingȱtoȱ
theȱleftȱandȱrightȱofȱeachȱdotȱthatȱdoȱnotȱoverlapȱ
theȱ verticalȱ “0”ȱ lineȱ (atȱ .05ȱ orȱ better).ȱ Ifȱ theyȱ
overlapȱ theȱ verticalȱ line,ȱ theȱ effectsȱ areȱ
statisticallyȱinsignificant.ȱTheȱrelativeȱstrengthȱofȱ
eachȱ variableȱ isȱ indicatedȱ byȱ standardizedȱ
coefficients.ȱȱȱȱ

ȱ Freedomȱ Houseȱ Indexȱ 2007ȱ isȱ aȱ compositeȱ measureȱ ofȱ aȱ
country’sȱ levelȱ ofȱ democracy.ȱ Itȱ includesȱ twoȱ measuresȱ ofȱ
democracy:ȱ politicalȱ rightsȱ andȱ civilȱ liberties.ȱ Bothȱ measuresȱ
containȱnumericalȱratingsȱbetweenȱ1ȱandȱ7ȱforȱeachȱcountryȱ
withȱ 1ȱ indicatingȱ theȱ “mostȱ free”ȱ andȱ 7ȱ theȱ “leastȱ free.”ȱ Inȱ
thisȱ shortȱ report,ȱ bothȱ measuresȱ wereȱ invertedȱ andȱ
combinedȱ intoȱ anȱ indexȱ withȱ lowerȱ valuesȱ indicatingȱ “lessȱ
free”ȱandȱhigherȱ“moreȱfree.”ȱ
4

Figure 3.
A Multilevel Analysis of the Determinants of
Municipal Corruption Victimization in the
Americas: The Impact of Freedom House Index,
2008
Metropolitan Area
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Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP
and Freedom House International 2007

Figureȱ3ȱshowsȱthatȱindividualȱcharacteristicsȱasȱ
wellȱ asȱ theȱ levelȱ ofȱ democracyȱ matterȱ inȱ
determiningȱ theȱ likelihoodȱ ofȱ citizensȱ beingȱ
victimizedȱ byȱ theȱ municipalityȱ orȱ localȱ
government.ȱ Individualsȱ whoȱ liveȱ inȱ
metropolitanȱ areasȱ andȱ largerȱ citiesȱ areȱ moreȱ
likelyȱtoȱbeȱvictimsȱofȱmunicipalȱcorruption.ȱThisȱ
findingȱ isȱ notȱ surprisingȱ asȱ peopleȱ inȱ urbanȱ
areasȱareȱmoreȱlikelyȱtoȱprocessȱdocumentsȱandȱ
carryȱ outȱ transactionsȱ thanȱ thoseȱ inȱ ruralȱ areas,ȱ
consequentlyȱ increasingȱ theirȱ chancesȱ ofȱ
becomingȱ victimsȱ ofȱ corruption.ȱ Onȱ theȱ otherȱ
hand,ȱfemalesȱandȱolderȱpeopleȱareȱlessȱlikelyȱtoȱ
beȱ victimsȱ ofȱ municipalȱ corruption.ȱ Whenȱ
comparingȱ theseȱ resultsȱ toȱ thoseȱ ofȱ previousȱ
reportsȱ inȱ thisȱ seriesȱ relatedȱ toȱ corruptionȱ
victimizationȱ byȱ theȱ policeȱ andȱ publicȱ officials,ȱ
citizensȱ withȱ theseȱ similarȱ characteristicsȱ areȱ
moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ beȱ victims.ȱ Oneȱ difference,ȱ
however,ȱisȱthatȱolderȱindividualsȱareȱlessȱlikelyȱ
toȱbeȱvictimsȱofȱcorruptionȱbyȱtheȱpoliceȱandȱbyȱ
theȱ localȱ government,ȱ whereasȱ inȱ theȱ caseȱ ofȱ
corruptionȱ byȱ aȱ publicȱ employee,ȱ ageȱ hasȱ noȱ
clearȱrelationship.ȱ
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ȱAccordingȱtoȱFreedomȱHouse,ȱHaiti,ȱaȱcountryȱofȱaroundȱ9ȱ
millionȱinhabitantsȱisȱconsideredȱpartlyȱfreeȱwithȱaȱscoreȱofȱ4ȱ
inȱpoliticalȱrightsȱandȱ5ȱinȱcivilȱliberties,ȱwhichȱ denotesȱlessȱ
politicalȱ rightsȱ andȱ civilȱ liberties.ȱ Itȱ isȱ worthȱ notingȱ thatȱ inȱ
thisȱ reportȱ weȱ recodedȱ theseȱ values,ȱ combinedȱ them,ȱ andȱ
invertedȱ them,ȱsoȱthatȱlowerȱvaluesȱindicateȱ“lessȱfree”ȱandȱ
higherȱ valuesȱ “moreȱ free.”ȱ Forȱ moreȱ information,ȱ seeȱ
www.freedoomhouse.orgȱ
6ȱwww.transparency.orgȱ

Uruguay,ȱ Chile,ȱ andȱ Costaȱ Ricaȱ exhibitȱ theȱ
lowestȱ probabilityȱ ofȱ municipalȱ corruptionȱ
victimizationȱandȱareȱalsoȱtheȱmostȱconsolidatedȱ
democraciesȱinȱtheȱregion.ȱȱ
Figure 4.
The Impact of Democracy on Municipal
Corruption Victimization in Latin America and
the Caribbean, 20087
P re d ic te d P ro b a b ility o f B e in g V ic tim iz e d
b y M u n ic ip a l C o rru p tio n (% )

Returningȱ nowȱ toȱ nationalȬlevelȱ characteristics,ȱ
weȱ findȱ thatȱ theȱ levelȱ ofȱ democracy,ȱ measuredȱ
byȱ theȱ Freedomȱ Houseȱ Indexȱ 2007ȱ (scoredȱ soȱ
thatȱ aȱ higherȱ numberȱ indicatedȱ greaterȱ
democracy),ȱ decreasesȱ theȱ probabilityȱ ofȱ
corruptionȱ victimizationȱ byȱ theȱ municipalityȱ orȱ
localȱ government.ȱ Inȱ otherȱ words,ȱ individualsȱ
whoȱ liveȱ inȱ democraciesȱ thatȱ areȱ moreȱ
consolidatedȱ areȱ significantlyȱ lessȱ likelyȱ toȱ beȱ
victimizedȱ byȱ corruptionȱ comparedȱ toȱ thoseȱ
whoȱliveȱinȱlessȱfreeȱsocieties.ȱTheȱsignificanceȱofȱ
theȱ nationalȱ contextȱ isȱ underscoredȱ inȱ moreȱ
detailȱ inȱ Figureȱ 4.ȱ Theȱ lowerȱ theȱ levelȱ ofȱ
democracy,ȱtheȱmoreȱlikelyȱourȱanalysisȱpredictsȱ
thatȱtheȱaverageȱcitizenȱisȱtoȱbecomeȱaȱvictimȱofȱ
municipalȱ corruption.ȱ Forȱ instance,ȱ Haitiȱ isȱ theȱ
countryȱ thatȱ showsȱ byȱ farȱ theȱ highestȱ
probabilityȱ ofȱ corruptionȱ victimizationȱ byȱ aȱ
municipalityȱ orȱ localȱ governmentȱ andȱ isȱ theȱ
countryȱ withȱ theȱ lowestȱ levelȱ ofȱ democracy.5ȱ
Interestinglyȱ enough,ȱ Haiti,ȱ aȱ countryȱ whereȱ
corruptionȱ isȱ endemicȱ andȱ continuesȱ toȱ harmȱ
Haiti’sȱ politicalȱ andȱ economicȱ development,ȱ
scoresȱ similarlyȱ lowȱ onȱ otherȱ nationalȱ levelȱ
characteristics,ȱ suchȱ asȱ economicȱ developmentȱ
measuredȱ byȱ GDPȱ andȱ socioȬeconomicȱ
developmentȱ measuredȱ byȱ theȱ Humanȱ
Developmentȱ Index.ȱ Inȱ previousȱ reportsȱ onȱ
corruptionȱ inȱ thisȱ series,ȱ Haitiȱ persistentlyȱ
sufferedȱ fromȱ theȱ highestȱ corruptionȱ
victimizationȱ byȱ theȱ policeȱ andȱ byȱ aȱ publicȱ
employee,ȱ factorsȱ thatȱ wereȱ associatedȱ withȱ
lowerȱ
economicȱ
andȱ
socioȬeconomicȱ
developmentȱcomparedȱtoȱtheȱotherȱcountriesȱinȱ
theȱ sample.ȱ Accordingȱ toȱ Transparencyȱ
International’sȱ Corruptionȱ Perceptionsȱ Index,ȱ
Haitiȱ wasȱ rankedȱ 177ȱ outȱ ofȱ 180ȱ countriesȱ inȱ
termsȱ ofȱ thatȱ organizationsȱ corruptionȱ
perceptionȱ index.6ȱ Atȱ theȱ otherȱ extreme,ȱ

Plot derived from a linear multilevel
model holding constant at their mean
value all individual level variables
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Forȱinstance,ȱUruguay,ȱChile,ȱandȱCostaȱRicaȱareȱ
consideredȱ “free”ȱ byȱ theȱ Freedomȱ Houseȱ
organizationȱ withȱ scoresȱ ofȱ 1ȱ inȱ bothȱ politicalȱ
rightsȱ andȱ civilȱ liberties,ȱ indicatingȱ theȱ highestȱ
levelȱ onȱ theseȱ indicators.ȱ Asȱ previouslyȱ
indicated,ȱ inȱ thisȱ reportȱ theseȱ valuesȱ wereȱ
recoded,ȱ combined,ȱ andȱ invertedȱ soȱ thatȱ higherȱ
valuesȱ indicateȱ higherȱ levelsȱ ofȱ democracy.ȱ
Takingȱ allȱ theseȱ resultsȱ together,ȱ ourȱ analysesȱ
suggestȱthatȱifȱaȱcitizenȱfromȱHaitiȱorȱVenezuelaȱ
withȱ aȱ givenȱ setȱ ofȱ socioȬeconomicȱ
characteristicsȱwereȱtoȱmoveȱtoȱUruguay,ȱChile,ȱ
orȱCostaȱRica,ȱceterisȱparibus,ȱandȱnoneȱofȱhis/herȱ
individualȱ characteristicsȱ wereȱ toȱ change,ȱ theȱ
probabilityȱofȱthisȱpersonȱbeingȱaskedȱaȱbribeȱbyȱ

5

7ȱ Theȱ pointȱ estimateȱ differencesȱ betweenȱ countriesȱ inȱ
Figureȱ2ȱandȱ4ȱareȱexplainedȱpartlyȱbyȱtheȱfactȱthatȱFigureȱ2ȱ
controlsȱ forȱ individualȱ levelȱ characteristicsȱ whileȱ Figureȱ 4ȱ
takesȱ intoȱ accountȱ theȱ levelȱ ofȱ democracyȱ measuredȱ byȱ theȱ
Freedomȱ Houseȱ Indexȱ (inverted),ȱ aȱ nationalȱ levelȱ
characteristic.ȱ
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aȱmunicipalityȱorȱlocalȱgovernmentȱwouldȱbeȱatȱ
leastȱ 15ȱ percentageȱ pointsȱ lowerȱ thanȱ ifȱ thisȱ
individualȱwereȱtoȱremainȱinȱHaitiȱorȱVenezuela.

ProgramsȱandȱPolicyȱImplicationsȱ
Corruptionȱ isȱ oneȱ ofȱ theȱ mostȱ seriousȱ andȱ
ubiquitousȱ problemsȱ inȱ emergingȱ democracies,ȱ
notȱ onlyȱ becauseȱ ofȱ itsȱ recognizedȱ harmfulȱ
effectsȱ onȱ economicȱ growth,ȱ butȱ alsoȱ becauseȱ itȱ
erodesȱ beliefȱ inȱ theȱ legitimacyȱ ofȱ theȱ politicalȱ
systemȱ(Seligsonȱ2002).ȱHowever,ȱscholarsȱȱhaveȱ
reachedȱaȱconsensusȱthatȱdemocracyȱisȱessentialȱ
forȱ combatingȱ ȱ corruptionȱ (Doigȱ &ȱ Theobaldȱ
2000).ȱȱInȱthisȱshortȱpaper,ȱweȱindeedȱfoundȱjustȱ
that;ȱ democracyȱ isȱ anȱ importantȱ factorȱ thatȱ
explainsȱlowerȱmunicipalȱcorruption.ȱȱ
Individualsȱ livingȱ inȱ moreȱ consolidatedȱ
democraciesȱ areȱ lessȱ likelyȱ toȱ beȱ victimsȱ ofȱ
corruption,ȱ whereasȱ theȱ probabilityȱ isȱ
remarkablyȱhigherȱforȱtheȱaverageȱcitizenȱinȱlessȱ
freeȱ countries.ȱ Forȱ instance,ȱ whenȱ examiningȱ
carefullyȱ eachȱ ofȱ theȱ indicatorsȱ ofȱ Freedomȱ
Houseȱ Index:ȱ politicalȱ rightsȱ andȱ civilȱ liberties,ȱ
moreȱ consolidatedȱ democracies,ȱ suchȱ asȱ
Uruguay,ȱ Chile,ȱ andȱ Costaȱ Ricaȱ scoreȱ
continuallyȱhigherȱonȱtheseȱindicatorsȱcomparedȱ
toȱ lessȱ freeȱ countries,ȱ suchȱ asȱ Haitiȱ andȱ
Venezuela.ȱ Inȱ addition,ȱ weȱ foundȱ thatȱ
individuals’ȱ characteristicsȱ explainȱ theirȱ
propensityȱ toȱ beȱ victimsȱ ofȱ municipalȱ
corruption.ȱ Thoseȱ whoȱ areȱ younger,ȱ residingȱ inȱ
urbanȱ areasȱ andȱ males,ȱ areȱ moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ beȱ
victimsȱ ofȱ municipalȱ corruption;ȱ perhapsȱ asȱ
suchȱ individualsȱ areȱ moreȱ likelyȱ toȱ requireȱ
municipalȱ servicesȱ thanȱ doȱ olderȱ people,ȱ thoseȱ
residingȱ inȱ ruralȱ areasȱ andȱ females,ȱ beingȱ moreȱ
exposedȱtoȱinstancesȱofȱmunicipalȱcorruption.ȱȱ
Asȱweȱmentionedȱatȱtheȱbeginningȱofȱthisȱreport,ȱ
democracyȱ isȱ importantȱ forȱ corruptionȱ
mitigationȱasȱdemocracy’sȱattributesȱofȱfreedomȱ
ofȱ informationȱ andȱ associationȱ facilitatesȱ theȱ
monitoringȱ ofȱ publicȱ officialsȱ byȱ theȱ public,ȱ byȱ
advocacyȱ andȱ interestȱ groups,ȱ andȱ byȱ otherȱ

politicalȱ elites.ȱ Inȱ thisȱ case,ȱ aȱ greaterȱ levelȱ ofȱ
freedomȱ ofȱ informationȱ likelyȱ increasesȱ
monitoringȱ ofȱ publicȱ officialsȱ atȱ theȱ localȱ level.ȱ
Similarly,ȱ democracy’sȱ governmentȱ turnoverȱ
characteristicsȱreduceȱtheȱcredibilityȱwithȱwhichȱ
politiciansȱcanȱmakeȱpromisesȱthatȱwillȱcontinueȱ
inȱ theȱ future.ȱ Municipalities’ȱ authoritiesȱ inȱ
democraciesȱareȱalsoȱconstrainedȱinȱtheirȱabilityȱ
toȱcarryȱoutȱactsȱofȱcorruptionȱasȱtheyȱknowȱthatȱ
theyȱ canȱ andȱ probablyȱ willȱ beȱ removedȱ fromȱ
power.ȱ Therefore,ȱ weȱ concludeȱ thatȱ politicalȱ
competitionȱ atȱ differentȱ levelsȱ ofȱ governmentȱ isȱ
essentialȱ forȱ combatingȱ corruptionȱ (Hiskeyȱ
1999).ȱȱ
Inȱ thatȱ sense,ȱ antiȬcorruptionȱ programsȱ areȱ
likelyȱ toȱ beȱ mostȱ successfulȱ whenȱ governmentsȱ
inȱ collaborationȱ withȱ theȱ internationalȱ
communityȱ aimȱ atȱ encouragingȱ politicalȱ
competitionȱ throughȱ participationȱ andȱ freedomȱ
ofȱ informationȱ withinȱ democraticȱ contextsȱ thatȱ
areȱ otherwiseȱ weakȱ andȱ lackingȱ suchȱ qualities.ȱ
Conceivably,ȱoneȱexampleȱofȱsuchȱeffortsȱwouldȱ
beȱ toȱ increaseȱ supportȱ forȱ “Transparencyȱ
Internationalȇsȱpublicȱeducationȱandȱinformationȱ
roleȱ inȱ publicizingȱ individualȱ countriesȇȱ trackȱ
recordsȱonȱcorruption”ȱ(Kaufmannȱ1997:ȱ130).ȱInȱ
addition,ȱ democracyȱ programsȱ shouldȱ focusȱ onȱ
educatingȱ theȱ citizenryȱ asȱ toȱ deepenȱ theirȱ
understandingȱ ofȱ democracy’sȱ virtues,ȱ oneȱ ofȱ
whichȱ isȱ itsȱ significantȱ negativeȱ effectȱ onȱ
corruption.ȱ Presumablyȱ suchȱ knowledgeȱ willȱ
motivateȱandȱtrainȱindividualsȱtoȱmonitorȱpublicȱ
officialsȱ inȱ thisȱ regard.ȱ ȱ Inȱ conclusion,ȱ antiȬ
corruptionȱ andȱ democracyȱ programsȱ needȱ toȱ
addressȱmoreȱeffectivelyȱfreedomȱofȱinformationȱ
andȱensureȱtheȱprotectionȱofȱpoliticalȱrightsȱandȱ
civilȱlibertiesȱtoȱreduceȱcorruptionȱactivity.ȱ
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intended to avoid any possible bureaucratic
manipulation of elections that may hurt the
credibility of the electoral system.
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T

he
“minimalist,”
Schumpeterian
conception of democracy suggests that for
a system to be democratic “rulers must be
selected by free and fair elections” (see:
Schumpeter 1943;
Przeworski et al. 1999;
Diamond 1999). To understand the seriousness
of these “stretch” requirements, Pastor (1999)
argues that the conduct of free and fair elections
requires significant organization, training,
administration, and oversight. Who, then, is
charged of the electoral responsibilities that are
at least partly needed to ensure free and fair
elections in liberal democracies? In various
developed countries, such as the U.S. and the
U.K., elections are administered by local
institutions dependent of government offices
(Pastor 1999). Citizens in these countries usually
take for granted that the electoral process is
honest and impartial. In developing countries,
however, the administration of elections resides
in
normatively
independent
Electoral
Commissions.
This
independence
from
government offices is, perhaps, a mechanism

Prior issues in the Insight series can be found at:
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/studiesandpublications.
The data on which they are based can be found at
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/datasets
* The Insights Series is co-edited by Professors Mitchell A.
Seligson and Elizabeth Zechmeister with administrative,
technical, and intellectual support from the LAPOP group at
Vanderbilt.
1

This AmericasBarometer Insight Series report
examines the extent to which people in Latin
America and the Caribbean trust these electoral
commissions
and
explores
the
main
determinants of the levels of trust. We query the
2008 round of the Latin American Public
Opinion Project (LAPOP) surveys.2 In this
survey 34,521 respondents from 21 nations were
asked the next question:3
B11. To what extent do you trust the Electoral
Commission?4
Figure1.
AverageTrustinElectoralCommissionsinLatin
AmericaandtheCaribbean,2008
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2 Funding for the 2008 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), the Center for the Americas
(CFA), and Vanderbilt University.
3 This question was neither asked in Canada nor in the U.S.
4 The proper name of the Electoral Commission was used in
each country (i.e. Supreme Electoral Tribunal in Ecuador).
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Respondents placed their trust on a 1-7 scale,
where 1 meant ‘not at all’ and 7 meant ‘a lot’.
These responses were recalibrated on a 0-100
scale in order to make comparisons across
questions and survey waves easier.5 Figure 1
shows national averages for the 21 countries in
the sample.6
It is striking to note that there is a range of
variation of at least 40 out of 100 possible points
in trust in the Latin American and Caribbean
countries. At the highest extreme, countries like
Uruguay, Costa Rica and the Dominican
Republic fall between 61.9 and 64.5, well above
the regional mean of 48.56 points. At the lowest
extreme, countries like Argentina, Haiti and
Paraguay fall between 21.9 and 38.0 well below
the regional mean.
Figure2.
AverageTrustinElectoralCommissionsafter
TakingintoAccountIndividualCharacteristicsin
LatinAmericaandtheCaribbean,2008
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Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

How much of this variation across countries
emerges from the variation in the socioeconomic
5
6

Non-response for this question was 5.78%.
In a previous report (IO801) we examined trust in political

parties.

and demographic characteristics of the
populations of these countries? When the data
are controlled for gender, age, educational
achievement and household wealth, as they are
in Figure 2, the results somewhat vary relative
to the ranking displayed in Figure 1.
This variation may be due to possible
confounding effects of the socio-economic and
demographic individual characteristics on trust,
as well as any other confounding factors at the
country-level. For this reason, it is imperative to
conduct a more rigorous statistical analysis. In
this paper, we fit a multi-level model in order to
determine not only the impact of individual
socio-economic and demographic factors, but
also the effects of variation in the country-levels
of democracy across countries.

Do Contextual Factors matter?
What explains variation in trust in electoral
commissions? In addition to socio-economic and
demographic factors at the individual level, we
believe that the level of democracy, as measured
by Freedom House, affects the levels of trust in
electoral commissions. Political systems that
score high in the inverted Freedom House Index
“enable people to participate freely in the
political process through the right to vote,
compete
for
public
office
and
elect
representatives who have a decisive impact on
public policies and are accountable to the
electorate” (Freedom House 2009).7 Thus, an
institutional design of this sort should increase
the levels of trust citizens have on their electoral
commissions (Hetherington, 1998; Miller et al.
1999 and Norris, 1999).
In Figure 3, both the individual characteristics of
respondents and the level of democracy,
measured by the Freedom House 2007 added
scores (inverted) are studied.8

7

For more information, visit www.freedomhouse.org
This analysis is carried out using multi-level regression
techniques (Raudenbush and Bryk 2002; Raudenbush, et al. 2004),
as implemented by LAPOP on STATA 10. The model
simultaneously takes into account both individual and countrylevel (i.e., contextual) factors, and produces correct regression
estimates that are impossible with standard OLS regression.

8
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Figure3.
AMultilevelAnalysisoftheDeterminantsofTrust
inElectoralCommissionsinLatinAmericaandthe
Caribbean:TheImpactofDemocracy,2008
Voted in Last Presidential Election
Large City

the last presidential election expressed higher
levels of trust than those who did not vote. Even
though we admit that this is an important
correlation, we must recognize that this
relationship is highly endogenous and it needs a
separate study in order to determine the most
proper direction of causality.
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Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP and
Freedom House International 2007

It can be observed in Figure 2 that sex, age, size
of city, and electoral turnout at the individuallevel; and democracy, as measured by Freedom
House at the country-level are statistically
significant. This 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 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 relative
strength of each variable is indicated by
standardized coefficients (i.e., “beta weights”).
Among the individual-characteristics, sex, age,
size of city, and electoral turnout, have a
positive impact on trust in electoral
commissions. Specifically, men’s trust is higher
than women’s trust, and older individuals also
report
higher
confidence
in
electoral
commissions. However, the demographic
variable “size of city” has a more substantive
effect than the socio-economic variables. For this
reason, we divided the demographic variable
into five groups: Rural Area, Small City,
Medium City, Large City and National Capital.
We found that individuals residing in rural
areas trust much more the electoral commission
than those living in large cities or at the national
capital.9 Finally, those individuals who voted in
9

“National capital” is used as the base category in the model.

In this model, we find that the level of
democracy (as reported by Freedom House in
2007) is a statistically relevant country-level
factor that explains some of the variation of trust
in electoral commissions across countries. The
Freedom House Index is a measure of freedom
that is widely used as a proxy for the level of
democracy in the scholarly literature. According
to Freedom House, it measures two broad
categories: civil liberties and political rights.10
Thus, it becomes evident from Figure 3 that
citizens’ trust in electoral commissions is higher
precisely in those countries that are able to
guaranty political rights and civil liberties to
their citizenry. The specific effects of national
contexts are highlighted in Figure 4.
Figure4.
DemocracyandTrustinElectoralCommissionsin
LatinAmericaandtheCaribbean,2008
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Small City
Rural Area

Chile

Uruguay

Costa Rica

55

Panama

Dominican Republic

50

Mexico
Jamaica

45

Colombia
Nicaragua

Paraguay
Ecuador

Bolivia

Honduras

Argentina

Brazil
El Salvador
Peru

Guatemala

40

Venezuela

Haiti

35
4.0

6.0

8.0

10.0

12.0

Freedom House 2007 added scores (inverted)

Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

For example, if a Haitian with a given set of
socio-economic and demographic characteristics
were to migrate from Haiti to Uruguay or Chile,
all other things being equal, and none of her
individual characteristics such as education,
household wealth, turnout, etc. were to change,
that person’s trust in the electoral commission
10

This information was obtained at www.freedomhouse.org
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would increase, on average, by nearly 25 points
on a 0-100 scale.
Note, however, that the predicted line above fits
the countries that would have been outliers in a
regular scatter plot. This is the reason why the
placement of Paraguay and Argentina, for
example, appear to be inconsistent with the
rakings presented in Figures 1 and 2.
Nevertheless, the placement of most countries
(the non-outliers) is consistent with what we
observed in the national averages depicted
earlier, stressing the robustness of our findings.

Policy Implications
Since trust in the results provided by electoral
commissions in emerging democracies, at the
extreme, can make the difference between a
peaceful governmental transition and a violent
coup d’état, it may be natural to ask how trust in
these institutions can be improved. Our analysis
shows that political rights and civil liberties play
a preponderant role in the legitimacy of
elections. On the political rights side, enlarging
the enfranchisement of people and allowing
them to freely choose from different alternatives
in competitive elections and join political parties
and organizations, may increase political trust.
On the civil liberties side, securing individuals’
right to voice and association, strengthening the
rule of law, individual rights and individuality,
may increase institutional legitimacy. At the
individual level, focusing efforts to increase
trust among individuals residing in large cities
and at the national capital seems to be also
relevant to increase institutional legitimacy.
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ȱ
articipationȱ inȱ schoolȬbasedȱ parents’ȱ
associationsȱ isȱ consideredȱ anȱ essentialȱ
formȱ ofȱ socialȱ capital.ȱ Inȱ fact,ȱ Robertȱ
Putnamȱ believesȱ thatȱ theȱ ParentȬTeacherȱ
Associationsȱ (PTA),ȱ theȱ distinctiveȱ settingȱ forȱ
parents’ȱ participationȱ inȱ schoolȱ issuesȱ inȱ theȱ
UnitedȱStates,ȱisȱanȱimportantȱformalȱformȱofȱciȬ
vicȱ engagementȱ becauseȱ “parentalȱ involvementȱ
inȱ theȱ educationalȱ processȱ representsȱ aȱ particuȬ
larlyȱproductiveȱformȱofȱsocialȱcapital”ȱ(1995:ȱ69;ȱ
seeȱ alsoȱ Putnam,ȱ noȱ date).ȱ Theȱ Officeȱ forȱ
NationalȱStatisticsȱofȱGreatȱBritain,ȱforȱexample,ȱ
usesȱ participationȱ ofȱ parentsȱ inȱ schoolȱ
associationsȱ asȱ oneȱ ofȱ multipleȱ indicatorsȱ ofȱ
socialȱ capitalȱ atȱ theȱ nationalȱ levelȱ (Harperȱ andȱ
Kellyȱ2003).ȱȱ

Pȱ

Inȱ thisȱ issueȱ ofȱ theȱ AmericasBarometerȱ Insightsȱ
series1,ȱ weȱ continueȱ exploringȱ theȱ differentȱ

formsȱofȱcivicȱparticipationȱthatȱconstituteȱsocialȱ
capitalȱasȱunderstoodȱbyȱPutnamȱ(1995).ȱSpecifiȬ
cally,ȱweȱexploreȱtheȱlevelsȱofȱparents’ȱparticipaȬ
tionȱ inȱ theirȱ children’sȱ schoolsȱ inȱ theȱ Americas.ȱ
Thisȱ explorationȱ isȱ basedȱ inȱ theȱ 2008ȱ
AmericasBarometerȱ ofȱ theȱ Latinȱ Americanȱ
Publicȱ Opinionȱ Projectȱ (LAPOP).ȱ Thisȱ surveyȱ
wasȱcarriedȱoutȱinȱtwentyȬthreeȱcountriesȱinȱtheȱ
Americasȱ withȱ aȱ totalȱ ofȱ 38,053ȱ respondents.ȱȱ
Amongȱ theȱ surveyȱ itemsȱ relatedȱ toȱ civicȱ
participation,ȱ parentȱ participationȱ inȱ associaȬ
tionsȱ wasȱ oneȱ ofȱ theȱ firstȱ organizationsȱ aboutȱ
whichȱ respondentsȱ wereȱ promptedȱ withȱ theȱ
followingȱquestion:ȱ
ȱCP6.ȱ Meetingsȱ ofȱ aȱ parentsȱ associationȱ atȱ
school?ȱ Doȱ youȱ attendȱ themȱ atȱ leastȱ onceȱ aȱ
week,ȱ onceȱ orȱ twiceȱ aȱ month,ȱ onceȱ orȱ twiceȱ aȱ
year,ȱorȱnever?2ȱ
Figure 1
Participation of Parents in School Meetings in
the Americas, 2008
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*

Theȱ Insightsȱ Seriesȱ isȱ coȬeditedȱ byȱ Professorsȱ Mitchellȱ A.
Seligsonȱ andȱ Elizabethȱ Zechmeisterȱ withȱ administrative,ȱ
technical,ȱandȱintellectualȱsupportȱfromȱtheȱLAPOPȱgroupȱatȱ
Vanderbilt.
1ȱ Priorȱ issuesȱ inȱ theȱ Insightsȱ seriesȱ canȱ beȱ foundȱ in:
www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/studiesandpublicationsȱTheȱdata

inȱ whichȱ theyȱ areȱ basedȱ canȱ beȱ foundȱ at:ȱ
www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/datasetsȱȱ
2ȱTheȱnonȬresponseȱrateȱforȱthisȱquestionȱwasȱ1.5ȱpercentȱforȱ
theȱsampleȱasȱaȱwholeȱȱ
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Thisȱ itemȱ measuresȱ theȱ frequencyȱ withȱ whichȱ
peopleȱ attendȱ meetingsȱ ofȱ parentsȱ associations.ȱȱ
Figureȱ 1ȱ showsȱ theȱ resultsȱ basedȱ onȱ thisȱ
questionȱafterȱconvertingȱtheȱresponsesȱtoȱaȱ0ȬtoȬ
100ȱ scaleȱ inȱ whichȱ 100ȱ representsȱ theȱ highestȱ
rateȱofȱȱparticipationȱ(atȱleastȱonceȱaȱweek)ȱandȱ0ȱ
theȱlowestȱ(none).ȱ3ȱȱ
Althoughȱ theȱ levelsȱ ofȱ participationȱ inȱ parentsȱ
associationȱ meetingsȱ areȱ ratherȱ lowȱ inȱ
comparisonȱ withȱ theȱ levelsȱ ofȱ religiousȱ
participationȱ (seeȱ previousȱ Insights),ȱ thereȱ areȱ
significantȱ variationsȱ betweenȱ countriesȱ
regardingȱ theȱ involvementȱ ofȱ parentsȱ inȱ schoolȱ
associations.ȱHaitiȱisȱatȱtheȱtopȱofȱtheȱlistȱwithȱaȱ
scoreȱ ofȱ 34ȱ pointsȱ (onȱ theȱ 0ȬtoȬ100ȱ scale).ȱ
Guatemala,ȱ Bolivia,ȱ Ecuador,ȱ Jamaica,ȱ andȱ
Nicaraguaȱ alsoȱ haveȱ importantȱ levelsȱ ofȱ parentȱ
participation.ȱ ȱ Inȱ contrast,ȱ moreȱ developedȱ
countries,ȱsuchȱasȱtheȱUnitedȱStatesȱandȱCanadaȱ
areȱatȱtheȱbottomȱofȱtheȱlist.ȱȱ
Indeed,ȱ theseȱ differencesȱ mayȱ beȱ influencedȱ byȱ
someȱcharacteristicsȱofȱtheȱpopulations,ȱnamely,ȱ
theȱ numberȱ ofȱ schoolȬageȱ childrenȱ inȱ theȱ
householdȱwhereȱtheȱquestionȱisȱasked,ȱwhetherȱ
peopleȱliveȱinȱruralȱareasȱorȱnot,ȱandȱtheirȱlevelȱ
ofȱ wealth.ȱ However,ȱ whenȱ weȱ examinedȱ theȱ
dataȱcontrollingȱforȱage,ȱgender,ȱeducation,ȱsizeȱ
ofȱ city,ȱ wealthȱ andȱ numberȱ ofȱ schoolȬageȱ
children,ȱtheȱanalysisȱdidȱnotȱreturnȱsignificantlyȱ
differentȱ results.4ȱ Theȱ distributionȱ ofȱ countriesȱ
basicallyȱ remainedȱ theȱ same.ȱ ȱ Inȱ otherȱ words,ȱ
basicȱ demographicȱ characteristicsȱ areȱ notȱ
enoughȱtoȱexplainȱtheȱvariationsȱofȱparticipationȱ
inȱ parentsȱ associationsȱ acrossȱ theȱ Americas.ȱ
Thereforeȱ weȱ analyzedȱ theȱ dataȱ takingȱ
contextualȱvariablesȱintoȱconsideration.ȱȱ

Inȱ fact,ȱ Figureȱ 1ȱ suggestsȱ thatȱ participationȱ inȱ
parentsȱ associationsȱ mightȱ beȱ relatedȱ toȱ theȱ
levelsȱofȱdevelopmentȱinȱeachȱcountry.ȱȱ

Theȱ Determinantsȱ ofȱ Participationȱ
inȱParents’ȱAssociationsȱȱ
Asȱ inȱ everyȱ socialȱ phenomenon,ȱ parentȱ
participationȱ isȱ influencedȱ byȱ severalȱ factorsȱ atȱ
differentȱ levels.ȱ Inȱ thisȱ reportȱ weȱ nowȱ exploreȱ
personalȱ attitudes,ȱ suchȱ asȱ interpersonalȱ trust.ȱ
Weȱ alsoȱ examineȱ whetherȱ feelingsȱ ofȱ insecurityȱ
andȱ politicalȱ engagement5leadȱ toȱ increasedȱ
participation.ȱ ȱ Asȱ canȱ beȱ seenȱ inȱ theȱ literatureȱ
(Khanȱ 2006),ȱ weȱ expectȱ thatȱ wellȬeducatedȱ
parentsȱ andȱ womenȱ wouldȱ beȱ moreȱ inclinedȱ toȱ
attendȱ meetingsȱ ofȱ schoolȬbasedȱ organizationsȱ
ofȱ parentsȱ thanȱ nonȬeducatedȱ peopleȱ andȱ men.ȱ
Regardingȱ theirȱ attitudes,ȱ weȱ alsoȱ expectȱ thatȱ
interpersonalȱ trustȱ asȱ wellȱ asȱ politicalȱ
engagementȱ willȱ beȱ conduciveȱ toȱ parentȱ
participation.ȱ Inȱ contrast,ȱ weȱ anticipateȱ thatȱ
feelingsȱ ofȱ insecurityȱ dueȱ toȱ crimeȱ willȱ depressȱ
parentalȱ participationȱ basedȱ onȱ theȱ assumptionȱ
thatȱ crimeȱ keepsȱ peopleȱ awayȱ fromȱ publicȱ
spheres.ȱȱȱȱȱ
Butȱ again,ȱ personalȱ characteristicsȱ mightȱ notȱ beȱ
sufficientȱ toȱ explainȱ changesȱ inȱ socialȱ capitalȱ
acrossȱcountries;ȱhence,ȱweȱalsoȱexploreȱwhetherȱ
contextualȱvariables,ȱspecificallyȱcountryȱwealthȱ
andȱ literacy,ȱ affectȱ parentȱ participation.ȱ Thisȱ
analysisȱ wasȱ carriedȱ outȱ usingȱ aȱ Hierarchicalȱ
Linearȱ Model,ȱ whichȱ combinesȱ individualȱ andȱ
contextualȱ (national)ȱ variablesȱ inȱ predictingȱ
parents’ȱ participationȱ inȱ schoolȱ meetings.ȱ Weȱ
concentrateȱ theȱ analysisȱ onȱ theȱ Latinȱ Americanȱ
andȱCaribbeanȱcountries.ȱ

ȱPoliticalȱengagementȱisȱaȱcompositeȱvariableȱcreatedȱusingȱ
twoȱ itemsȱ includedȱ inȱ theȱ AmericasBarometer.ȱ Theseȱ itemsȱ
are:ȱPOL1.ȱHowȱmuchȱinterestȱdoȱyouȱhaveȱinȱpolitics:ȱaȱlot,ȱ
some,ȱ littleȱ orȱ none?,ȱ andȱ POL2.ȱ Howȱ oftenȱ doȱ youȱ discussȱ
politicsȱwithȱotherȱpeople:ȱDaily;ȱAȱfewȱtimesȱaȱweek;ȱAȱfewȱ
timesȱ aȱ month;ȱ Rarelyȱ orȱ Never?ȱ Theȱ responsesȱ wereȱ
recodedȱ toȱ aȱ 0ȬtoȬ100ȱ scale,ȱ andȱ thenȱ averaged.ȱ Aȱ 100ȱ scoreȱ
representsȱtheȱhighestȱlevelȱofȱpoliticalȱengagement.ȱȱ
5

ȱ Muchȱ ofȱ theȱ fundingȱ forȱ theȱ 2008ȱ roundȱ cameȱ fromȱ theȱ
Unitedȱ Statesȱ Agencyȱ forȱ Internationalȱ Developmentȱ
(USAID).ȱSignificantȱsourcesȱofȱsupportȱwereȱalsoȱtheȱIADB,ȱ
theȱ UNDP,ȱ theȱ Centerȱ forȱ theȱ Americas,ȱ andȱ Vanderbiltȱ
University.ȱȱ
4ȱAnalysesȱinȱthisȱpaperȱwereȱconductedȱusingȱStataȱv10,ȱandȱ
haveȱ beenȱ adjustedȱ toȱ accommodateȱ theȱ effectsȱ ofȱ complexȱ
sampleȱdesigns.ȱȱ
3

© 2008 -2009, Latin American Public Opinion Project, “Insights” Compilation – Volume I

129

Figureȱ 2ȱ showsȱ thatȱ parents’ȱ participationȱ inȱ
schoolȱ gatheringsȱ isȱ higherȱ amongȱ theȱ wellȬ
educated,ȱ women,ȱ theȱ youngerȱ population,ȱ andȱ
theȱinhabitantsȱofȱsmallȱcitiesȱandȱruralȱareas.ȱAsȱ
expected,ȱparentȱparticipationȱincreasesȱwithȱtheȱ
numberȱ ofȱ children:ȱ theȱ moreȱ childrenȱ inȱ theȱ
householdȱ theȱ higherȱ parentȱ participationȱ
(actually,ȱ thisȱ variableȱ wasȱ includedȱ asȱ aȱ
control),ȱ evenȱ though,ȱ asȱ notedȱ above,ȱ itȱ doesȱ
notȱchangeȱtheȱrankȱorderȱweȱobservedȱinȱFigureȱ
1. Ageȱisȱalsoȱstronglyȱrelevant,ȱasȱolderȱpeople
participateȱ less.ȱ Weȱ alsoȱ findȱ thatȱ parents’
participationȱisȱmoreȱfrequentȱamongȱthoseȱwho
areȱ moreȱ politicallyȱ engaged,ȱ thisȱ is,ȱ people
moreȱ interestedȱ andȱ whoȱ participateȱ moreȱ in
politics.ȱAnȱinterestingȱfindingȱisȱthatȱemployed
peopleȱ ȱ tendȱ toȱ beȱ moreȱ responsiveȱ toȱ school
meetingsȱ thanȱ thoseȱ whoȱ areȱ not,ȱ suggesting
thatȱ involvementȱ inȱ schoolȱ activitiesȱ isȱ not
constrainedȱbyȱwhetherȱparentsȱareȱemployedȱor
not.
Figure 2
A Multilevel Analysis of the Determinants of
Parents’ Participation in School Meetings in
Latin America and the Caribbean: The Impact
of Economic Development, 2008
Interpersonal Trust
Perception Insecurity

environmentȱ motivateȱ parentsȱ toȱ becomeȱ moreȱ
involvedȱ inȱ schoolȱ meetings,ȱ noȱ doubtȱ asȱ anȱ
expressionȱofȱtheirȱconcernȱforȱtheȱsafetyȱofȱtheirȱ
children.ȱȱ
Asȱ weȱ haveȱ seenȱ inȱ previousȱ Insightsȱ bulletins,ȱ
anȱ interestingȱ resultȱ emergesȱ whenȱ examiningȱ
theȱ effectȱ ofȱ nationalȱ wealthȱ measuredȱ throughȱ
countryȱ GDPȱ perȱ capitaȱ indexes.ȱ Accordingȱ toȱ
theȱ resultsȱ shownȱ inȱ Figureȱ 2,ȱ attendanceȱ atȱ
schoolȱmeetingsȱisȱlowerȱinȱwealthierȱcountries.ȱ
Thatȱ is,ȱ theȱ richerȱ theȱ countryȱ is,ȱ theȱ lessȱ
parents’ȱ participate,ȱ allȱ otherȱ variablesȱ beingȱ
heldȱ constant.ȱ Thisȱ isȱ clearlyȱ seenȱ inȱ Figureȱ 3.ȱ
Theȱgraphȱshowsȱtheȱpredictedȱscoresȱofȱparentȱ
participationȱ inȱ eachȱ countryȱ accordingȱ toȱ GDPȱ
perȱ capita.ȱ Respondentsȱ livingȱ inȱ Haiti,ȱ Bolivia,ȱ
Honduras,ȱandȱNicaragua,ȱtheȱpoorestȱcountriesȱ
inȱ theȱ region,ȱ exhibitȱ theȱ highestȱ scoresȱ onȱ theȱ
scaleȱ ofȱ participationȱ inȱ parents’ȱ meetings.ȱ
Conversely,ȱ asȱ inȱ theȱ caseȱ ofȱ religiousȱ
participationȱ (seeȱ previousȱ Insights),ȱ peopleȱ
livingȱinȱtheȱrichestȱcountriesȱinȱLatinȱAmericaȬȬȱ
Argentina,ȱ Chile,ȱ andȱ MexicoȬȬtendȱ toȱ scoreȱ
lowestȱonȱparticipationȱatȱschoolȱmeetings.ȱ
Figure 3
The Impact of Economic Development on
Parents’ Participation in School Meetings in
Latin America and the Caribbean, 2008
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Anotherȱ interestingȱ findingȱ showsȱ thatȱ
perceptionsȱ ofȱ insecurityȱ increaseȱ parents’ȱ
participationȱ inȱ schoolȱ meetings.ȱ Thisȱ resultȱ
contradictsȱ ourȱ expectationȱ thatȱ insecurityȱ
wouldȱdeterȱparticipation;ȱrather,ȱitȱrevealsȱthatȱ
feelingsȱ ofȱ insecurityȱ producedȱ byȱ aȱ hazardousȱ

Anotherȱ wayȱ toȱ interpretȱ thisȱ graphȱ isȱ thatȱ ifȱ aȱ
citizenȱfromȱHaiti,ȱforȱexample,ȱwithȱaȱgivenȱsetȱ
ofȱsocioeconomicȱcharacteristicsȱwereȱtoȱmoveȱtoȱ
Argentinaȱ orȱ Chile,ȱ ceterisȱ paribus,ȱ andȱ noneȱ ofȱ
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herȱ individualȱ characteristicsȱ wereȱ toȱ change,ȱ
theȱ probabilityȱ ofȱ thisȱ personȱ participatingȱ inȱ
parentsȱ associationsȱ wouldȱ beȱ approximatelyȱ
tenȱ percentageȱ pointsȱ lowerȱ thanȱ ifȱ thisȱ
individualȱwereȱtoȱremainȱinȱHaiti.ȱȱ
Parents’ȱparticipationȱwasȱalsoȱregressedȱonȱtheȱ
nationalȱ educationȱ indexȱ withȱ theȱ sameȱ
individualȱ variables.ȱ Theȱ resultsȱ areȱ strikinglyȱ
similar.ȱȱAsȱshownȱinȱFiguresȱ4ȱandȱ5,ȱeducation,ȱ
measuredȱ usingȱ theȱ UNDPȱ countryȬlevelȱ index,ȱ
isȱ negativelyȱ relatedȱ toȱ parents’ȱ participationȱ inȱ
schoolȱ meetings:ȱ theȱ higherȱ theȱ levelȱ ofȱ
educationȱ amongȱ theȱ population,ȱ theȱ lowerȱ theȱ
participationȱofȱparentsȱinȱschoolȱmeetings.ȱȱȱToȱ
putȱ itȱ differently,ȱ countriesȱ withȱ highȱ levelsȱ ofȱ
literacyȱyieldȱlowȱlevelsȱofȱparents’ȱparticipationȱ
inȱ schoolȱ activities,ȱ evenȱ afterȱ controllingȱ forȱ
numberȱofȱchildren.ȱȱ
Figure 4
A Multilevel Analysis of the Determinants of
Parents’ Participation in School Meetings in
Latin America and the Caribbean: The Impact
of the Education Index, 2008
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increaseȱparents’ȱattendanceȱatȱschoolȱmeetings.6ȱ
Theȱ positionȱ ofȱ Haitiȱ andȱ Guatemala,ȱ twoȱ
countriesȱ withȱ veryȱ lowȱ levelsȱ ofȱ literacyȱ isȱ
tellingȱ(seeȱFigureȱ5).ȱSuchȱfindingsȱsuggestȱthatȱ
peopleȱ inȱ underdevelopedȱ societiesȱ tendȱ toȱ
makeȱuseȱofȱsocialȱnetworksȱmoreȱthanȱthoseȱinȱ
wealthierȱsocietiesȱinȱanȱeffortȱtoȱovercomeȱtheirȱ
lackȱofȱresources.ȱAsȱweȱhaveȱseenȱinȱtheȱcaseȱofȱ
religiousȱ participationȱ (seeȱ previousȱ Insights),ȱ
peopleȱ seekȱ outȱ civicȱ engagementȱ inȱ churchesȱ
andȱschoolsȱasȱaȱwayȱtoȱincreaseȱtheirȱownȱsocialȱ
opportunities.ȱȱ
Itȱ isȱ interestingȱ toȱ note,ȱ however,ȱ thatȱ thisȱ isȱ aȱ
particularȱeffectȱofȱtheȱdevelopmentȱcontext.ȱTheȱ
personalȱ economicȱ situationȱ doesȱ notȱ seemȱ toȱ
boostȱ participation;ȱ rather,ȱ personalȱ wealthȱ
depressesȱ parents’ȱ participationȱ atȱ school.ȱ ȱ Onȱ
theȱ otherȱ hand,ȱ onlyȱ individualȱ levelȱ ofȱ
educationȱseemsȱtoȱimproveȱcivicȱengagementȱinȱ
schools.ȱȱȱ
Whileȱ atȱ theȱ nationalȱ level,ȱ educationȱ reducesȱ
parentalȱ participation;ȱ atȱ theȱ individualȱ levelȱ itȱ
boostsȱ it.ȱ Thereȱ areȱ twoȱ relatedȱ issuesȱ thatȱ
shouldȱ beȱ raisedȱ regardingȱ theȱ puzzlingȱ resultȱ
ofȱ education.ȱ Theȱ firstȱ issueȱ pointsȱ toȱ theȱ factȱ
thatȱ theȱ sumȱ ofȱ individualȱ characteristicsȱ doesȱ
notȱnecessarilyȱproduceȱtheȱsameȱeffectȱasȱwhenȱ
weȱconsiderȱtheȱindividualȱcharacteristicsȱalone.ȱ
Aȱ largerȱ numberȱ ofȱ moreȱ literateȱ people,ȱ perȱ se,ȱ
doesȱnotȱcreateȱanȱenvironmentȱofȱparticipation.ȱ
Contextualȱcharacteristicsȱdifferȱfromȱindividualȱ
characteristics,ȱ andȱ theirȱ effectsȱ onȱ socialȱ
phenomenaȱ mayȱ vary,ȱ evenȱ whenȱ contextualȱ
characteristicsȱandȱindividualȱcharacteristicsȱareȱ
oneȱandȱtheȱsame.ȱȱ

Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP
UNDP (Human Development Report 2007/08)

Theseȱ resultsȱ suggestȱ thatȱ contextualȱ factorsȱ
matter.ȱHighȱeconomicȱandȱsocialȱdevelopment,ȱ
measuredȱ asȱ countryȱ wealthȱ andȱ literacy,ȱ
depressȱparents’ȱparticipationȱatȱtheirȱchildren’sȱ
schools,ȱ whereasȱ lowȱ developmentȱ seemsȱ toȱ

Thisȱ issueȱ leadsȱ toȱ ourȱ secondȱ pointȱ regardingȱ
thisȱ result.ȱ Problemsȱ inȱ interpretationȱ ariseȱ
whenȱusingȱdataȱthatȱinvolveȱdifferentȱlevelsȱofȱ
analysis.ȱ Moreȱ specifically,ȱ aȱ sortȱ ofȱ ecologicalȱ
fallacyȱ isȱ created.ȱ Whenȱ interpretingȱ dataȱ ofȱ
surveysȱ suchȱ asȱ theȱ AmericasBarometer,ȱ weȱ
6ȱWeȱalsoȱtestedȱtheȱeffectȱofȱtheȱHumanȱDevelopmentȱIndexȱ
andȱtheȱotherȱindividualȱvariablesȱonȱparents’ȱparticipationȱ
withȱsimilarȱresults.ȱȱ
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cannotȱassumeȱthatȱaȱpatternȱfoundȱfromȱmacroȬ
levelȱ variablesȱ willȱ beȱ theȱ sameȱ asȱ theȱ patternȱ
resultingȱ fromȱ theȱ aggregationȱ ofȱ individualȱ
characteristicsȱ (seeȱ Seligsonȱ 2002ȱ forȱ aȱ
comprehensiveȱ discussionȱ aboutȱ this).ȱ Theȱ
resultsȱ shownȱ hereȱ haveȱ madeȱ itȱ clearȱ inȱ thisȱ
caseȱthatȱthereȱareȱdivergentȱeffectsȱforȱtheȱsameȱ
variableȱ atȱ twoȱ differentȱ levels.ȱ Hadȱ weȱ
analyzedȱnationalȱdataȱusingȱonlyȱtheȱaverageȱofȱ
individualȱ schooling,ȱ weȱ mayȱ haveȱ erroneouslyȱ
concludedȱ thatȱ nationalȱ educationȱ increasesȱ
personalȱ participation.ȱ However,ȱ sinceȱ weȱ haveȱ
incorporatedȱ nationalȱ indexesȱ inȱ ourȱ
measurements,ȱ whichȱ belongȱ toȱ aȱ macroȬlevelȱ
domainȱ ofȱ analysis,ȱ weȱ nowȱ knowȱ thatȱ theȱ
oppositeȱ isȱ true.ȱ Ourȱ findings,ȱ thus,ȱ areȱ thatȱ
nationalȱ levelsȱ ofȱ literacy,ȱ alongȱ withȱ
development,ȱ
actuallyȱ
depressȱ
parentȱ
involvementȱ inȱ schoolȱ meetings.ȱ Inȱ orderȱ toȱ
understandȱ whyȱ lowȬliteracyȱ countriesȱ suchȱ asȱ
Haitiȱ andȱ Guatemalaȱ showȱ highȱ levelsȱ ofȱ
parentalȱ participation,ȱ then,ȱ weȱ mustȱ
distinguishȱtheȱcomplexȱeffectsȱofȱtheȱsameȱtypeȱ
ofȱ variableȱ actingȱ atȱ twoȱ differingȱ levelsȱ andȱ
yieldingȱtwoȱdifferentȱsetsȱofȱconditions.ȱ
Figure 5
The Impact of Education on Parents’
Participation in School Meetings in Latin
America and the Caribbean, 2008
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Inȱ sum,ȱ theȱ resultsȱ ofȱ theȱ Americasȱ Barometerȱ
2008,ȱ carriedȱ outȱ inȱ twentyȬoneȱ countriesȱ inȱ theȱ
region,ȱ showȱ thatȱ theȱ degreeȱ toȱ whichȱ citizensȱ
participateȱ inȱ parents’ȱ meetingsȱ dependsȱ onȱ aȱ

varietyȱofȱindividualȬlevelȱcharacteristicsȱbutȱareȱ
alsoȱ particularlyȱ determinedȱ byȱ theȱ levelsȱ ofȱ
nationalȱ development.ȱ Parentsȱ engageȱ moreȱ inȱ
theirȱchildren’sȱschoolȱinȱpoorȱsocieties;ȱwomen,ȱ
theȱ young,ȱ theȱ educated,ȱ theȱ employed,ȱ andȱ
ruralȱ parentsȱ areȱ moreȱ involvedȱ inȱ schoolsȱ
meetingȱ thanȱ anyȱ otherȱ demographicȱ group.ȱ Ifȱ
theseȱ citizensȱ areȱ activeȱ inȱ theirȱ communities,ȱ
interestedȱ inȱ politicalȱ issues,ȱ butȱ concernedȱ
aboutȱ theȱ levelsȱ ofȱ publicȱ insecurity,ȱ theirȱ
engagementȱ inȱ participationȱ atȱ schoolsȱ isȱ evenȱ
greater.ȱȱȱ

ProgramȱandȱPolicyȱImplicationsȱ
Howȱ doȱ weȱ increaseȱ parents’ȱ participation?ȱ
Howȱdoȱweȱboostȱsocialȱcapital?ȱThisȱreportȱhasȱ
pointedȱtoȱdifferentȱvariablesȱrelatedȱtoȱparents’ȱ
participationȱ atȱ theirȱ children’sȱ schools.ȱ
However,ȱ onlyȱ someȱ ofȱ themȱ couldȱ beȱ
incorporatedȱintoȱprogramsȱdesignedȱtoȱincreaseȱ
socialȱ capital.ȱ Thisȱ reportȱ hasȱ shownȱ thatȱ apartȱ
fromȱ contextualȱ factors,ȱ individualȱ levelȱ ofȱ
education,ȱ
employment,ȱ
andȱ
politicalȱ
engagementȱ canȱ makeȱ aȱ differenceȱ inȱ parentȱ
participationȱandȱengagement.ȱ
Thus,ȱ anyȱ programȱ aimedȱ atȱ stimulatingȱ civicȱ
engagementȱthroughȱtheȱparticipationȱofȱparentsȱ
atȱ schoolȱ shouldȱ considerȱ theȱ importanceȱ ofȱ
education.ȱ Inȱ otherȱ words,ȱ itȱ wouldȱ seemȱ thatȱ
theȱ bestȱ wayȱ toȱ motivateȱ parentsȱ toȱ attendȱ
meetingsȱ atȱ theirȱ children’sȱ schoolsȱ andȱ
contributeȱ toȱ theȱ networksȱ ofȱ socialȱ goodsȱ isȱ
strengtheningȱ universalȱ education.ȱ Yet,ȱ ourȱ
findingsȱ hereȱ clearlyȱ showȱ thatȱ asȱ theȱ citizenryȱ
becomesȱ moreȱ educatedȱ andȱ wealthier,ȱ parentȱ
participationȱ inȱ schoolsȱ declines.ȱ Thisȱ isȱ aȱ
worrisomeȱ finding,ȱ butȱ perhapsȱ anȱ inevitableȱ
consequenceȱofȱtheȱcomplexȱlivesȱledȱbyȱthoseȱinȱ
developedȱcountries.ȱThus,ȱwithinȱcountries,ȱtheȱ
betterȱeducatedȱparticipateȱmore,ȱwhereasȱacrossȱ
countries,ȱ itȱ isȱ inȱ theȱ lessȱ wellȱ educatedȱ nationsȱ
thatȱ participationȱ isȱ highest.ȱ ȱ Asȱ weȱ haveȱ
pointedȱ outȱ before,ȱ educationȱ hasȱ aȱ differentȱ
effectȱonȱparticipationȱatȱtheȱnationalȱlevelȱthanȱ
atȱtheȱindividualȱlevel.ȱȱȱȱ
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Weȱalsoȱfoundȱthatȱoverallȱpoliticalȱengagementȱ
alsoȱ playsȱ anȱ importantȱ roleȱ inȱ bolsteringȱ
parentalȱ involvementȱ atȱ schools.ȱ Interestȱ inȱ
politicsȱ isȱ usuallyȱ linkedȱ toȱ communityȱ
participation.ȱ Inȱ fact,ȱ communityȱ participationȱ
programsȱshouldȱalsoȱlookȱatȱtheȱschoolsȱasȱkeyȱ
nodesȱ forȱ expansionȱ ofȱ socialȱ capital.ȱ Schoolsȱ
haveȱ alwaysȱ playedȱ aȱ substantiveȱ roleȱ inȱ
enhancingȱ humanȱ andȱ socialȱ capital;ȱ theyȱ canȱ
serveȱ asȱ theȱ launchȱ padȱ ofȱ networksȱ ofȱ mutualȱ
cooperationȱandȱsocialȱdevelopment.ȱȱ
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Thisȱ surveyȱ involvedȱ faceȬtoȬfaceȱ interviewsȱ
conductedȱ inȱ 23ȱ nationsȱ inȱ Latinȱ Americaȱ andȱ
theȱ Caribbeanȱ andȱ aȱ webȱ surveyȱ inȱ theȱ Unitedȱ
Statesȱ (thisȱ questionȱ wasȱ notȱ askedȱ inȱ Canada).ȱ
Dataȱ fromȱ 22ȱ ofȱ thoseȱ nationalȱ surveysȱ areȱ
analyzedȱ here.3ȱ Aȱ totalȱ ofȱ 36,501ȱ respondentsȱ
wereȱaskedȱtheȱfollowingȱquestion:ȱ

2ȱ Fundingȱ forȱ theȱ 2008ȱroundȱ 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),ȱtheȱCenterȱforȱtheȱAmericasȱ
(CFA),ȱandȱVanderbiltȱUniversity.ȱ
3ȱBelizeȱdataȱȱȱareȱȱȱnotȱȱȱavailableȱȱȱasȱȱȱofȱȱȱȱthisȱȱȱȱwriting.ȱ
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POP102.ȱWhenȱtheȱlegislatureȱhindersȱtheȱworkȱ
ofȱ ourȱ government,ȱ ourȱ president/primeȱ
ministersȱshouldȱgovernȱwithoutȱtheȱlegislature,ȱ
howȱ muchȱ doȱ youȱ agreeȱ orȱ disagreeȱ withȱ thatȱ
view?ȱ

Responsesȱ wereȱ ratedȱ onȱ aȱ 1Ȭ7ȱ scale,ȱ whereȱ 1ȱ
meansȱ “stronglyȱ disagree”ȱ andȱ 7ȱ meansȱ
“stronglyȱagree.”4ȱȱ
1ȱ

2ȱ

3ȱ

4ȱ

5ȱ

6ȱ

7

StronglyȱdisagreeȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱStronglyȱagreeȱ

8ȱ

Doesn’tȱknow

Figureȱ 1ȱ exhibitsȱ nationalȱ averagesȱ forȱ theȱ 22ȱ
countriesȱ inȱ theȱ sample.ȱ 5ȱ Weȱ firstȱ noteȱ thatȱ inȱ
onlyȱoneȱcountryȱinȱtheȱAmericas,ȱEcuador,ȱdoesȱ
averageȱsupportȱexceedȱ50ȱonȱaȱ0Ȭ100ȱscaleȱwithȱ
54.2ȱ points.ȱ Theseȱ highȱ levelsȱ ofȱ supportȱ forȱ
executiveȱ concentrationȱ ofȱ powerȱ echoȱ currentȱ
presidentialȱ approvalsȱ inȱ Latinȱ America.ȱ Forȱ
example,ȱ inȱ Ecuador,ȱ Presidentȱ Rafaelȱ Correaȱ
attainedȱ theȱ presidencyȱ runningȱ underȱ theȱ
politicalȱplatformȱforȱsocialȱandȱpoliticalȱchange,ȱ
andȱ inȱ Septemberȱ ofȱ 2008,ȱ moreȱ thanȱ 60%ȱ ofȱ
Ecuadoriansȱ votedȱ forȱ aȱ newȱ constitutionȱ thatȱ
wouldȱ sharplyȱ expandȱ theȱ powerȱ ofȱ theȱ
Presidentȱ (Partlowȱ andȱ Kuffnerȱ 2008).ȱ Otherȱ
countries,ȱ Colombia,ȱ Chile,ȱ Mexico,ȱ andȱ
Guatemala,ȱalsoȱshowȱhighȱlevelsȱofȱsupportȱforȱ
concentrationȱ ofȱ powerȱ ofȱ theȱ executiveȱ toȱ
governȱ withoutȱ Congress,ȱ havingȱ averagesȱ
aboveȱ 45ȱ pointsȱ inȱ aȱ scaleȱ 0Ȭ100.ȱ Atȱ theȱ otherȱ
extreme,ȱ Paraguayȱ andȱ Argentinaȱ showȱ theȱ
lowestȱ averagesȱ inȱ supportȱ forȱ neuteringȱ theȱ
legislatureȱ inȱ theȱ Americasȱ withȱ 23ȱ andȱ 22ȱ
points,ȱrespectively.ȱ
Itȱ isȱ worthȱ mentioningȱ thatȱ inȱ Venezuela,ȱ asȱ
demonstratedȱinȱaȱpreviousȱreportȱofȱthisȱInsightȱ
Series,ȱ theȱ averageȱ ofȱ citizenȱ supportȱ forȱ theȱ
4ȱInȱorderȱtoȱmakeȱcomparisonsȱacrossȱquestionsȱandȱsurveyȱ
wavesȱ simpler;ȱ theseȱ responsesȱ whereȱ recodedȱ onȱ aȱ 0Ȭ100ȱ
scale,ȱ whereȱ 0ȱ indicatesȱ “stronglyȱ disagree”ȱ andȱ 100ȱ
“stronglyȱagree.”ȱ
5ȱNonȬresponseȱwasȱ8%ȱforȱtheȱsampleȱasȱaȱwhole.ȱ

executiveȱ toȱ governȱ withoutȱ aȱ legislatureȱ
remainsȱfairlyȱlowȱ(24)ȱinȱcomparisonȱtoȱtheȱrestȱ
ofȱ theȱ countriesȱ inȱ theȱ sample.ȱ Sinceȱ legislativeȱ
powerȱ inȱ Venezuelaȱ hasȱ allȱ butȱ disappearedȱ
underȱPresidentȱChávez,ȱitȱisȱinterestingȱtoȱnoteȱ
thatȱ citizensȱ seemȱ toȱ beȱ dissatisfiedȱ withȱ thisȱ
outcome.ȱȱ

PredictingȱSupportȱforȱtheȱExecutiveȱ
toȱGovernȱWithoutȱLegislaturesȱ
Whatȱ explainsȱ theseȱ sharpȱ differencesȱ acrossȱ
countriesȱinȱtheȱAmericas?6ȱWeȱfocusȱfirstȱonȱtheȱ
impactȱofȱvariationȱinȱattitudesȱtowardȱexecutiveȱ
dominanceȱbyȱanalyzingȱtheȱeffectȱofȱtraditionalȱ
socioȬeconomicȱ andȱ demographicȱ variables,ȱ
suchȱasȱlevelsȱofȱeducation,ȱgender,ȱwealth,ȱandȱ
sizeȱofȱtheȱcity/townȱofȱresidence.7ȱ
Figureȱ 2ȱ revealsȱ theȱ importanceȱ ofȱ socioȬ
economicȱ andȱ demographicȱ variablesȱ inȱ
explainingȱ supportȱ forȱ executiveȱ governmentȱ
withoutȱ theȱ legislature.ȱ Eachȱ variableȱ includedȱ
inȱ theȱ analysisȱ isȱ listedȱ onȱ theȱ verticalȱ (y)ȱ axis.ȱȱ
Theȱ impactȱ ofȱ eachȱ ofȱ thoseȱ variablesȱ isȱ shownȱ
graphicallyȱbyȱaȱdot,ȱwhichȱifȱlocatedȱtoȱtheȱrightȱ
ofȱtheȱverticalȱ“0”ȱlineȱindicatesȱaȱpositiveȱeffect,ȱ
andȱifȱtoȱtheȱleftȱofȱtheȱ“0”ȱlineȱaȱnegativeȱeffect.ȱȱ
Ifȱtheȱeffectsȱareȱstatisticallyȱsignificant,ȱtheyȱareȱ
shownȱbyȱconfidenceȱintervalȱlinesȱstretchingȱtoȱ
theȱleftȱandȱrightȱofȱeachȱdotȱthatȱdoȱnotȱoverlapȱ
theȱ verticalȱ “0”ȱ lineȱ (atȱ .05ȱ orȱ better).ȱ Ifȱ theyȱ
overlapȱ theȱ verticalȱ line,ȱ theȱ effectsȱ areȱ
statisticallyȱinsignificant.ȱȱȱ

ȱWeȱexaminedȱcontextualȱfactorsȱthatȱmightȱexplainȱsomeȱofȱ
theȱ nationalȬlevelȱ variationȱ weȱ found.ȱ However,ȱ multilevelȱ
analysesȱ predictingȱ supportȱ forȱ theȱ presidentȱ inȱ governingȱ
withoutȱ theȱ legislatureȱ withȱ theȱ conventionalȱ nationalȱ
characteristics,ȱsuchȱasȱGDP,ȱeconomicȱgrowth,ȱandȱlevelȱofȱ
democracy,ȱdidȱnotȱachieveȱstatisticalȱsignificance.ȱȱ
7ȱ Becauseȱ theȱ averageȱ citizenȱ inȱ theȱ Unitedȱ Statesȱ andȱ
Canadaȱ scoreȱ veryȱ highȱ onȱ socioȬeconomicȱ characteristicsȱ
comparedȱtoȱthoseȱinȱtheȱrestȱofȱtheȱcountriesȱinȱtheȱsample,ȱ
weȱexcludeȱtheseȱcasesȱfromȱtheȱanalysis.ȱ
6
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Whatȱ isȱ foundȱ inȱ Figureȱ 2ȱ isȱ thatȱ citizensȱ livingȱ
inȱbiggerȱcitiesȱshowȱhigherȱlevelsȱofȱsupportȱforȱ
theȱ concentrationȱ ofȱ executiveȱ power,ȱ afterȱ
controllingȱ forȱ otherȱ individualȱ levelȱ
characteristics.ȱ Inȱ contrast,ȱ otherȱ thingsȱ beingȱ
equal,ȱ citizensȱ whoȱ areȱ moreȱ educated,ȱ
wealthier,ȱ andȱ olderȱ showȱ significantlyȱ lowerȱ
levelsȱ ofȱ supportȱ forȱ thisȱ undemocraticȱ belief.ȱ
Thisȱ findingȱ mirrorsȱ aȱ previousȱ reportȱ inȱ thisȱ
seriesȱwhichȱfocusedȱonȱsupportȱforȱpresidentialȱ
limitsȱ onȱ theȱ voiceȱ andȱ voteȱ ofȱ oppositionȱ
parties;ȱ citizensȱ withȱ theȱ sameȱ characteristicsȱ
showȱ lowerȱ levelsȱ ofȱ supportȱ forȱ executiveȱ
concentrationȱ ofȱ power.ȱ ȱ Onlyȱ genderȱ didȱ notȱ
reachȱ statisticalȱ significanceȱ amongȱ theȱ keyȱ
demographicȱ variables.ȱ Butȱ byȱ far,ȱ theȱ mostȱ
importantȱfactorȱinȱexplainingȱoppositionȱtoȱthisȱ
undemocraticȱexpansionȱofȱpresidentialȱpowerȱisȱ
education;ȱtheȱhigherȱanȱindividual’sȱeducation,ȱ
theȱ moreȱ stronglyȱ s/heȱ wouldȱ resistȱ bypassingȱ
thisȱkeyȱinstitutionȱofȱdemocracy.ȱTheȱeffectsȱofȱ
educationȱ andȱ wealthȱ areȱ betterȱ illustratedȱ inȱ
Figureȱ3,ȱshownȱbyȱitsȱsampleȱmeans.ȱ

Education Level

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

Inȱ orderȱ toȱ haveȱ aȱ betterȱ understandingȱ ofȱ theȱ
factorsȱ thatȱ influenceȱ supportȱ forȱ executiveȱ
dominance,ȱweȱalsoȱexamineȱtheȱimpactȱofȱsomeȱ
politicalȱ attitudesȱ andȱ behaviorsȱ thatȱ mayȱ alsoȱ
playȱ aȱ centralȱ roleȱ inȱ explainingȱ thisȱ support.ȱ
Figureȱ 4ȱ displaysȱ theȱ impactȱ ofȱ politicalȱ
attitudesȱ onȱ supportȱ forȱ concentrationȱ ofȱ
executiveȱ power.ȱ Forȱ instance,ȱ citizensȱ whoȱ
demonstrateȱ moreȱ authoritarianȱ attitudes,ȱ asȱ
expressedȱ byȱ supportȱ forȱ anȱ “ironȱ fisted”ȱ
government,ȱ expressȱ higherȱ supportȱ forȱ theȱ
executiveȱ toȱ governȱ withoutȱ aȱ legislature.ȱ Asȱ
withȱtheȱsameȱdemographicȱandȱsocioȬeconomicȱ
characteristics,ȱtheseȱresultsȱalsoȱmirrorȱthoseȱofȱ
aȱpreviousȱreportȱinȱthisȱseriesȱinȱwhichȱcitizensȱ
withȱsimilarȱcharacteristicsȱtendȱtoȱshowȱhigherȱ
supportȱforȱtheȱpresidentȱlimitingȱtheȱvoiceȱandȱ
voteȱ ofȱ oppositionȱ parties.ȱ Byȱ theȱ sameȱ token,ȱ
citizensȱ whoȱ areȱ moreȱ satisfiedȱ withȱ theȱ
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performanceȱ ofȱ theȱ incumbentȱ presidentȱ showȱ
higherȱ supportȱ forȱ theȱ concentrationȱ ofȱ
executiveȱ powerȱ whenȱ relatedȱ toȱ governmentȱ
withoutȱaȱlegislature.ȱȱ
Figure4.
Determinants of Average Support for the
Executive to Govern Without Congress in the
Americas,2008
Country Fixed Effects
and Intercept Included
but not shown here

R-Squared =0.137
F=79.295
N =21535

Parliament Limits Power
of the President

Government with an Iron Fist

Satisfaction with the Performance
of the Current President

Rightist Ideology

Political Knowledge Index
-0.1

0.0

0.1

0.1

0.1

Figureȱ 4ȱ alsoȱ indicatesȱ theȱ importanceȱ ofȱ
ideologyȱandȱpoliticalȱknowledge10ȱinȱexplainingȱ
supportȱ forȱ theȱ executiveȱ concentrationȱ ofȱ
power.ȱAsȱdemonstratedȱinȱaȱpreviousȱreportȱinȱ
thisȱseriesȱ(I0809),ȱthoseȱwhoȱselfȬidentifyȱonȱtheȱ
rightȱ showȱ higherȱ supportȱ forȱ governmentȱ
withoutȱ aȱ legislature.ȱ Inȱ contrast,ȱ thoseȱ whoȱ
scoreȱ highȱ inȱ theȱ indexȱ ofȱ politicalȱ knowledgeȱ
revealȱlowerȱlevelsȱofȱthisȱsupport.ȱThisȱfindingȱ
suggestsȱ thatȱ aȱ deeperȱ understandingȱ ofȱ theȱ
politicalȱworldȱwillȱmakeȱcitizensȱmoreȱawareȱofȱ
theȱimportanceȱthatȱtheȱbalanceȱofȱpowerȱamongȱ
democraticȱ institutionsȱ representsȱ forȱ theȱ
persistenceȱ ofȱ democracyȱ asȱ aȱ formȱ ofȱ
government.ȱ Itȱ isȱ worthȱ mentioningȱ thatȱ allȱ
theseȱ variablesȱ areȱ statisticallyȱ significantȱ afterȱ
controllingȱ forȱ theȱ perceptionȱ ofȱ nationalȱ andȱ
economicȱwellȱbeing,ȱpoliticalȱinterest,ȱasȱwellȱasȱ
countryȱ effectsȱ andȱ traditionalȱ socioȬeconomicȱ
andȱdemographicȱvariables.ȱ11ȱȱȱ

0.2

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

Inȱotherȱwords,ȱtheȱmoreȱpopularȱtheȱpresident,ȱ
theȱ lessȱ supportȱ thereȱ isȱ forȱ theȱ legislature,ȱ allȱ
otherȱ socioȬeconomicȱ andȱ attitudinalȱ variablesȱ
analyzedȱ thusȱ farȱ beingȱ heldȱ constant.ȱ Anotherȱ
interestingȱfindingȱisȱtheȱpositiveȱeffectȱofȱthoseȱ
whoȱbelieveȱthatȱtheȱparliamentȱhindersȱtheȱjobȱ
ofȱ theȱ president.8ȱ Specifically,ȱ theȱ higherȱ theȱ
perceptionȱ thatȱ theȱ parliamentȱ isȱ anȱ obstacleȱ toȱ
executiveȱ power,ȱ theȱ higherȱ theȱ supportȱ forȱ theȱ
presidentȱ toȱ governȱ withoutȱ theȱ legislature.9ȱ
8ȱ Thisȱ variableȱ wasȱ measuredȱ byȱ theȱ question:ȱ Toȱ whatȱ
extentȱ doesȱ theȱ legislatureȱ hinderȱ theȱ powerȱ ofȱ theȱ
president?ȱ
9ȱGivenȱthatȱtheȱdependentȱvariableȱasksȱaboutȱtheȱextentȱtoȱ
whichȱcitizensȱsupportȱgovernmentȱwithoutȱCongressȱifȱtheȱ
Congressȱ isȱ operatingȱ asȱ anȱ obstacleȱ forȱ theȱ president;ȱ itȱ isȱ
importantȱtoȱnoteȱthatȱitȱisȱnotȱaȱnormativeȱquestionȱaboutȱtheȱ
importanceȱ ofȱ Congress,ȱ butȱ aboutȱ theȱ effectivenessȱ ofȱ
politicalȱ institutionsȱ (i.e.ȱ performanceȱ ofȱ theȱ legislatureȱ vs.ȱ
theȱ executive).ȱ Consequently,ȱ trustȱ orȱ mistrustȱ inȱ theȱ
legislatureȱ mayȱ notȱ beȱ theȱ bestȱ predictorȱ forȱ theȱ dependentȱ
variable.ȱForȱexample,ȱaȱcitizenȱcanȱbeȱaȱconvincedȱdemocratȱ
andȱ trustȱ thisȱ institutionȱ butȱ stillȱ thinkȱ thatȱ whenȱ theȱ
institution’sȱ performanceȱ presentsȱ anȱ obstacleȱ toȱ theȱ
presidentȱorȱprimeȱminister,ȱtheȱcountryȱwouldȱbeȱbetterȱoffȱ

ProgramȱandȱPolicyȱImplicationsȱ
Becauseȱ ofȱ Latinȱ America’sȱ growingȱ numberȱ ofȱ
chiefȱ executivesȱ whoȱ haveȱ beenȱ tryingȱ toȱ ȱ limitȱ
thoseȱ whoȱ opposeȱ “theȱ people’sȱ will”ȱ (Seligsonȱ
2007),ȱ itȱ isȱ importantȱ toȱ knowȱ theȱ extentȱ toȱ
whichȱ citizensȱ areȱ willingȱ toȱ supportȱ theȱ
concentrationȱ ofȱ executiveȱ powerȱ andȱ howȱ thisȱ
supportȱmightȱweakenȱdemocracy.ȱInȱthisȱpaperȱ
weȱ foundȱ thatȱ citizensȱ livingȱ inȱ largerȱ citiesȱ
withoutȱ thisȱ institution.ȱ Forȱ thisȱ reason,ȱ theȱ beliefȱ thatȱ theȱ
parliamentȱ limitsȱ theȱ powerȱ ofȱ theȱ presidentȱ isȱ aȱ betterȱ
predictorȱ ofȱ supportȱ forȱ theȱ executiveȱ concentrationȱ ofȱ
powerȱ thanȱ trustȱ inȱ theȱ legislatureȱ (notȱ shownȱ inȱ Figureȱ 3).ȱ
Thisȱideaȱisȱdevelopedȱin:ȱ
Boidi,ȱMariaȱFernanda.ȱ2009.ȱTrustȱinȱLegislaturesȱinȱLatinȱ
America:ȱPh.D.ȱDissertation.ȱDepartmentȱofȱPoliticalȱScience,ȱ
VanderbiltȱUniversity.
10ȱ Theȱ Politicalȱ Knowledgeȱ Indexȱ isȱ measuredȱ throughȱ theȱ
followingȱ questions:ȱ GI1.ȱ Whatȱ isȱ theȱ nameȱ ofȱ theȱ currentȱ
presidentȱ ofȱ theȱ (country)?ȱ GI2.ȱ ȱ Whatȱ isȱ theȱ nameȱ ofȱ theȱ
Presidentȱ ofȱ (Congress)ȱ inȱ (country)?ȱ ȱ GI3.ȱ Howȱ manyȱ
(provinces)ȱ doesȱ theȱ (country)ȱ have?ȱ GI4.ȱ Howȱ longȱ isȱ theȱ
(presidential/primeȱ ministerial)ȱ termȱ ofȱ officeȱ inȱ (country)?ȱ
GI5.ȱWhatȱisȱtheȱnameȱofȱtheȱcurrentȱpresidentȱofȱBrazil?ȱ
ItȱisȱworthyȱofȱnoteȱthatȱtheȱquestionȱrelatedȱtoȱCongressȱwasȱ
notȱaskedȱinȱBolivia.ȱ
11ȱ Referȱ toȱ theȱ Appendixȱ forȱ aȱ detailedȱ displayȱ ofȱ thoseȱ
effects.ȱ
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showȱ higherȱ levelsȱ ofȱ supportȱ forȱ theȱ
concentrationȱ ofȱ executiveȱ power,ȱ whileȱ
wealthierȱandȱolderȱcitizensȱexpressȱlowerȱlevelsȱ
ofȱsupport.ȱMostȱimportantly,ȱȱeducationȱshowsȱ
theȱstrongestȱnegativeȱeffectȱonȱcitizen’sȱsupportȱ
forȱ governmentȱ withoutȱ aȱ legislature,ȱ
highlightingȱtheȱvalueȱofȱeducationȱasȱaȱcatalystȱ
ofȱ tolerantȱ attitudesȱ (Golebiowskaȱ 1995;ȱ Orcésȱ
2008;ȱ Seligson,ȱ Cordova,ȱ andȱ Morenoȱ 2007).ȱ
Consequently,ȱ itȱ isȱ imperativeȱ forȱ democraticȱ
programsȱinȱLatinȱAmericaȱtoȱcombineȱeffortsȱtoȱ
increaseȱwealthȱandȱeducationalȱlevelsȱwhichȱinȱ
turnȱ willȱ allowȱ forȱ aȱ strongerȱ democraticȱ
politicalȱculture.ȱ
Similarly,ȱ theȱ AmericasBarometerȱ dataȱ inȱ thisȱ
shortȱreportȱsuggestȱthatȱcitizens,ȱwhenȱsatisfiedȱ
withȱ theȱ incumbentȱ government’sȱ performanceȱ
inȱ generalȱ andȱ whoȱ believeȱ thatȱ theȱ legislatureȱ
hindersȱ theȱ powerȱ ofȱ theȱ president,ȱ areȱ moreȱ
willingȱ toȱ supportȱ governmentȱ withoutȱ aȱ
legislature.ȱ Thus,ȱ anotherȱ implicationȱ ofȱ thisȱ
paperȱisȱthatȱelectedȱrepresentativesȱneedȱtoȱaimȱ
atȱ decreasingȱ theȱ negativeȱ perceptionȱ thatȱ
peopleȱ haveȱ towardȱ theirȱ legislatureȱ andȱ
increaseȱ politicalȱ knowledgeȱ soȱ thatȱ citizensȱ
betterȱunderstandȱthatȱaȱfunctioningȱdemocracyȱ
isȱ possibleȱ onlyȱ throughȱ aȱ balanceȱ ofȱ powerȱ ofȱ
allȱ itsȱ institutions.ȱ Forȱ democracyȱ toȱ workȱ andȱ
endure,ȱ legislaturesȱ needȱ toȱ persistȱ asȱ anȱ
institution,ȱ andȱ forȱ thatȱ toȱ happen,ȱ theyȱ needȱ
citizenȱsupport.ȱ
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Appendixȱ
Tableȱ1.ȱSocioȬeconomicȱandȱDemographicȱDeterminantsȱofȱAverageȱSupportȱforȱtheȱPresidentȱ
ToȱGovernȱWithoutȱCongressȱinȱtheȱAmericas,ȱ2008ȱ
Coefficient.
tȱ
Primaryȱeducation
Ȭ0.000ȱ
(Ȭ0.02)ȱ
Secondaryȱeducation
Ȭ0.012ȱ
(Ȭ0.69)ȱ
Higherȱeducation
Ȭ0.090*ȱ
(Ȭ5.36)ȱ
Femaleȱ
0.001ȱ
(0.21)ȱ
Age
Ȭ0.033*ȱ
(Ȭ4.85)ȱ
Wealth
Ȭ0.024*ȱ
(Ȭ2.64)ȱ
SizeȱofȱCity/Townȱ
0.033*ȱ
(3.53)ȱ
Mexicoȱ
0.060*ȱ
(4.76)ȱ
Guatemalaȱ
0.051*ȱ
(4.17)ȱ
ElȱSalvadorȱ
0.017ȱ
(1.39)ȱ
Honduras
Ȭ0.021ȱ
(Ȭ1.75)ȱ
Nicaragua
Ȭ0.019ȱ
(Ȭ1.32)ȱ
CostaȱRicaȱ
0.002ȱ
(0.13)ȱ
Panamaȱ
0.055*ȱ
(3.58)ȱ
Colombiaȱ
0.076*ȱ
(5.66)ȱ
Ecuadorȱ
0.156*ȱ
(8.39)ȱ
Boliviaȱ
0.035*ȱ
(2.06)ȱ
Peruȱ
0.032*ȱ
(2.71)ȱ
Paraguay
Ȭ0.070*ȱ
(Ȭ5.72)ȱ
Chileȱ
0.066*ȱ
(4.86)ȱ
Brazilȱ
0.033*ȱ
(2.32)ȱ
Venezuela
Ȭ0.067*ȱ
(Ȭ4.46)ȱ
Argentina
Ȭ0.082*ȱ
(Ȭ6.45)ȱ
DominicanȱRepublicȱ
0.031*ȱ
(2.31)ȱ
Haitiȱ
0.018ȱ
(1.39)ȱ
Jamaica
Ȭ0.028*ȱ
(Ȭ2.23)ȱ
Constantȱ
0.004ȱ
(0.32)ȱ
RȬSquaredȱ
0.072
NumberȱofȱObs.ȱ
29660
* p<0.05
EducationȱlevelȱofȱReference:ȱNone
CountryȱofȱReference:ȱȱUruguay
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Tableȱ2.ȱDeterminantsȱofȱAverageȱSupportȱforȱtheȱPresidentȱtoȱGovernȱWithoutȱCongressȱ
ȱinȱtheȱAmericas,ȱ2008ȱ
Coefficient.
tȱ
PoliticalȱKnowledgeȱIndex
Ȭ0.048*ȱ
(Ȭ4.82)ȱ
IdeologyȱScaleȱ
0.023*ȱ
(2.97)ȱ
SatisfactionȱwithȱtheȱPerformanceȱ
0.138*ȱ
(14.71)ȱ
ofȱtheȱCurrentȱPresidentȱ
GovernmentȱwithȱanȱIronȱFistȱ
0.067*ȱ
(8.91)ȱ
ParliamentȱLimitsȱPowerȱofȱtheȱ
0.183*ȱ
(20.05)ȱ
Presidentȱ
PoliticalȱInterest
Ȭ0.010ȱ
(Ȭ1.20)ȱ
PerceptionȱofȱNationalȱEconomicȱ
0.013ȱ
(1.47)ȱ
Situationȱ
PerceptionȱofȱPersonalȱEconomicȱ
0.001ȱ
(0.17)ȱ
Situationȱ
Wealth
Ȭ0.014ȱ
(Ȭ1.40)ȱ
Age
Ȭ0.049*ȱ
(Ȭ6.72)ȱ
Femaleȱ
0.008ȱ
(1.12)ȱ
Education
Ȭ0.059*ȱ
(Ȭ6.29)ȱ
SizeȱofȱCity/Townȱ
0.031*ȱ
(3.25)ȱ
Mexicoȱ
0.054*ȱ
(4.32)ȱ
Guatemalaȱ
0.039*ȱ
(3.11)ȱ
ElȱSalvadorȱ
0.021ȱ
(1.74)ȱ
Hondurasȱ
0.011ȱ
(0.88)ȱ
Nicaraguaȱ
0.004ȱ
(0.22)ȱ
CostaȱRica
Ȭ0.010ȱ
(Ȭ0.69)ȱ
Panamaȱ
0.072*ȱ
(5.16)ȱ
Colombiaȱ
0.053*ȱ
(4.08)ȱ
Ecuadorȱ
0.138*ȱ
(7.70)ȱ
Boliviaȱ
0.039*ȱ
(2.35)ȱ
Peruȱ
0.039*ȱ
(3.23)ȱ
Paraguay
Ȭ0.040*ȱ
(Ȭ3.16)ȱ
Chileȱ
0.054*ȱ
(3.97)ȱ
Brazilȱ
0.017ȱ
(1.16)ȱ
Venezuela
Ȭ0.043*ȱ
(Ȭ2.73)ȱ
Argentina
Ȭ0.068*ȱ
(Ȭ5.29)ȱ
DominicanȱRepublicȱ
0.015ȱ
(1.26)ȱ
Haitiȱ
0.071*ȱ
(5.42)ȱ
Jamaicaȱ
0.001ȱ
(0.04)ȱ
Constantȱ
0.036*ȱ
(3.25)ȱ
RȬSquaredȱ
0.137
NumberȱofȱObs.ȱ
21535
* p<0.05
CountryȱofȱReference:ȱȱȱUruguay
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this survey 33,021 respondents from 20 nations
in North, Central, South America and the
Caribbean were asked the same question3:
EC1. And now thinking of the Parliament. To
what extent does the National Legislature
obstruct the power of the President?

AmericasBarometer Insights: 2009 (No. 26)*

Not Happy? Blame your
Legislature
By Margarita Corral
Margarita.corral@vanderbilt.edu
Vanderbilt University

T

he proper role of the legislature in
presidential systems has sparked endless
debates among scholars and policy
makers. The debate is not merely theoretical in
the Latin American and Caribbean region,
where there have been numerous attempts by
executives to solve the “problem” of intrusive
legislatures by attempting to govern without
them, on the grounds that congress is
“obstructionist,
corrupt,
or
ineffective”
(Morgenstern and Nacif 2002:1). Nonetheless,
given the central role of legislatures in liberal
democracies (Close 1995), it is not an institution
that is likely to disappear any time soon. In that
context, it is important to know how citizens
view the relationship between the legislature
and the president. This new AmericasBarometer
Insight Series report1 will address this question
utilizing the 2008 round of the Latin American
Public Opinion Project (LAPOP) surveys.2 In
* The Insights Series is co-edited by Professors Mitchell A.
Seligson and Elizabeth Zechmeister with administrative,
technical, and intellectual support from the LAPOP group at
Vanderbilt.
1 Prior issues in the Insight series can be found at
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/studiesandpublications.
The data on which they are based can be found at
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/datasets
2 Funding for the 2008 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), the Center for the Americas
(CFA), and Vanderbilt University.

Responses were given based on a 1-7 scale,
where ‘1’ meant “not at all” and ‘7’ meant “a
lot.” These responses were then recoded on a 0100 basis to conform to the LAPOP standard,
which facilitates comparability across questions
and survey waves.4
Figure 1.
Average Agreement that Parliament Obstructs
the Power of the President in Latin America and
the Caribbean, 2008
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Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

Figure 1 depicts nationalȱ averagesȱ forȱ theȱ 20ȱ
countriesȱ inȱ theȱ sample and shows that, in
3

This question was not asked in Canada or in the United
States. Further, given that in Venezuela there is no
opposition to the president in the National Congress, we
excluded this country from the analysis.
4 Non-response was 14.77% for the sample as a whole.
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general terms, there is low support for the idea
that parliament obstructs the power of the
president. Averages fall below 40 points in every
country. Argentina is the country that displays
the highest level, with a score of 39.9 points on
our 0-100 scale. Below Argentina, with levels
between 35 and 40 we find countries such as
Belize, Honduras, Nicaragua and Haiti. At the
other extreme, we find Costa Rica, Mexico,
Brazil, Bolivia and Chile, where national
averages fall around 20 points on our 0-100
scale. Overall, it is quite evident that on average
citizens in Latin America and the Caribbean do
not consider that legislators obstruct their
president’s work.

Figure 2.
Socio-economic and Demographic Determinants
of the Belief that Parliament Obstructs the
Power of the President in Latin America and the
Caribbean, 2008

Size of City/Town

Country Fixed Effects
and Intercept Included
but not Shown Here

Wealth
Age
Female
University

R-Squared =0.035
N =27713
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Primary
-0.1

Explaining the Belief that
Parliament Obstructs the Power of
the President
What explains variation in the belief that
parliament obstructs the power of the president?
We will focus on the individual characteristics of
respondents in our surveys to answer this
question.5 First, we take into account the
following socio-economic and demographic
characteristics: education, gender, age, wealth,
and city/town size. In order to assess the
influence of these on our dependent variable, we
employ a linear regression model.6
Figure 2 shows the influence of these individuallevel
socio-economic
and
demographic
characteristics on the belief that parliament
limits the executive in Latin America and the
Caribbean.7

5

Multilevel analyses predicting support for the idea that
legislatures limit the power of the president with variables
such as GDP, economic growth, and level of democracy, did
not yield significant results. It is possible that the variation
across countries displayed in Figure 1 is explained by some
other national-level political factors, analysis that will be left
for future research.
6
All statistical analyses in this paper were conducted using
STATA v10, and results were adjusted for the complex
sample designs employed.
7 To capture the variation across countries the model
included dummy variables for each country, using Uruguay
as the reference country.

-0.05

0.0

0.05

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

Only two - of the five variables considered here
are statistically significant: education and age.
This 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 predicted impact of that
variable, falls to the right of the vertical “0” line
it implies a positive relationship whereas when
it falls to the left it indicates a negative
contribution. In this sense, we see that older
people tend to agree more with the idea that the
parliament limits the powers of the president
compared to young people, ceteris paribus.
Education also has a statistically significant
impact; having primary, secondary or university
education compared to no education decreases
support for that idea that congress hinders the
executive. The rest of variables-- size of the
place, personal wealth, and gender-- do not
make any difference in explaining why some
individuals are more likely to believe that their
legislature is an obstacle to presidential action.
Given that socioeconomic and demographic
characteristics overall are not strong predictors,
we need to add more variables to our analysis in
order to have a more reasonable and accurate
idea of the determinants of the belief that
parliament limits the power of the president.
Theoretically, it is reasonable to expect that
perceptions of the balance of power depend to
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some extent on opinions about the performance
of both branches. If citizens perceive that
government,
and
the
executive
and
congressional branches, are doing a good job,
they may determine that the two powers do not
interfere with each other. Furthermore, we could
consider that the belief that the legislature
obstructs the executive may be a product of
ideological or authoritarian attitudes. For
instance, people who expressȱ theirȱ supportȱ forȱ
anȱ “ironȱ fisted”ȱ governmentȱ mayȱ beȱ thoseȱ whoȱ
expressȱ aȱ higherȱ levelȱ ofȱ supportȱ forȱ theȱ
executiveȱ toȱ governȱ withoutȱ theȱ limitsȱ ofȱ theȱ
legislature.ȱ We therefore ran an analysis that
contains variables tapping these types of
motivating factors. Figure 3 displays the results
the new model8.

Figure 3.
An Analysis of the Determinants of the Belief
that Parliament obstructs the Power of the
President in Latin America and the Caribbean,
2008
Country Fixed Effects, Socioeconomic,
Demographic Variables and Intercept
Included but not Shown Here

R-Squared =0.069
F=29.992
N =22324
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Satisfaction with the Performance of Legislators
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the lower the belief that the legislature hinders
his/her power. In the same vein, as satisfaction
with the performance of legislators increases,
agreement with the idea that they hinder the
president decreases. Perception of national
economic performance has the same effect.
People who consider that the economy is doing
well tend to disagree with the idea that the
parliament hinders the president’s work. On the
other hand, citizens with authoritarian attitudes,
for example, that the country should be
governed with an “iron fist”, tend to agree more
with the idea that parliament obstructs the
power of the president. These people may see
the parliament as a barrier preventing a
president from gaining more power and
governing with that “iron fist”.

Policy and Program Implications
This new Insights series report shows how
citizens in Latin America and the Caribbean see
the balance of power between the president and
the parliament. This analysis is especially
relevant in the context of aȱ growingȱ numberȱ ofȱ
chiefȱ executivesȱ whoȱ haveȱ beenȱ tryingȱ toȱ ȱ limitȱ
thoseȱ whoȱ opposeȱ “theȱ people’sȱ will”,ȱ
legislaturesȱ amongȱ othersȱ (Seligsonȱ 2007).ȱ In
general terms, the majority do not consider that
parliament is hindering the power of the
president.

Rightist Ideology
-0.15

-0.1

-0.05

0.0

0.05

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

As we can see in Figure 3 all the independent
variables considered here except for ideology
are statistically significant. We find that the
perception of interference by the parliament
with the power of the president is strongly
related to perceptions of the executive’s
performance. That is, the greater the satisfaction
with the performance of the current president,
8 This analysis was carried out using a linear regression that
also included the socioeconomic and demographic variables
and the country dummies employed earlier. Figure 3
displays only the political variables. All the regressions
performed can be found in Table 1 in the appendix.

The results suggest that perceptions of the
balance of powers depend to some extent on
citizen assessment of performance, at both the
national economic level and the institutional
level. The extent to which representatives and
the president fulfill their functions and perform
their duties affects citizens’ views on the
relationship between both political powers.
When they do well, there is no reason to think
that any power, in this case the parliament, is
hindering the power of the other.
We have found that parliament is seen as an
obstacle for those who tend to agree with the
idea that in the country the country needs a
government with an iron fist rather than
believing that problems can be resolved with
everyone's participation.
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Optimistically, we could interpret these results
as reflecting a new period in Latin American
politics, where parliaments are seen as necessary
to democracy and not as obstructionist and
inefficient institutions as they were viewed in
the past. Pessimistically, our analysis suggests
that if authoritarian attitudes were to increase
and/or performance to decline substantially,
such attitudes supporting the legislature’s role
could likewise decline. In short, the data in this
case highlight the strength of citizen assessment
of democratic politics within Latin America;
however, our analysis also reminds us of
potential vulnerabilities.
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Appendix: Determinants of the Belief that the Parliament obstructs the Power of the President
Regression I
Regression II
Coefficient.
t
Coefficient
T
Primary Education
-0.057*
(-3.29)
-0.060*
(-3.01)
Secondary Education
-0.073*
(-3.92)
-0.061*
(-2.84)
University Education
-0.040*
(-2.49)
-0.030
(-1.64)
Female
-0.005
(-0.77)
-0.008
(-1.21)
Age
0.022*
(3.05)
0.027*
(3.33)
Wealth
-0.009
(-1.00)
-0.003
(-0.29)
Size of City/Town
0.019
(1.89)
0.028*
(2.75)
Rightist Ideology
-0.004
(-0.49)
-0.139*
Satisfaction with the
(-14.20)
Performance of the Current
President
Performance of Legislators
-0.030*
(-3.17)
Government with an iron fist
0.018*
(2.42)
Perception of National
-0.032*
(-3.86)
Economic Situation
Mexico
-0.041*
(-3.93)
-0.044*
(-4.10)
Guatemala
-0.020
(-1.94)
-0.024*
(-2.20)
El Salvador
-0.014
(-1.38)
-0.032*
(-3.19)
Honduras
0.047*
(3.96)
0.021
(1.87)
Nicaragua
0.045*
(3.43)
0.002
(0.16)
Costa Rica
-0.033*
(-3.30)
-0.027*
(-2.53)
Panama
-0.020
(-1.68)
-0.048*
(-4.26)
Colombia
-0.032*
(-2.97)
-0.024*
(-2.07)
Ecuador
-0.042*
(-2.95)
-0.036*
(-2.24)
Bolivia
-0.075*
(-5.65)
-0.087*
(-6.37)
Peru
-0.027*
(-2.64)
-0.049*
(-4.61)
Paraguay
0.016
(1.85)
-0.035*
(-3.61)
Chile
-0.076*
(-8.02)
-0.085*
(-8.76)
Brazil
-0.051*
(-4.67)
-0.052*
(-4.41)
Argentina
0.057*
(4.00)
0.048*
(3.10)
Dominican Republic
-0.003
(-0.27)
-0.000
(-0.02)
Haiti
0.037*
(3.28)
-0.007
(-0.60)
Jamaica
0.013
(0.98)
-0.005
(-0.38)
Belize
0.053*
(3.61)
0.048*
(3.32)
Constant
0.010
(1.15)
-0.001
(-0.14)
R-Squared
0.044
0.069
Number of Obs.
27113
22324
* p<0.05
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What are the factors that explain levels of trust
in Latin America’s Armed Forces?
This paper in the AmericasBarometer Insight Series
attempts to answer this question by using the
2008 database made possible by the
AmericasBarometer survey carried out by the
Latin American Public Opinion Project (LAPOP)
in 22 nations in the Western hemisphere.2

AmericasBarometer Insights: 2009 (No.27)*

Do you trust your
Armed Forces?1
Daniel Montalvo
d.montalvo@vanderbilt.edu
Vanderbilt University

H

istorically, Latin American countries
experienced a variety of regime types
prior to entering the most recent wave
of democratization. Particularly important forms
of nondemocratic governments were the military
regimes that existed in a large number of
countries throughout the region. These regimes
were usually created through coups d’état that
replaced civilian and democratic governments
(Diamond and Linz 1989; Huntington 1991;
Mainwaring 1999).
Most of these military regimes, such as Rafael
Videla’s in Argentina, Augusto Pinochet’s in
Chile, and Alfredo Stroessner’s in Paraguay,
were very repressive; others, such as Guillermo
Rodríguez-Lara’s in Ecuador, were less
repressive. In spite of the large number of
systematic human rights violations in some of
these regimes, empirical evidence shows that the
Armed Forces in Latin America continue to be
an institution with relatively high levels of trust.

Here we explore the responses given by 30,824
participants in the 20 nations where the
following question was asked:3
NP2. To what extent do you trust the Armed

Forces?
Figure1.
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1

Prior issues in the Insight series can be found at:
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/studiesandpublications.
The data on which they are based can be found at
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/datasets
* The Insights Series is co-edited by Professors Mitchell A.
Seligson and Elizabeth Zechmeister with administrative,
technical, and intellectual support from the LAPOP group at
Vanderbilt.

2 Funding for the 2008 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), the Center for the Americas
(CFA), and Vanderbilt University.
3
This question was not asked in Costa Rica, Panama and
Haiti.
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Respondents expressed their trust on a 1-7 scale,
where 1 meant ‘not at all’ and 7 meant ‘a lot’.
1

2

Not at all

3

4

5

6

A lot

7

8

Figure2.
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Mexico
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These responses were recalibrated to a 0-100
scale, in order to make comparisons across
questions and survey waves easier.4 Figure 1
shows national averages for the 20 countries in
the sample. It is striking to note, first, that on
average, the degree of citizen trust in the Armed
Forces is 59.2 out of 100 possible points. This
value is well above levels of trust in institutions
of representation, such as political parties or the
congress, in the same region.5
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Second, in this context of relatively high levels
of trust, there is significant variation across
countries. At one extreme, the countries with the
highest levels of trust are Canada, the United
States and Mexico, with 79.3, 74.8 and 70.8
points respectively. At the other extreme, the
countries with the lowest levels of trust are
Honduras, Paraguay, and Argentina, with 51.9,
41.5 and 36.3 points respectively.
Do these national trust averages in the Armed
Forces hold after controlling for socio-economic
and demographic individual characteristics? To
respond to this question, we insert sex, age,
education, wealth, and size of town as control
variables, and we eliminate both the U.S. and
Canada cases in part because these countries
have such high levels of socio-economic
development compared to the others, that any
statistical analysis would be affected by these
“outliers,” and in part because the LAPOP
project’s predominant focus is on policyrelevant questions for the Latin American and
Caribbean region. Figure 2 shows that after
controlling for standard SES variables, the
country ranking remains remarkably similar in
comparison to the ranking displayed in Figure 1.
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Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

The statistical analyses show that the variation
in levels of trust is not only significant across
individuals but also among countries. Even
though most of the variation in levels of trust
can be explained by the differences among
individuals, 11 percent of the total variation is
due to the effect of country factors.6 What factors
might matter in explaining this variation across
countries? To answer that question we fit a
multi-level model to determine not only the
impact of individual socio-economic and
demographic characteristics, but also the effects
of contextual factors across countries on the
levels of trust in the Armed Forces.7
6

The intra-class correlation is 11.22
This analysis is carried out using multi-level regression
techniques (Raudenbush and Bryk 2002), as implemented by
LAPOP on STATA 10. The model simultaneously takes into
account both individual and country-level (i.e., contextual)
factors, and produces correct regression estimates that are
impossible with standard OLS regression.
7

4 Non-response for this question was 3.12% for the whole
sample.
5
For more information about levels of trust in various
institutions, see previous issues of this Insights series.
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Predictors of Trust in the Armed
Forces
As noted in the scholarly literature, the 1970s
and 1980s displayed a wide wave of politically
repressive governments in Latin America. As a
result, one evident factor that may affect the
levels of trust in the Armed Forces is the degree
of political repression experienced by citizens
during dictatorial regimes. Specifically, we
would expect that, ceteris paribus, people from
countries that have experienced relatively
higher degrees of political and military terror
have lower levels of trust in the Armed Forces.
To verify this hypothesis, we modeled the
effects of the average “Political Terror Scale,
1976-2005” on trust in military institutions.8
The results of this analysis did not yield any
statistical evidence supporting the hypothesis
that military repression is statistically correlated
with levels of trust in Latin America’s Armed
Forces.9 In fact, Figures 1 and 2 show that high
levels of trust appear not to be related to
repression alone (as evidenced by Chile and
Brazil, but not Argentina) but perhaps to
whether the military, repressive or not,
“succeeded” in achieving other goals.

rate, computed as the yearly average growth per
country from 1990 to 2005, is positively related
to trust in the Armed Forces. In other words, as
the average annual growth rate increases,
individuals tend to report more trust in the
military in Latin America and the Caribbean.
Presumably, this relationship may be due to a
higher level of general trust in national
institutions as a result of economic progress. It
is possible that individuals associate the growth
of the economy with a positive role of the
Armed Forces. Of course, more research is
needed to determine with more precision the
causes of this relationship. Results from the
regression are depicted in Figure 3.
Figure3.
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What national-level goals might explain the
levels of trust in the Armed Forces? One
possibility that emerges is performance.
Government output has been found to increase
levels of trust in other public institutions (see,
for example, previous Insights reports focused
on political parties) and, moreover, some
literature also shows that in many countries the
Armed Forces are now playing an actual role in
development.

To verify this new hypothesis, we modeled
economic growth as a national-level predictor of
trust in the Armed Forces at the individuallevel. In this case, results from the regression
analysis shows that the GDP per capita growth
8

This scale is continuously updated by Prof. Mark Gibney,
and the data are available at:
http://www.politicalterrorscale.org/
9
The p-value for this relationship is greater than one half.

GDP per Capita
Growth Rate 1990-2005
-0.1

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

95% C.I.
Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

In the figure above, each variable included in
the analysis is listed on the vertical (y) axis. The
impact of each of those variables on trust in the
Armed Forces is shown graphically by a dot,
which if located to the right of the vertical “0”
line indicates a positive contribution, and if to
the left of the “0” line a negative contribution.
Statistically significant contributors are shown
by confidence interval lines stretching to the left
and right of each dot; only when the confidence
intervals do not overlap the vertical “0” line is
the factor significant (at .05 or better). The
relative strength of each variable is indicated by
standardized coefficients (i.e., “beta weights”).
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The results displayed in Figure 3 show that the
variable with the most important impact is sex.
Women trust the Armed Forces less in
comparison to men. Next, as individuals grow
older, they tend to express more trust in the
army. Finally, individuals residing at national
capitals trust the Armed Forces less than
individuals residing in small, medium and large
cities, as well as those living in rural areas. The
effects of education and wealth (measured as
capital goods ownership) are not statistically
significant at the .05 level; however, they are
significant at .1. For this reason we do not
conclude that these variables and trust in the
Armed Forces are unrelated in order to avoid a
potential type II error.
As mentioned before, national context matters,
and its importance is highlighted in specific
terms in Figure 4; the higher the GDP per capita
growth, the higher the average citizen’s trust in
the Armed Forces. For example, if a Venezuelan
individual with a given set of socio-economic
characteristics were to migrate from Venezuela
to Chile, all other things being equal, and none
of her individual characteristics such as sex, age,
area size, etc. were to change, that person’s trust
in the Armed Forces would increase by nearly
20 points on the 0-100 scale.
Figure4.
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is the reason why the placement of Brazil and
Argentina, for example, appear to be
inconsistent with the rankings presented in
Figures 1 and 2. Nevertheless, the placement of
most countries (the non-outliers) is consistent
with what we observed in the national averages
depicted earlier, stressing the robustness of our
findings. 

Policy Implications
In this study we found a very important
relationship that we think needs to be further
explored in the social sciences literature: as the
average annual economic growth increases,
citizen’s trust in the Armed Forces becomes
higher. This finding suggests that despite the
military authoritarian wave nearly three
decades ago, citizens’ confidence in the Armed
Forces depends more of economic growth than
past excessive use of force. It also suggests a
comprehensive
effect
of
government
performance on political trust variables.
Combined with earlier findings in the Insights
series, the results begin to establish a pattern in
which better performance positively affects trust
in political institutions of all types.
It is also important to know that trust in the
Armed Forces remains relatively high in the
region in comparison to other institutions. At
the individual level, men and older individuals
expressed higher levels of trust in the Armed
Forces. Finally, citizens residing in the national
capital city show lower levels of trust than
individuals residing in other places. These
relationships will be studied in future Insight
reports, in order to test whether they are a
general pattern of institutional trust.
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characteristicsȱ mayȱ affectȱ levelsȱ ofȱ publicȱ
insecurity.ȱ Allȱ theseȱ conditionsȱ interactȱ withȱ
crimeȱandȱviolenceȱtoȱgenerateȱmoreȱuncertaintyȱ
and,ȱinȱsomeȱcases,ȱsocialȱunrest.ȱȱ

AmericasBarometer Insights*: 2009 (No.28)

Public Insecurity in
Central America and Mexico
JoséȱMiguelȱCruzȱȱ
jose.m.cruz@vanderbilt.eduȱ
VanderbiltȱUniversityȱȱȱ

ȱ

C

riminalȱ violenceȱ andȱ insecurityȱ haveȱ
grownȱ toȱ becomeȱ someȱ ofȱ theȱ mainȱ
challengesȱ
forȱ
governanceȱ
andȱ
democratizationȱ inȱ Latinȱ America.ȱ Aȱ recentȱ
reportȱ releasedȱ byȱ theȱ UNDPȱ placesȱ Centralȱ
Americaȱ asȱ theȱ mostȱ violentȱ subregionȱ inȱ theȱ
world,ȱhigherȱthanȱtheȱLatinȱAmericanȱregionȱasȱ
aȱ whole,ȱ whichȱ itselfȱ isȱ theȱ mostȱ criminallyȱ
violentȱ ofȱ allȱ worldȱ regions.ȱ Accordingȱ toȱ theȱ
data,ȱCentralȱAmericaȱhasȱaȱhomicideȱrateȱofȱ30ȱ
deathsȱ perȱ oneȱ hundredȱ thousandȱ peopleȱ
(PNUDȱ2009).ȱThisȱisȱthreeȱtimesȱtheȱoverallȱrateȱ
forȱtheȱworld,ȱandȱplacesȱCentralȱAmericaȱaboveȱ
theȱ Latinȱ Americanȱ average.ȱ Theȱ impactȱ ofȱ
crimeȱ onȱ developmentȱ seemsȱ hardȱ toȱ overstateȱ
butȱ asȱ violenceȱ spreadsȱ outȱ andȱ becomesȱ aȱ
frequentȱ phenomenonȱ inȱ Latinȱ Americanȱ
societies,ȱpublicȱinsecurityȱgrowsȱtoȱbeȱaȱnormalȱ
featureȱ inȱ socialȱ interactionsȱ (Baileyȱ andȱ
Dammertȱ2006).ȱȱ

Thisȱ reportȱ inȱ theȱ AmericasBarometerȱ Insightsȱ
seriesȱseeksȱtoȱexploreȱtheȱconditionsȱthatȱboostȱ
feelingsȱ ofȱ insecurityȱ amongȱ theȱ populationȱ inȱ
Centralȱ Americaȱ andȱ Mexico.1ȱ Weȱ haveȱ chosenȱ
toȱfocusȱonȱtheseȱcountriesȱbecauseȱtheyȱprovideȱ
goodȱ groundsȱ forȱ comparisonȱ regardingȱ
differentȱ levelsȱ ofȱ violence.ȱ Whileȱ Elȱ Salvador,ȱ
Guatemala,ȱ andȱ Hondurasȱ haveȱ theȱ highestȱ
crimeȱ ratesȱ inȱ theȱ hemisphere,ȱ Costaȱ Rica,ȱ
Nicaragua,ȱ andȱ Panamaȱ reportȱ someȱ ofȱ theȱ
lowestȱ ratesȱ inȱ theȱ Americas.ȱ Aȱ furtherȱ reasonȱ
forȱ focusingȱ onȱ thisȱ regionȱ isȱ thatȱ theȱ surveysȱ
carriedȱoutȱinȱtheseȱcountriesȱincorporatedȱsomeȱ
questionsȱ thatȱ wereȱ notȱ includedȱ inȱ otherȱ
countriesȱinȱtheȱ2008ȱseries.ȱȱȱȱ
Figure1.
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* Theȱ Insightsȱ Seriesȱ isȱ coȬeditedȱ byȱ Professorsȱ Mitchellȱ A.
Seligsonȱ andȱ Elizabethȱ Zechmeisterȱ withȱ administrative,ȱ
technical,ȱandȱintellectualȱsupportȱfromȱtheȱLAPOPȱgroupȱatȱ
Vanderbilt.
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1ȱ Priorȱ issuesȱ inȱ theȱ Insightȱ seriesȱ canȱ beȱ foundȱ inȱ
http://sitemason.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/AmericasBarometerIn
sightsSeries.ȱTheȱdataȱonȱwhichȱtheyȱareȱbasedȱcanȱbeȱfoundȱ
at:ȱhttp://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/datasets.ȱȱ

© 2008 -2009, Latin American Public Opinion Project, “Insights” Compilation – Volume I

151

Theȱquestionȱusedȱtoȱmeasureȱinsecurityȱisȱthis:ȱ
“AOJ11.ȱSpeakingȱofȱtheȱplaceȱorȱneighborhoodȱ
whereȱyouȱlive,ȱandȱthinkingȱofȱtheȱpossibilityȱofȱ
becomingȱvictimizedȱbyȱanȱassaultȱorȱaȱrobbery,ȱ
doȱyouȱfeelȱveryȱsafe,ȱsomewhatȱsafe,ȱsomewhatȱ
unsafeȱ orȱ veryȱ unsafe?”ȱ Figureȱ 1ȱ presentsȱ theȱ
resultsȱforȱallȱtheȱcountriesȱincludedȱinȱtheȱ2008ȱ
round.ȱȱ
Theȱsurveyȱcontainingȱtheȱquestionȱaboutȱpublicȱ
insecurityȱ dueȱ toȱ crimeȱ wasȱ carriedȱ outȱ inȱ
twentyȬthreeȱ Americanȱ countries2,ȱ andȱ itȱ wasȱ
answeredȱbyȱ37,698ȱrespondents.3ȱ
Figureȱ1ȱshowsȱtheȱlevelȱofȱinsecurityȱexpressedȱ
byȱrespondentsȱonȱaȱscaleȱrangingȱfromȱ0ȱtoȱ100.ȱ
Asȱ canȱ beȱ seen,ȱ thereȱ areȱ importantȱ differencesȱ
inȱtheȱlevelsȱofȱinsecurityȱandȱtheseȱlevelsȱdoȱnotȱ
seemȱ toȱ matchȱ theȱ overallȱ ratesȱ ofȱ violenceȱ
reportedȱ acrossȱ theȱ Americas.ȱ Residentsȱ ofȱ
Argentina,ȱPeru,ȱandȱChile,ȱforȱinstance,ȱexpressȱ
theȱ greatestȱ feelingsȱ ofȱ insecurityȱ whileȱ Canadaȱ
andȱ theȱ Unitedȱ Statesȱ showȱ theȱ lowest.ȱ
Althoughȱtheȱcountriesȱthatȱcompriseȱtheȱlowestȱ
tierȱofȱinsecurityȱinȱtheȱrankingȱareȱasȱexpected,ȱ
givenȱ thatȱ theseȱ countriesȱ (U.S.ȱ andȱ Canada)ȱ
haveȱ lowȱ levelsȱ ofȱ crimeȱ inȱ comparisonȱ withȱ
manyȱ ofȱ theirȱ neighborsȱ toȱ theȱ south,ȱ itȱ isȱ
startlingȱtoȱnoteȱthatȱtwoȱcountriesȱatȱtheȱtopȱofȱ
theȱlistȱofȱinsecurityȱ(ArgentinaȱandȱChile)ȱhaveȱ
someȱ ofȱ theȱ lowestȱ levelsȱ ofȱ violenceȱ inȱ theȱ
Americas.4ȱ Suchȱ resultsȱ underlineȱ theȱ factȱ thatȱ
perceptionsȱ ofȱ insecurityȱ doȱ notȱ alwaysȱ
correspondȱtoȱtheȱactualȱratesȱofȱcrime.ȱThisȱisȱaȱ
2ȱ Fundingȱ forȱ theȱ 2008ȱ seriesȱ 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),ȱtheȱCenterȱforȱtheȱAmericas,ȱ
andȱVanderbiltȱUniversity.ȱȱȱ
3ȱTheȱnonȬresponseȱrateȱforȱthisȱquestionȱwasȱ0.9%.ȱȱ
4
Thereȱisȱsomeȱdiscussionȱaboutȱtheȱactualȱlevelsȱofȱcrimeȱinȱ
Argentina,ȱ especiallyȱ sinceȱ recentȱ measuresȱ (includedȱ theȱ
AmericasBarometerȱ2008)ȱhaveȱreportedȱanȱincreaseȱinȱcrimeȱ
victimizationȱdueȱtoȱrobberiesȱandȱdeadlyȱassaultsȱinȱtheȱlastȱ
fiveȱ years.ȱ Nevertheless,ȱ theȱ overallȱ homicideȱ rateȱ inȱ
ArgentinaȱisȱonlyȱaȱfifthȱofȱtheȱaverageȱrateȱofȱLatinȱAmericaȱ
(PNUDȱ 2009),ȱ aȱ rateȱ lowerȱ evenȱ thanȱ thatȱ ofȱ theȱ Unitedȱ
States.ȱȱȱ

wellȱknownȱphenomenon,ȱlabeledȱtheȱ“paradoxȱ
ofȱ fear”ȱ inȱ theȱ criminologyȱ literatureȱ (seeȱ
CovingtonȱandȱTaylorȱ1991).ȱȱȱ
Inȱ theȱ caseȱ ofȱ Centralȱ Americaȱ andȱ Mexico,ȱ
nonetheless,ȱ withȱ theȱ exceptionȱ ofȱ Belize,ȱ
perceptionsȱ ofȱ insecurityȱ seemȱ toȱ followȱ theȱ
sameȱ patternsȱ ofȱ theȱ crimeȱ ratesȱ themselves.ȱ
Hence,ȱ Honduras,ȱ Elȱ Salvador,ȱ Mexico,ȱ andȱ
Guatemalaȱhaveȱhigherȱlevelsȱofȱinsecurityȱthanȱ
Panama,ȱCostaȱRica,ȱandȱNicaragua.ȱȱ
Whatȱconditions,ȱinȱadditionȱtoȱcrimeȱandȱsocialȱ
violence,ȱ fosterȱ orȱ impedeȱ theȱ generationȱ ofȱ
publicȱ insecurity?ȱ Thisȱ reportȱ willȱ nextȱ exploreȱ
someȱofȱtheȱvariablesȱthatȱexplainȱperceptionsȱofȱ
publicȱinsecurityȱinȱCentralȱAmerica.ȱ

Factors Associated with Public
Insecurity
Fearȱ ofȱ crimeȱ andȱ feelingsȱ ofȱ insecurityȱ haveȱ
beenȱ extensivelyȱ studiedȱ inȱ socialȱ sciences.ȱ Forȱ
someȱ authors,ȱ publicȱ insecurityȱ isȱ aȱ directȱ
functionȱ ofȱ threatsȱ andȱ vulnerabilitiesȱ exposedȱ
byȱ theȱ riskȱ ofȱ becomingȱ aȱ victimȱ ofȱ crimeȱ
(Luptonȱ andȱ Tullochȱ 1999).ȱ Inȱ thisȱ sense,ȱ pastȱ
experiencesȱ ofȱ victimization,ȱ orȱ beingȱ aȱ personȱ
withȱsociallyȱconstructedȱvulnerabilitiesȱ(suchȱasȱ
lowȱ economicȱ statusȱ orȱ livingȱ inȱ aȱ riskyȱ
neighborhood)ȱbolsterȱfeelingsȱofȱinsecurity.ȱForȱ
otherȱauthors,ȱfearȱofȱcrimeȱisȱaȱresultȱnotȱonlyȱofȱ
threatsȱ andȱ vulnerabilitiesȱ butȱ also,ȱ andȱ moreȱ
important,ȱ ofȱ theȱ representationsȱ peopleȱ haveȱ
aboutȱtheirȱsocialȱsituationȱandȱtheirȱsatisfactionȱ
withȱ it.ȱ Massȱ mediaȱ andȱ processesȱ ofȱ socialȱ
communication,ȱ asȱ wellȱ asȱ perceptionsȱ ofȱ
economicȱ uncertainties,ȱ playȱ anȱ importantȱ roleȱ
inȱ boostingȱ publicȱ insecurityȱ (Elchardus,ȱ Deȱ
Groof,ȱandȱSmitsȱ2008).ȱȱȱ
Inȱ thisȱ report,ȱ weȱ concentrateȱ onȱ fourȱ differentȱ
typesȱ ofȱ variables.ȱ First,ȱ weȱ exploreȱ theȱ socioȬ
demographicȱ characteristicsȱ ofȱ theȱ respondents.ȱ
Followingȱ theȱ literature,ȱ weȱ hypothesizeȱ thatȱ
women,ȱ olderȱ people,ȱ andȱ peopleȱ withȱ lowȱ
incomeȱ willȱ showȱ higherȱ levelsȱ ofȱ feelingsȱ ofȱ
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insecurityȱbecauseȱofȱtheirȱsocialȱvulnerabilities.ȱ
Second,ȱ weȱ exploreȱ theȱ impactȱ ofȱ victimizationȱ
events.ȱ ȱ Hereȱ weȱ considerȱ notȱ onlyȱ crimeȱ
victimizationȱ measuredȱ byȱ theȱ surveyȱ butȱ alsoȱ
corruptionȱ victimizationȱ and,ȱ inȱ ourȱ initialȱ
analyses,ȱweȱaddedȱcountries’ȱhomicideȱratesȱtoȱ
aȱmultivariateȱmodel.ȱȱThird,ȱweȱtestȱtheȱimpactȱ
ofȱ perceptionsȱ ofȱ theȱ economicȱ situationȱ asȱ weȱ
expectȱ thatȱ peopleȱ withȱ perceptionsȱ ofȱ poorȱ
economicȱ performanceȱ willȱ feelȱ moreȱ insecureȱ
thanȱ theȱ restȱ ofȱ theȱ population.ȱ Finally,ȱ weȱ testȱ
someȱ ecologicalȱ variablesȱ asȱ well;ȱ specifically,ȱ
weȱ examineȱ whetherȱ ȱ perceptionsȱ ofȱ riskȱ inȱ theȱ
community,ȱ gangs,ȱ drugȱ trafficking,ȱ andȱ policeȱ
involvedȱinȱcrimeȱboostȱpublicȱinsecurity.ȱȱ
Sinceȱ weȱ incorporatedȱ aȱ countryȱ levelȱ variableȱ
(homicideȱ ratesȱ perȱ countryȱ forȱ 2006)ȱ inȱ theȱ
initialȱ tests,ȱ weȱ firstȱ ranȱ aȱ multilevelȱ regressionȱ
withȱ theȱ wholeȱ sampleȱ ofȱ countries.5ȱ However,ȱ
theȱresultsȱdidȱnotȱreturnȱaȱsignificantȱcoefficientȱ
forȱ homicideȱ ratesȱ norȱ wereȱ otherȱ countryȬlevelȱ
variablesȱ statisticallyȱ significant,ȱ suchȱ asȱ GDPȱ
perȱcapitaȱorȱhumanȱdevelopmentȱindex.ȱHence,ȱ
weȱ decidedȱ toȱ performȱ singleȬlevelȱ regressionsȱ
forȱtheȱrestȱofȱtheȱanalyses.6ȱ

Whatȱisȱalsoȱinterestingȱtoȱnoteȱfromȱtheseȱdataȱ
isȱ thatȱ althoughȱ olderȱ peopleȱ tendȱ toȱ beȱ
consideredȱasȱmoreȱvulnerableȱbecauseȱtheyȱareȱ
moreȱ proneȱ toȱ beȱ marginalized,ȱ theyȱ actuallyȱ
expressȱ lessȱ fearȱ ofȱ crimeȱ thanȱ theȱ youngerȱ
population.ȱ Theȱ explanationȱ mightȱ restȱ onȱ theȱ
factȱ thatȱ youngȱ peopleȱ tendȱ toȱ beȱ moreȱ directlyȱ
victimizedȱ byȱ crimeȱ thanȱ anyȱ otherȱ ageȬgroup.ȱ
Fearȱ ofȱ crimeȱ amongȱ youngstersȱ is,ȱ hence,ȱ aȱ
reflectionȱofȱtheirȱheightenedȱperceptionȱofȱrisk.ȱȱ
Figure2.
DemographicandSocioeconomicDeterminantsof
FeelingsofInsecurityinCentralAmericaand
Mexico,2008
Country fixed effects
and intercept included
but not shown here
Small city
Medium city
Large city
Metropolitan area
Wealth
Age
Female
Higher Education
Secondary Education
Primary Education
-0.1

TheȱOLSȱregressionȱperformedȱforȱtheȱcountriesȱ
ofȱ Centralȱ Americaȱ andȱ Mexicoȱ showsȱ thatȱ sizeȱ
ofȱ city,ȱ wealth,ȱ age,ȱ andȱ genderȱ areȱ allȱ socioȬ
demographicȱ variablesȱ associatedȱ withȱ feelingsȱ
ofȱ insecurityȱ (seeȱ Figureȱ 2).7ȱ Peopleȱ livingȱ inȱ
metropolitanȱ areas,ȱ withȱ lowȱ levelsȱ ofȱ wealth,ȱ
women,ȱandȱyoungerȱpeopleȱtendȱtoȱshowȱmoreȱ
feelingsȱ ofȱ insecurityȱ thanȱ theȱ restȱ ofȱ theȱ
population.ȱ Theseȱ resultsȱ actuallyȱ reinforceȱ theȱ
argumentȱofȱvulnerability:ȱpoorȱwomenȱlivingȱinȱ
bigȱcitiesȱareȱoneȱofȱtheȱmostȱvulnerableȱgroups,ȱ
andȱ theirȱ highȱ levelȱ ofȱ insecurityȱ mayȱ beȱ anȱ
expressionȱofȱthatȱvulnerability.ȱȱ
5ȱ Weȱ couldȱ notȱ runȱ aȱ multilevelȱ analysisȱ onlyȱ withȱ theȱ
countriesȱinȱCentralȱAmericaȱandȱMexicoȱbecauseȱofȱtheȱlowȱ
Nȱ(justȱeightȱcases).ȱȱ
6ȱ Allȱ statisticalȱ analysesȱ reportedȱ inȱ thisȱ articleȱ wereȱ
conductedȱusingȱStataȱv10,ȱandȱtheyȱareȱadjustedȱtoȱconsiderȱ
theȱeffectsȱofȱcomplexȱsampleȱdesign.ȱȱ
7ȱ Dummyȱ variablesȱ forȱ eachȱ countryȱ wereȱ included,ȱ usingȱ
Belizeȱasȱtheȱbaselineȱ(orȱreference)ȱcategory.ȱ

R-Squared =0.052
F=21.102
N =11994

0.0

0.1

0.1

0.1

0.2

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

Weȱ alsoȱ foundȱ thatȱ corruptionȱ andȱ crimeȱ
victimizationȱ(seeȱFigureȱ3)ȱincreaseȱperceptionsȱ
ofȱ publicȱ insecurity.ȱ Thisȱ reinforcesȱ theȱ
argumentȱ thatȱ actualȱ crimeȱ playsȱ anȱ importantȱ
roleȱ inȱ publicȱ insecurity,ȱ butȱ alsoȱ highlightsȱ theȱ
importanceȱofȱcorruptionȱofȱpublicȱofficialsȱasȱaȱ
generatorȱofȱpublicȱinsecurity.ȱȱ
Variablesȱtappingȱmediaȱnewsȱconsumptionȱdidȱ
notȱproduceȱanyȱsignificantȱresultȱregardingȱtheȱ
fearȱ ofȱ crime,ȱ contradictingȱ ourȱ expectationsȱ
basedȱonȱtheȱliteratureȱ(seeȱforȱexample:ȱGilliamȱ
andȱIyengarȱ2000).ȱThatȱis,ȱweȱhadȱexpectedȱthatȱ
greaterȱ mediaȱ exposureȱ wouldȱ increaseȱ fearȱ ofȱ
crime,ȱ netȱ ofȱ theȱ otherȱ variablesȱ inȱ ourȱ model,ȱ
butȱ itȱ didȱ not.ȱ Onȱ theȱ otherȱ hand,ȱ negativeȱ
perceptionsȱ ofȱ theȱ economicȱ situation,ȱ whetherȱ
personalȱorȱnational,ȱturnedȱoutȱtoȱplayȱaȱpartȱinȱ
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Country fixed effects
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Figure3.
DeterminantsofFeelingsofInsecurityinCentral
AmericaandMexico,2008

Figure4.
FeelingsofInsecurityaccordingtoperception
aboutthepolice,gangsinthecommunity,and
crimevictimizationinCentralAmericaand
Mexico,2008
Perception of Insecurity

creatingȱ increasedȱ fearȱ ofȱ crimeȱ inȱ Centralȱ
Americaȱ andȱ Mexico.ȱ Inȱ thisȱ sense,ȱ theȱ resultsȱ
seemȱ toȱ supportȱ theȱ argumentȱ thatȱ economicȱ
uncertaintyȱ contributesȱ toȱ overallȱ publicȱ
insecurity.ȱInȱanyȱcase,ȱthisȱresultȱmightȱhelpȱtoȱ
explainȱ someȱ ofȱ theȱ differencesȱ betweenȱ
countriesȱ inȱ termsȱ ofȱ insecurity.ȱ Forȱ instance,ȱ itȱ
mightȱhelpȱtoȱexplainȱwhyȱcountriesȱwithȱlowerȱ
ratesȱofȱcrimeȱthanȱtheȱU.S.ȱhaveȱhigherȱlevelsȱofȱ
insecurity.ȱ

Perception National Economy
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Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

Butȱperhapsȱtheȱmostȱimportantȱvariablesȱinȱthisȱ
modelȱ inȱ termsȱ ofȱ policyȱ implicationsȱ areȱ theȱ
onesȱ thatȱ tapȱ intoȱ theȱ securityȱ conditionsȱ atȱ theȱ
communityȱ ofȱ residence.ȱ Accordingȱ toȱ theȱ
regressionȱ results,ȱ theȱ perceptionȱ thatȱ theȱ localȱ
policeȱareȱinvolvedȱinȱcrimeȱandȱtheȱpresenceȱofȱ
gangsȱandȱdrugȬtraffickingȱinȱtheȱneighborhoodȱ
significantlyȱ increaseȱ feelingsȱ ofȱ insecurityȱ
amongȱ respondentsȱ inȱ Centralȱ Americaȱ andȱ
Mexico.ȱThisȱcomesȱasȱnoȱsurpriseȱinȱtheȱlightȱofȱ
recentȱ eventsȱ regardingȱ theȱ drugȬcartelȱ warsȱ inȱ
Mexicoȱandȱtheȱexpansionȱofȱmaras’ȱ(i.e.,ȱgangs)ȱ
activitiesȱ inȱ northernȱ Centralȱ America.ȱ Theȱ
presenceȱ ofȱ youthȱ gangs,ȱ aȱ problemȱ thatȱ
stronglyȱ affectsȱ Guatemala,ȱ Elȱ Salvador,ȱ andȱ
Hondurasȱ isȱ particularlyȱ importantȱ asȱ itȱ seemsȱ
toȱ haveȱ aȱ greaterȱ impactȱ onȱ theȱ levelsȱ ofȱ
insecurityȱthanȱtheȱrestȱofȱvariables.ȱȱȱ

Perception of Insecurity

Neighborhood affected by gangs
50
40
30
20

52.6
37.6

10
0
No

Yes

Crime Victimization
Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP

Allȱ ofȱ theseȱ resultsȱ confirmȱ whatȱ differentȱ
studiesȱhaveȱsuggestedȱinȱrelationȱtoȱtheȱfearȱofȱ
crimeȱ (Ferraroȱ 1995).ȱ ȱ Livingȱ inȱ aȱ communityȱ
thatȱ isȱ plaguedȱ byȱ gangs,ȱ corruptȱ police,ȱ andȱ
drugȱ traffickingȱ generatesȱ highȱ levelsȱ ofȱ
insecurity,ȱevenȱifȱtheȱcommunityȬdwellersȱhaveȱ
neverȱbeenȱdirectȱvictimsȱofȱcrime.ȱTheȱpresenceȱ
ofȱgangs,ȱdrugs,ȱandȱaȱcorruptedȱpublicȱsecurityȱ
apparatusȱincreasesȱpeople’sȱvulnerabilitiesȱandȱ
contributesȱtoȱaȱclimateȱofȱuncertaintyȱthatȱinȱtheȱ
shortȱ runȱ destroysȱ theȱ possibilitiesȱ ofȱ buildingȱ
networksȱ ofȱ reciprocalȱ support,ȱ thisȱ is,ȱ socialȱ
capital.ȱȱȱȱ
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PolicyȱandȱProgramȱImplicationsȱ
Amongȱtheȱmanyȱconclusionsȱthatȱcanȱbeȱdrawnȱ
fromȱ theseȱ findings,ȱ weȱ wantȱ toȱ highlightȱ threeȱ
ofȱthemȱthatȱhaveȱimportantȱpolicyȱimplicationsȱ
forȱpublicȱsecurityȱinȱLatinȱAmerica,ȱandȱCentralȱ
America,ȱ inȱ particular.ȱ First,ȱ economicȱ
certaintiesȱ matterȱ forȱ theȱ fearȱ ofȱ crimeȱ andȱ theȱ
consequencesȱ thatȱ theȱ latterȱ bringsȱ toȱ socialȱ
relationshipsȱ inȱ theȱ region.ȱ Inȱ theseȱ daysȱ ofȱ
economicȱ downturn,ȱ greaterȱ componentsȱ ofȱ theȱ
populationȱ areȱ livingȱ atȱ theȱ edgeȱ ofȱ insecurity,ȱ
notȱ onlyȱ asȱ aȱ resultȱ ofȱ anȱ increaseȱ inȱ crimeȱ andȱ
violence,ȱ butȱ alsoȱ becauseȱ peopleȱ feelȱ moreȱ
vulnerableȱ aboutȱ theirȱ ownȱ futures.ȱ ȱ Asȱ jobȱ
opportunitiesȱdryȱupȱandȱremittancesȱdecline,ȱitȱ
isȱ importantȱ toȱ developȱ programsȱ thatȱ reduceȱ
theȱ vulnerabilitiesȱ createdȱ byȱ unemploymentȱ
andȱpoverty.ȱȱ
Second,ȱ institutionsȱ alsoȱ matterȱ inȱ theȱ
generationȱ ofȱ security.ȱ Theȱ problemȱ ofȱ publicȱ
insecurityȱinȱLatinȱAmericaȱisȱnotȱonlyȱlinkedȱtoȱ
murders,ȱrobberies,ȱandȱassaults,ȱbutȱalsoȱtoȱtheȱ
performanceȱ ofȱ institutionsȱ boundȱ toȱ tackleȱ
thoseȱproblems.ȱEffectivenessȱisȱimportantȱhere,ȱ
butȱ alsoȱ transparency.ȱ Policeȱ officersȱ linkedȱ toȱ
criminalȱ organizationsȱ andȱ corruptȱ publicȱ
servantsȱ notȱ onlyȱ destroyȱ publicȱ confidenceȱ inȱ
institutions,ȱ theyȱ alsoȱ contributeȱ toȱ generalȱ
insecurityȱ inȱ Centralȱ Americaȱ andȱ reduceȱ theȱ
potentialȱ involvementȱ ofȱ citizensȱ againstȱ theȱ
controlȱ ofȱ crime.ȱ Anyȱ governmentalȱ policyȱ
designedȱ toȱ improveȱ theȱ effectivenessȱ ofȱ lawȬ
enforcementȱ institutionsȱ inȱ theȱ struggleȱ againstȱ
crimeȱ mustȱ includeȱ theȱ developmentȱ ofȱ
mechanismsȱofȱinternalȱcontrolȱandȱinstitutionalȱ
transparency.ȱȱ
Third,ȱ feelingsȱ ofȱ insecurityȱ ariseȱ inȱ
communitiesȱinfestedȱbyȱgangsȱandȱdrugs.ȱTheyȱ
putȱaȱsubstantialȱburdenȱonȱcommunityȱlifeȱandȱ
development,ȱevenȱinȱcasesȱwhenȱtheirȱactivitiesȱ
doȱ notȱ directlyȱ threatenȱ theȱ localȱ population.ȱ
Gangsȱ andȱ drugsȱ areȱ someȱ ofȱ theȱ mainȱ
challengesȱtoȱpublicȱsecurityȱinȱCentralȱAmericaȱ
andȱMexico.ȱHence,ȱtheȱimplicationȱisȱclear.ȱTheȱ

gang/drugȱproblemȱhasȱbeenȱlongȱunderstoodȱinȱ
theȱ regionȱ asȱ theȱ lastȱ decadeȱ hasȱ witnessedȱ anȱ
increasingȱ effortȱ toȱ tackleȱ bothȱ problems.ȱ
However,ȱ pastȱ policiesȱ haveȱ beenȱ relativelyȱ
ineffective,ȱ partlyȱ dueȱ toȱ electoralȱ agendasȱ
motivatingȱ aȱ greaterȱ focusȱ onȱ suppressionȱ asȱ
comparedȱtoȱotherȱtactics.ȱȱItȱisȱtimeȱtoȱreviseȱtheȱ
doctrinesȱ behindȱ theseȱ oldȱ policies.ȱ Moreȱ
specifically,ȱ alongȱ withȱ revisedȱ suppressionȱ
strategies,ȱ itȱ isȱ timeȱ toȱ turnȱ greaterȱ attentionȱ toȱ
communityȱ preventionȱ andȱ institutionalȱ
strengthening.ȱȱ
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Appendicesȱ

Tableȱ1ȱ
DeterminantsȱofȱFeelingsȱofȱInsecurityȱinȱCentralȱAmericaȱandȱMexico,ȱ2008ȱ
(1)ȱ
Coefficient.ȱ
CrimeȱVictimization
PercentȱofȱPopulationȱVictimizedȱbyȱCorruption
PerceptionȱofȱPersonalȱEconomicȱSituation
PerceptionȱofȱNationalȱEconomicȱSituation
Policeȱinvolvedȱinȱcrime
Neighborhoodȱaffectedȱbyȱgangs
Haveȱyouȱseenȱanyoneȱsellingȱdrugs?
PrimaryȱEducationȱ
SecondaryȱEducationȱ
HigherȱEducationȱ
Femaleȱ
Age
Wealth
Metropolitanȱareaȱ
Largeȱcityȱ
Mediumȱcityȱ
Smallȱcityȱ
Mexicoȱ
Guatemalaȱ
ElȱSalvadorȱ
Hondurasȱ
Nicaragua
CostaȱRicaȱ
Panama
Constant
RȬSquaredȱ
NumberȱofȱObs.ȱ
*ȱp<0.05

tȱ
ȱ
ȱ

ȱ
ȱ
0.019ȱ
0.043*ȱ
0.007ȱ
0.043*ȱ
Ȭ0.037*ȱ
Ȭ0.040*ȱ
0.171*ȱ
0.151*ȱ
0.055*ȱ
0.009ȱ
0.048*ȱ
0.057*ȱ
0.067*ȱ
0.091*ȱ
Ȭ0.020ȱ
0.022ȱ
Ȭ0.011ȱ
Ȭ0.003ȱ
0.052
11994

(1.04)ȱ
(2.03)ȱ
(0.44)ȱ
(5.42)ȱ
(Ȭ3.81)ȱ
(Ȭ2.73)ȱ
(9.93)ȱ
(9.24)ȱ
(3.93)ȱ
(0.68)ȱ
(2.62)ȱ
(2.99)ȱ
(4.01)ȱ
(5.53)ȱ
(Ȭ0.99)ȱ
(1.22)ȱ
(Ȭ0.58)ȱ
(Ȭ0.25)ȱ

(2)ȱ
Coefficientȱ
0.096*ȱ
0.036*ȱ
Ȭ0.062*ȱ
Ȭ0.024*ȱ
0.067*ȱ
0.257*ȱ
0.049*ȱ
0.011ȱ
0.014ȱ
0.004ȱ
0.050*ȱ
Ȭ0.031*ȱ
Ȭ0.035*ȱ
0.081*ȱ
0.062*ȱ
0.024ȱ
Ȭ0.009ȱ
0.024ȱ
0.049*ȱ
0.071*ȱ
0.066*ȱ
Ȭ0.023ȱ
0.029ȱ
Ȭ0.003ȱ
Ȭ0.013ȱ

tȱ
(9.99)ȱ
(3.66)ȱ
(Ȭ5.31)ȱ
(Ȭ2.21)ȱ
(6.34)ȱ
(23.52)ȱ
(4.56)ȱ
(0.59)ȱ
(0.63)ȱ
(0.22)ȱ
(5.64)ȱ
(Ȭ3.11)ȱ
(Ȭ2.52)ȱ
(5.53)ȱ
(4.77)ȱ
(1.84)ȱ
(Ȭ0.68)ȱ
(1.45)ȱ
(2.96)ȱ
(4.93)ȱ
(4.52)ȱ
(Ȭ1.51)ȱ
(1.74)ȱ
(Ȭ0.18)ȱ
(Ȭ1.10)ȱ

0.160
10242
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T

heȱ abilityȱ toȱ distinguishȱ amongȱ surveyȱ
respondents’ȱreligiousȱaffiliationsȱisȱaȱkeyȱ
prerequisiteȱ toȱ studiesȱ ofȱ theȱ effectsȱ ofȱ
religiousȱ traditionsȱ onȱ economicȱ development,ȱ
politicalȱ preferences,ȱ andȱ supportȱ forȱ
democracy.ȱ Whileȱ theȱ impactȱ ofȱ religionȱ onȱ
severalȱ spheresȱ ofȱ humanȱ lifeȱ hasȱ longȱ beenȱ
studied,ȱtheȱmeasurementȱofȱreligiousȱaffiliationȱ
atȱtheȱindividualȱlevelȱremainsȱproblematical.ȱȱ
Thisȱ paperȱ presentsȱ someȱ theoreticalȱ andȱ
empiricalȱ perspectivesȱ thatȱ haveȱ ledȱ toȱ aȱ newȱ
AmericasBarometerȱ questionnaireȱ itemȱ forȱ
classificationȱ ofȱ religiousȱ affiliationsȱ inȱ theȱ
region.ȱ Thisȱ classificationȱ willȱ beȱ usedȱ forȱ theȱ
firstȱtimeȱinȱtheȱAmericasBarometerȱ2010.ȱȱ

ȱ Theȱ Insightsȱ Seriesȱ isȱ coȬeditedȱ byȱ Professorsȱ Mitchellȱ A.ȱ
Seligsonȱ andȱ Elizabethȱ Zechmeisterȱ withȱ administrative,ȱ
technical,ȱandȱintellectualȱsupportȱfromȱtheȱLAPOPȱgroupȱatȱ
VanderbiltȱUniversity.ȱ

Theȱliteratureȱrecognizesȱseveralȱmainȱgroupsȱofȱ
religiousȱ traditions:ȱ Catholicsȱ (Herbergȱ 1955;ȱ
Turnerȱ 1971;ȱ Levineȱ 1986);ȱ Mainlineȱ Protestantsȱ
(Weberȱ [1905/1958];ȱ Herbergȱ 1955;ȱ Laymanȱ
1997);ȱ Evangelicalsȱ (Martinȱ 1990;ȱ Stollȱ 1993:ȱ
Campbellȱ 2006);ȱ andȱ nonȬChristianȱ religionsȱ
(Herbergȱ 1955;ȱ Lenskiȱ 1963).ȱ Unfortunately,ȱ
thoseȱ classificationsȱ doȱ notȱ offerȱ clearȱ answersȱ
aboutȱ howȱ toȱ classifyȱ specificȱ denominations.ȱ
Forȱexample,ȱitȱdoesȱnotȱclearlyȱindicateȱwhetherȱ
theȱ Americanȱ Baptistȱ Churchȱ isȱ partȱ ofȱ theȱ
Mainlineȱ Protestantȱ traditionȱ (Laymanȱ 1997)ȱ orȱ
partȱ ofȱ theȱ Evangelicalȱ traditionȱ (Campbellȱ
2006).ȱ Inȱ theȱ sameȱ vein,ȱ itȱ isȱ notȱ alwaysȱ clearȱ
howȱ toȱ categorizeȱ Latinȱ Americanȱ Baptistȱ
Churches,ȱandȱwhetherȱorȱnotȱLatterȬDayȱSaintsȱ
shouldȱ beȱ consideredȱ asȱ partȱ ofȱ Protestantȱ orȱ
Evangelicalȱtraditions.ȱ
Ifȱ weȱ takeȱ religionȱ toȱ beȱ aȱ multifacetedȱ
phenomenonȱ thatȱ includesȱ believing,ȱ behaving,ȱ
andȱ belongingȱ (Laymanȱ 2001),ȱ then,ȱ
measurementsȱofȱreligiousȱaffiliationȱcaptureȱtheȱ
”belonging”ȱ component,ȱ whichȱ refersȱ toȱ anȱ
individual’sȱ religiousȱ membershipȱ andȱ groupȱ
identification.ȱ Thisȱ paperȱ arguesȱ thatȱ itȱ isȱ
importantȱ toȱ classifyȱ religiousȱ affiliationsȱ withȱ
asȱ muchȱ precisionȱ asȱ possible.ȱ ȱ Further,ȱ theȱ
paperȱ indicatesȱ howȱ theseȱ classificationsȱ canȱ beȱ
relatedȱtoȱeconomicsȱandȱpolitics.ȱ

TheoreticalȱBackgroundȱ
Consideringȱ theȱ lowȱ numberȱ ofȱ articlesȱ
publishedȱ aboutȱ religionȱ andȱ politicsȱ inȱ theȱ topȱ
politicalȱscienceȱ journalsȱoverȱ theȱ pastȱ 30ȱ years,ȱ
oneȱmightȱbeȱtemptedȱtoȱconcludeȱthatȱtheȱtopicȱ
isȱ ofȱ littleȱ significance.ȱ However,ȱ someȱ argueȱ
thatȱ aȱ primaryȱ reasonȱ forȱ thisȱ lowȱ numberȱ ofȱ
publicationsȱ isȱ thatȱ specialistsȱ onȱ religionȱ haveȱ
oftenȱ failedȱ toȱ linkȱ theirȱ workȱ toȱ broaderȱ
theoriesȱ ofȱ politicalȱ behaviorȱ andȱ oftenȱ doȱ notȱ
workȱ withȱ dataȱ ofȱ theȱ bestȱ possibleȱ qualityȱ
(Waldȱ andȱ Wilcoxȱ 2006:ȱ 529).ȱ Thisȱ paperȱ
addressesȱ theȱ latterȱ problemȱ relatedȱ toȱ dataȱ byȱ
discussingȱ theȱ importanceȱ ofȱ classifyingȱ
religiousȱ denominationsȱ withȱ greaterȱ precision,ȱ
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andȱtheȱformerȱtheoreticalȱsituationȱbyȱsketchingȱ
theȱ connectionȱ betweenȱ religiousȱ traditionsȱ andȱ
economicsȱandȱpolitics.ȱ
Beginningȱ withȱ economics,ȱ thereȱ isȱ aȱ
longstandingȱ viewȱ thatȱ considersȱ asȱ usefulȱ toȱ
distinguishȱ betweenȱ Catholicsȱ andȱ Protestantȱ
denominationsȱ whenȱ evaluatingȱ theȱ impactȱ ofȱ
religionȱ onȱ economicȱ accumulationȱ becauseȱ
thoseȱ religiousȱ differencesȱ underlieȱ differentȱ
capacitiesȱ forȱ stimulatingȱ economicȱ growth,ȱ asȱ
Weberȱ [1905(1958)]ȱ arguesȱ inȱ hisȱ classicȱ work,ȱ
ProtestantȱEthicȱandȱtheȱSpiritȱofȱCapitalism.ȱ
Severalȱ socialȱ scientistsȱ haveȱ attemptedȱ toȱ
identifyȱ theȱ impactȱ ofȱ religionȱ onȱ economicȱ
growth,ȱ withȱ varyingȱ degreesȱ ofȱ success.ȱ
Findingsȱ fromȱ theseȱ studiesȱ include,ȱ forȱ
example,ȱ mixedȱ effectsȱ ofȱ Catholicismȱ onȱ
povertyȱ (Banfieldȱ 1958:ȱ 87ȱ andȱ 123;ȱ Przeworskiȱ
etȱ alȱ 1998;ȱ Barroȱ andȱ McClearyȱ2003);ȱ aȱpositiveȱ
relevanceȱofȱProtestantismȱforȱeconomicȱgrowthȱ
(Inglehartȱ 1997;ȱ Harrisonȱ 2000:ȱ 99);ȱ aȱ
relationshipȱ betweenȱ successfulȱ economicȱ
policiesȱ andȱ Confucianismȱ (Swankȱ 1996;ȱ Kahnȱ
1979);ȱ tracingȱ theȱ originsȱ ofȱ Japaneseȱ capitalismȱ
toȱBuddhistȱfoundationsȱ(Collinsȱ1997);ȱlinkingȱaȱ
traditionȱ ofȱ literacyȱ amongȱ Jewsȱ ofȱ Easternȱ
Europeȱ toȱ howȱ theyȱ overcameȱ aȱ “subcultureȱ ofȱ
poverty”ȱ (Lewisȱ 1966:ȱ 24);ȱ and,ȱ Islamȱ asȱ aȱ
potentialȱ vehicleȱ ofȱ economicȱ growthȱ (Nolanȱ
2005).ȱȱ
Withȱrespectȱtoȱtheȱimpactȱofȱreligionȱonȱpolitics,ȱ
conventionalȱ wisdomȱ atȱ timesȱ pointsȱ toȱ Marx’sȱ
wellȬknownȱ statementȱ definingȱ religionȱ asȱ theȱ
opiateȱ ofȱ theȱ peopleȱ [1843(1978)].ȱ However,ȱ theȱ
politicalȱ relevanceȱ ofȱ theȱ largestȱ religiousȱ
affiliationȱ wasȱ initiallyȱ discussedȱ inȱ Marx’sȱ Onȱ
theȱ Jewishȱ Question,ȱ whereȱ heȱ arguesȱ thatȱ
religiousȱ emancipationȱ secularizesȱ politicalȱ
relationshipsȱ (thisȱ emancipationȱ impliesȱ theȱ
equalȱ coȬexistenceȱ ofȱ severalȱ religionsȱ andȱ
precludesȱ theȱ largestȱ religionȱ fromȱ becomingȱ aȱ
politicalȱ majority).ȱ Itȱ isȱ relevantȱ toȱ noteȱ thatȱ
Marxȱ doesȱ notȱ detailȱ theȱ specificȱ roleȱ ofȱ anyȱ
particularȱ denomination.ȱ ȱ Nonetheless,ȱ itȱ isȱ

arguablyȱ illustrativeȱ andȱ importantȱ toȱ identifyȱ
theȱlargestȱreligionȱforȱpoliticalȱreasons.ȱȱ
Inȱ modernȱ politicalȱ analysis,ȱ religionȱ hasȱ alsoȱ
beenȱ relatedȱ toȱ severalȱ politicalȱ processesȱ andȱ
outcomes.ȱȱTheseȱincludeȱCatholics’ȱpoliticalȱroleȱ
inȱ Latinȱ Americanȱ democraticȱ transitionsȱ
(Huntingtonȱ 1989);ȱ competitionȱ inȱ theȱ religiousȱ
marketȱ amongȱ Evangelicalȱ andȱ Catholicȱ
Churches,ȱ whereȱ Catholicȱ leadersȱ pushedȱ forȱ
democracyȱ insteadȱ ofȱ authoritarianismȱ inȱ orderȱ
toȱ retainȱ parishionersȱ inȱ Latinȱ Americaȱ (Gillȱ
1998ȱ andȱ 2001;ȱ Liesȱ 2006);ȱ and,ȱ finally,ȱ theȱ
collaborativeȱ proȬdemocraticȱ effortsȱ ofȱ Catholicȱ
clergyȱ andȱ congregantsȱ (Turnerȱ 1971;ȱ
Mainwairingȱ1986;ȱCampȱ1997;ȱHagopianȱ2008).ȱ
Anotherȱperspectiveȱonȱpolitics,ȱeconomics,ȱandȱ
CatholicismȱisȱpresentedȱbyȱLevineȱ(1986),ȱinȱhisȱ
Religionȱ andȱ Politicalȱ Conflictȱ inȱ Latinȱ America.ȱ
Levineȱ arguesȱ thatȱ rankȬandȬfileȱ Catholics,ȱ whoȱ
areȱ generallyȱ poor,ȱ demandedȱ recognitionȱ fromȱ
theȱ Catholicȱ hierarchyȱ throughȱ classȬbasedȱ
organizations,ȱ andȱ Catholicȱ Bishopsȱ thereforeȱ
createdȱdemocraticȱspacesȱinsideȱandȱoutsideȱtheȱ
Church.ȱInȱsum,ȱlinksȱbetweenȱdemocratization,ȱ
class,ȱ andȱ religiousȱ affiliationȱ suggestȱ theȱ
necessityȱ ofȱ capturingȱ Catholicismȱ notȱ onlyȱ
becauseȱitȱrepresentsȱtheȱmajoritarianȱreligionȱinȱ
severalȱ Latinȱ Americanȱ countries,ȱ butȱ alsoȱ
becauseȱCatholicismȱplaysȱaȱrelevantȱroleȱinȱtheȱ
politicalȱarena.ȱȱ
Inȱ twoȱ otherȱ works,ȱ Protestant,ȱ Catholic,ȱ Jewȱ
(Herbergȱ 1955)ȱ andȱ Theȱ Religiousȱ Factorȱ (Lenskiȱ
1963),ȱ bothȱ ofȱ whichȱ studyȱ religionȱ inȱ theȱ US,ȱ
criticalȱ differencesȱ wereȱ shownȱ amongȱ theseȱ
threeȱ mainȱ affiliations.ȱ Atȱ theȱ sameȱ time,ȱ inȱ
LatinȱAmerica,ȱTonguesȱofȱFireȱ(Martinȱ1990)ȱandȱ
theȱincorporationȱofȱtheȱstudyȱofȱPentecostalismȱ
(seeȱ alsoȱ Stollȱ 1993)ȱ haveȱ furtherȱ motivatedȱ theȱ
debateȱ aboutȱ howȱ toȱ correctlyȱ classifyȱ religiousȱ
denominations,ȱ especiallyȱ becauseȱ ofȱ theirȱ
variousȱ theorizedȱ politicalȱ implications.1ȱ ȱ Givenȱ
ȱ Forȱ example,ȱ itȱ mayȱ beȱ relevantȱ toȱ distinguishȱ amongȱ
diverseȱtypesȱofȱPentecostalsȱandȱNeoȬPentecostalsȱinȱtermsȱ
ofȱsupportȱforȱauthoritarianȱrule,ȱasȱinȱtheȱcaseȱofȱGuatemalaȱ
1
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bothȱ theȱ recognitionȱ thatȱ differentȱ religiousȱ
orientationsȱ andȱ communitiesȱ mayȱ differentlyȱ
affectȱ economicȱ andȱ politicalȱ processes,ȱ asȱ wellȱ
asȱtheȱrecentȱincreaseȱinȱtheȱnumberȱofȱreligiousȱ
dominationsȱ presentȱ inȱ Latinȱ America,ȱ itȱ isȱ ofȱ
realȱ importanceȱ thatȱ dataȱ existȱ toȱ captureȱ theseȱ
affiliationsȱandȱmemberships.ȱ
Inȱsum,ȱplacingȱtheȱstudyȱofȱreligionȱandȱpoliticsȱ
orȱ economicsȱ inȱ aȱ theoreticalȱ perspectiveȱ isȱ anȱ
importantȱ stepȱ forȱ understandingȱ theȱ differentȱ
implicationsȱofȱtheȱreligiousȱdiversityȱinȱtermsȱofȱ
theȱ senseȱ ofȱ religiousȱ belongingȱ thatȱ diverseȱ
religiousȱtraditionsȱrepresent.ȱ

The Empirical Challenge:
Capturing emerging religious
groups
Correctlyȱ classifyingȱ religiousȱ affiliationsȱ atȱ theȱ
individualȱ levelȱ presentsȱ twoȱ mainȱ challenges:ȱ
a) toȱ includeȱ theȱ mostȱ commonȱ religious
denominations;ȱ andȱ b)ȱ toȱ categorizeȱ correctly
eachȱ
religiousȱ
denomination.ȱ
The
AmericasBarometerȱsurveys2,ȱcarriedȱoutȱbyȱthe
Latinȱ Americanȱ Publicȱ Opinionȱ Project
(LAPOP),ȱhaveȱalwaysȱstrivenȱtowardȱtheseȱdual
goalsȱ butȱ aȱ modifiedȱ setȱ ofȱ questionsȱ will
increaseȱtheȱextentȱtoȱwhichȱweȱcanȱmeetȱthem.
Givenȱ thatȱ thereȱ areȱ manyȱ denominations,ȱ
LAPOPȱaimsȱtoȱincludeȱinȱitsȱsurveyȱquestionȱonȱ
religionȱ asȱ manyȱ religiousȱ beliefsȱ asȱ possibleȱ
withinȱ andȱ acrossȱ traditions,ȱ nations,ȱ andȱ
cultures.ȱ However,ȱ sinceȱ classifyingȱ religionȱ isȱ
onlyȱ oneȱ ofȱ aȱ wideȱ varietyȱ ofȱ piecesȱ ofȱ
informationȱ thatȱ areȱ gatherȱ inȱ theseȱ hourȬlongȱ
surveys,ȱtradeȬoffsȱareȱnecessary.ȱOurȱgoal,ȱthen,ȱ

(Hallumȱ 2002).ȱ However,ȱ thisȱ distinctionȱ isȱ notȱ alwaysȱ
possibleȱ inȱ practicalȱ termsȱ becauseȱ ofȱ theȱ smallȱ numbersȱ ofȱ
casesȱ(Shermanȱ1997)ȱinȱanyȱsample.ȱ
2ȱ Fundingȱ forȱ theȱ AmericasBarometerȱ projectȱ isȱ mainlyȱ
providedȱ byȱ theȱ Unitedȱ Statesȱ Agencyȱ forȱ Internationalȱ
Developmentȱ (USAID).ȱ Otherȱ importantȱ sourcesȱ ofȱ supportȱ
areȱ theȱ InterȬAmericanȱ Developmentȱ Bankȱ (IADB),ȱ theȱ
Unitedȱ Nationsȱ Developmentȱ Programmeȱ (UNDP),ȱ andȱ
VanderbiltȱUniversity.ȱ

itȱisȱtoȱobtainȱasȱmuchȱdetailedȱdataȱasȱpossible,ȱ
andȱdoȱsoȱasȱparsimoniouslyȱasȱweȱcan.ȱ
Theȱ researchȱ forȱ thisȱ paperȱ wasȱ carriedȱ outȱ inȱ
threeȱ stages.ȱ Theȱ firstȱ stageȱ wasȱ toȱ formulateȱ aȱ
comprehensiveȱ listȱ ofȱ religiousȱ denominationsȱ
andȱpotentialȱvariantsȱofȱlabelsȱidentifyingȱnonȬ
religiousȱ personsȱ inȱ Latinȱ America.ȱ Theȱ secondȱ
stageȱwasȱtoȱidentifyȱtheȱproportionȱofȱaffiliatesȱ
byȱdenominationȱusingȱaȱminimumȱthresholdȱofȱ
2%ȱ ofȱ affiliatesȱ withinȱ aȱ givenȱ nationalȱ
populationȱ (Laymanȱ 1997).ȱ Theȱ finalȱ stageȱ wasȱ
toȱ classifyȱ orȱ categorizeȱ religiousȱ traditionsȱ forȱ
useȱinȱtheȱAmericasBarometerȱ2010ȱsurvey.ȱȱ
Theȱnaturalȱstartingȱpointȱinȱtermsȱofȱsourcesȱisȱ
theȱ nationalȱ census,ȱ andȱ Iȱ consultedȱ allȱ thoseȱ
instrumentsȱ whenȱ theȱ informationȱ wasȱ
available.3ȱNevertheless,ȱsomeȱnationalȱcensusesȱ
doȱ notȱ includeȱ theȱ question:ȱ “Whatȱ isȱ yourȱ
religion?”4ȱȱ
Theȱ secondȱ bestȱ sourceȱ ofȱ informationȱ onȱ
religiousȱ affiliationȱ areȱ nationalȱ surveysȱ
designedȱ toȱ captureȱ someȱ degreeȱ ofȱ religiousȱ
diversity,ȱ suchȱ asȱ theȱ 2008ȱ roundȱ ofȱ theȱ
AmericasBarometerȱ (Cruzȱ 2009);ȱ theȱ Centralȱ
Americanȱ Publicȱ Opinionȱ Projectȱ (Steinȱ 2000);5ȱ
theȱ Worldȱ Valuesȱ Surveyȱ (WVS)ȱ informationȱ inȱ
someȱ Latinȱ Americanȱ samplesȱ (Gillȱ 2002;ȱ
Magaloniȱ andȱ Morenoȱ 2003);6ȱ someȱ
ȱ Theȱ mostȱ detailedȱ examplesȱ wereȱ Boliviaȱ (theȱ 2001ȱ andȱ
2002ȱ Censuses);ȱ Brazilȱ (2000ȱ Religiaoȱ Census);ȱ Mexicoȱ (2000ȱ
Census);ȱ andȱ Nicaraguaȱ (2005ȱ Census).ȱ However,ȱ asȱ Iȱ willȱ
mentionȱlater,ȱusuallyȱtheȱaggregationȱofȱreligiousȱtraditionsȱ
preventsȱ usȱ fromȱ knowingȱ theȱ proportionȱ ofȱ affiliatesȱ forȱ
specificȱdenominations.ȱ
4ȱ Someȱ examplesȱ areȱ theȱ nationalȱ censusesȱ ofȱ Colombia,ȱ
Venezuela,ȱandȱArgentina.ȱ
5ȱInȱtheȱcaseȱofȱCentralȱAmerica,ȱtheȱsurveysȱconsultedȱwereȱ
theȱ1991,ȱ1995ȱandȱ1999ȱSalvadorianȱsamples;ȱtheȱ1992,ȱ1993,ȱ
1995ȱ andȱ 1997ȱ Guatemalanȱ samples;ȱ theȱ 1991ȱ Honduranȱ
sample;ȱand,ȱtheȱ1991ȱandȱ1995ȱNicaraguanȱsamples.ȱ
6ȱInȱparticular,ȱtheȱV144ȱquestionȱinȱtheȱWVSȱquestionnaire,ȱ
usingȱ theȱ 1995ȱ andȱ 1999ȱ Argentineanȱ samples;ȱ theȱ 1997ȱ
Brazilianȱ sample;ȱ theȱ 1996ȱ andȱ 2000ȱ Chileanȱ samples;ȱ theȱ
1997ȱ andȱ 1998ȱ Colombianȱ samples;ȱ theȱ 1996ȱ Dominicanȱ
sample;ȱ theȱ 1999ȱ Salvadorianȱ sample;ȱ theȱ 1990,ȱ 1996,ȱ 2000ȱ
andȱ 2005ȱ Mexicanȱ samples;ȱ theȱ 1996ȱ andȱ 2001ȱ Peruvianȱ
samples;ȱ theȱ 1996ȱ Uruguayanȱ sample;ȱ andȱ finally,ȱ theȱ 1996ȱ
andȱ2000ȱVenezuelanȱsamples.ȱ
3
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Latinobarómetro’ȱ surveys;7ȱ andȱ
surveysȱatȱtheȱnationalȱlevel.8ȱȱ

specializedȱ

Theȱ secondȱ taskȱ isȱ toȱ identifyȱ religiousȱ
denominationsȱ thatȱ haveȱ atȱ leastȱ aȱ minimumȱ
numberȱofȱadherents,ȱaȱlevelȱweȱsetȱatȱ2%.ȱThisȱ
wasȱ possibleȱ usingȱ censusȱ dataȱ whereȱ thisȱ
informationȱ wasȱ available9ȱ andȱ surveyȱ dataȱ forȱ
Catholicismȱ inȱ almostȱ allȱ countries;ȱ specificȱ
Pentecostalȱ Churchesȱ inȱ Brazil,ȱ Guatemala,ȱ andȱ
Chile;ȱ andȱ theȱ proportionȱ ofȱ secularistsȱ orȱ nonȬ
believersȱinȱnearlyȱallȱofȱLatinȱAmerica.ȱȱ
Inȱ sum,ȱ identifyingȱ theȱ proportionȱ ofȱ religiousȱ
affiliatesȱatȱtheȱnationalȱlevelȱwasȱpossibleȱusingȱ
censusȱ data10ȱ andȱ surveys.11ȱ Nevertheless,ȱ aȱ
commonȱ denominatorȱ inȱ thoseȱ sourcesȱ isȱ thatȱ
theȱreligiousȱinformationȱisȱgroupedȱinȱveryȱfewȱ
categories.ȱ Thisȱ factȱ alsoȱ speaksȱ toȱ theȱ
fundamentalȱneedȱforȱdataȱthatȱclassifyȱreligiousȱ
denominationsȱ withȱ greaterȱ precision,ȱ asȱ thisȱ
projectȱproposes.ȱ

7ȱ Specifically,ȱ Iȱ usedȱ theȱ S2ȱ openȱ questionȱ inȱ theȱ
Latinobarómetroȱ (LB)ȱ questionnaire,ȱ andȱ theȱ listȱ ofȱ
affiliationsȱ containedȱ inȱ theȱ variableȱ S42ȱ sinceȱ 1995ȱ untilȱ
2007.ȱ
8ȱ
Specializedȱ surveysȱ consultedȱ byȱ country:ȱ 2008ȱ
CEIL/CONICETȱsurveyȱaboutȱbeliefsȱandȱreligiousȱattitudesȱ
inȱ Argentina;ȱ 2004ȱ IBOPEȱ surveyȱ aboutȱ Creationismȱ inȱ
Brazil;ȱ 2006ȱ Pewȱ Centerȱ surveyȱ ofȱ Pentecostalsȱ inȱ Brazil,ȱ
Chile,ȱandȱGuatemala;ȱandȱfinally,ȱ2003ȱParametríaȱOmnibusȱ
survey,ȱ andȱ 2007ȱ CONSULTAȱ surveyȱ aboutȱ religiousȱ
practicesȱ inȱ Mexico.ȱ Inȱ addition,ȱ Guatemalanȱ andȱ Costaȱ
Ricanȱ specificȱ Protestantȱ traditionsȱ wereȱ extractedȱ fromȱ
PROLADESȱ(www.prolades.com).ȱNonȬreligiousȱlabelsȱwereȱ
obtainedȱ fromȱ theȱ 1990ȱ ChurchȬStateȱ Relationsȱ surveyȱ
conductedȱ inȱ Mexicoȱ (Campȱ 1997).ȱ Finally,ȱ fundamentalsȱ
aboutȱ traditionalȱ religionsȱ suchȱ asȱ voodooȱ wereȱ collectedȱ
fromȱFontusȱ(2001).ȱ
9ȱ Forȱ example,ȱ oneȱ usefulȱ distinctionȱ amongȱ Protestantȱ
affiliationsȱ basedȱ onȱ censusȱ dataȱ wasȱ theȱ Moravianȱ Churchȱ
inȱNicaraguaȱwithȱ1.63%ȱofȱaffiliates.ȱ
10ȱ Theȱ aggregationȱ isȱ practicallyȱ theȱ ruleȱ andȱ notȱ theȱ
exceptionȱinȱsurveysȱandȱCensuses.ȱPerhaps,ȱoneȱremarkableȱ
exceptionȱ isȱ Brazilȱ withȱ itsȱ listȱ ofȱ Evangelicalȱ churches,ȱ
whereasȱBoliviaȱandȱMexicoȱCensusesȱareȱaȱgoodȱexampleȱofȱ
aggregation.ȱ Inȱ theȱ lastȱ twoȱ cases,ȱ onlyȱ theȱ namesȱ ofȱ
religionsȱconsideredȱinȱeachȱgroupȱwasȱavailable.ȱ
11ȱ Essentially,ȱ surveysȱ aggregateȱ affiliationsȱ becauseȱ theȱ
reducedȱnumberȱofȱcasesȱ(Gillȱ2002).ȱHowever,ȱtheȱnameȱofȱ
severalȱreligiousȱdenominationsȱincludedȱinȱsomeȱcategoriesȱ
wasȱavailable.ȱ

Affiliations in the Americas
Inȱ orderȱ toȱ showȱ theȱ stateȱ ofȱ theȱ religiousȱ
diversityȱ inȱ theȱ Americas,ȱ asȱ itȱ isȱ currentlyȱ
known,ȱ weȱ presentȱ resultsȱ fromȱ theȱ
AmericasBarometerȱ 2008ȱ surveyȱ inȱ Tableȱ 1ȱ (seeȱ
theȱ appendix),ȱ sortedȱ byȱ religiousȱ categoryȱ andȱ
alphabeticallyȱ byȱ country12.ȱ Thoseȱ resultsȱ showȱ
theȱ importanceȱ ofȱ classifyingȱ withȱ moreȱ detailȱ
nativeȱorȱtraditionalȱreligions,ȱwhichȱturnȱoutȱtoȱ
representȱ moreȱ thanȱ 2%ȱ ofȱ affiliatesȱ inȱ Belize,ȱ
Brazil,ȱHaiti,ȱandȱJamaica,ȱgivenȱthatȱtheyȱreachȱ
ourȱ theoreticalȱ thresholdȱ ofȱ 2%ȱ ofȱ affiliatesȱ
withinȱaȱgivenȱnationalȱpopulation.ȱȱ
Thereȱisȱalsoȱroomȱforȱincreasedȱprecisionȱinȱtheȱ
LDS/Jehovah’sȱ Witnessesȱ category,ȱ forȱ whichȱ
Belize,ȱ Chile,ȱ Jamaica,ȱ andȱ Peruȱ exceededȱ theȱ
thresholdȱ ofȱ 2%ȱ asȱ Tableȱ 1ȱ shows.ȱ LDSȱ andȱ
Jehovah’sȱ Witnessȱ areȱ bestȱ consideredȱ asȱ
differentȱ typesȱ ofȱ religionsȱ (Gillȱ 2002),ȱ andȱ
thereforeȱ itȱ isȱ importantȱ toȱ createȱ aȱ specialȱ
categoryȱforȱeach.13ȱȱ
Withȱ respectȱ toȱ Judaismȱ andȱ easternȱ religions,ȱ
theȱ AmericasBarometerȱ practiceȱ hasȱ beenȱ
groupedȱthemȱasȱnonȬChristianȱEasternȱreligionsȱ
becauseȱ ofȱ theȱ limitedȱ numberȱ ofȱ cases,14ȱ butȱ
theoreticallyȱ
speakingȱ
Judaismȱ
isȱ
distinguishableȱ fromȱ Easternȱ religionsȱ (Nolanȱ
2005).ȱ Forȱ thatȱ reason,ȱ Judaismȱ willȱ beȱ
consideredȱasȱaȱdifferentȱcategory.ȱ
Asȱ notedȱ above,ȱ amongȱ Catholicsȱ itȱ isȱ possibleȱ
toȱ distinguishȱ amongȱ severalȱ types,ȱ suchȱ asȱ
“trueȱ Catholics”ȱ andȱ thoseȱ whoȱ areȱ notȱ
observant.ȱ However,ȱ inȱ orderȱ toȱ retainȱ theȱ
largestȱ religionȱ inȱ Latinȱ Americaȱ asȱ aȱ singleȱ
categoryȱ forȱ comparativeȱ reasons,ȱ thisȱ
distinctionȱshouldȱbeȱmadeȱbyȱmeansȱofȱanotherȱ
12ȱ Theȱ specificȱ nonȬresponseȱ toȱ Q3ȱ questionȱ inȱ theȱ 2008ȱ
roundȱwasȱ0.9%ȱforȱ21ȱLatinȱAmericanȱcountries.ȱ
13ȱMyȱtheoreticalȱdistinctionȱdoesȱnotȱfollowȱtheȱlabelȱcreatedȱ
byȱ Bastianȱ (1993)ȱ aboutȱ LDSȱ andȱ Jehovah’sȱ Witnessȱ (“ParaȬ
Christians”)ȱgivenȱitsȱnegativeȱconnotation.ȱȱ
14ȱ Accordingȱ toȱ theȱ Worldȱ Christianȱ Database,ȱ inȱ 21ȱ Latinȱ
Americanȱ countriesȱ coveredȱ byȱ theȱ AmericasBarometer,ȱ
Judaismȱonlyȱaccountsȱforȱ430,000ȱaffiliates.ȱ
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variable,ȱi.e.ȱtheȱchurchȱattendanceȱvariableȱ(Q5aȱ
inȱtheȱAmericasBarometerȱquestionnaire).ȱ
Theȱmainȱcontroversyȱamongȱreligiousȱstudiesȱisȱ
howȱ toȱ classifyȱ Protestantȱ orȱ Evangelicalȱ
denominations.ȱ ȱ Hereȱ weȱ willȱ followȱ Weber’sȱ
originalȱ conceptualizationȱ (1905/1958)ȱ andȱ
Layman’sȱ classificationȱ forȱ theȱ USȱ caseȱ (1997);ȱ
thisȱ classificationȱ alsoȱ tookȱ intoȱ accountȱ Gill’sȱ
concernsȱaboutȱfewȱcasesȱ(2002);ȱandȱSherman’sȱ
(1997)ȱ andȱ Hallum’sȱ (2002)ȱ debatesȱ aboutȱ
Pentecostals.15ȱ

The Current State of the Art
Asȱ mentionedȱ atȱ theȱ beginningȱ ofȱ thisȱ paper,ȱ
measuringȱ religiousȱ affiliationȱ capturesȱ theȱ
”belonging”ȱ component,ȱ whichȱ representsȱ
individuals’ȱ senseȱ ofȱ membershipȱ andȱ groupȱ
identification.ȱ Inȱ orderȱ toȱ justifyȱ empiricallyȱ
whyȱ itȱ isȱ importantȱ toȱ classifyȱ religiousȱ
affiliationsȱcorrectly,ȱIȱanalyzeȱsixȱmainȱreligiousȱ
categoriesȱ inȱ orderȱ toȱ seeȱ whetherȱ orȱ notȱ thoseȱ
religiousȱ categoriesȱ areȱ relatedȱ toȱ politics,ȱ inȱ
particular,ȱtoȱsupportȱforȱdemocracy.ȱ
Theȱconceptualȱoperationalizationȱofȱsupportȱforȱ
democracyȱ inȱ termsȱ ofȱ politicalȱ cultureȱ usedȱ byȱ
theȱ AmericasBarometerȱ explicitlyȱ measuresȱ
whetherȱ orȱ notȱ Latinȱ Americanȱ citizensȱ believeȱ
thatȱ democracyȱ isȱ betterȱ thanȱ anyȱ alternativeȱ
formȱ ofȱ governmentȱ basedȱ onȱ theȱ questionȱ
wordingȱ developedȱ byȱ Mishlerȱ andȱ Roseȱ (1999;ȱ
seeȱ alsoȱ Roseȱ andȱ Shinȱ 2001).ȱ Theȱ specificȱ
questionȱ wordingȱ isȱ “Democracyȱ mayȱ haveȱ
problems,ȱbutȱitȱisȱbetterȱthanȱanyȱotherȱformȱofȱ
government.ȱ Onȱ aȱ scaleȱ fromȱ 1ȱ toȱ 7,ȱ toȱ whatȱ
degreeȱ doȱ youȱ agreeȱ orȱ disagreeȱ withȱ thisȱ
statement?”ȱ

variableȱ atȱ theȱ countryȱ level,ȱ andȱ applyȱ anȱ
analysisȱ usingȱ aȱ Hierarchicalȱ Linearȱ Model.ȱ Inȱ
theȱ nextȱ fiveȱ figures,ȱ Iȱ willȱ showȱ theȱ effectsȱ
obtainedȱ fromȱ addingȱ additionalȱ religiousȱ
categoriesȱtoȱpredictȱsupportȱforȱdemocracy.ȱ
Theȱsignificanceȱofȱtheȱvariablesȱinȱtheȱmodelȱisȱ
graphicallyȱ representedȱ inȱ theȱ nextȱ fiveȱ figures.ȱ
Statisticalȱ significanceȱ isȱ capturedȱ byȱ aȱ
confidenceȱ intervalȱ thatȱ doesȱ notȱ overlapȱ theȱ
verticalȱ“0”ȱlineȱ(atȱ.05ȱorȱbetter).ȱWhenȱtheȱdot,ȱ
whichȱ representsȱ theȱ predictedȱ impactȱ ofȱ thatȱ
variable,ȱfallsȱtoȱtheȱrightȱofȱtheȱverticalȱ“0”ȱline,ȱ
itȱ impliesȱ aȱ positiveȱ relationshipȱ whereasȱ whenȱ
itȱ fallsȱ toȱ theȱ left,ȱ itȱ indicatesȱ aȱ negativeȱ
contribution.ȱ
Figureȱ 1ȱ showsȱ thatȱ beingȱ Catholicȱ decreasesȱ
supportȱ forȱ democracy.ȱ Thisȱ analysisȱ alsoȱ
suggestsȱ thatȱ beingȱ nonȬCatholicȱ increasesȱ
supportȱ forȱ democracy.ȱ However,ȱ withȱ thisȱ
distinctionȱalone,ȱweȱdoȱnotȱknowȱwhatȱtypesȱofȱ
nonȬCatholicȱcitizensȱareȱmoreȱlikelyȱtoȱsupportȱ
democracy.ȱȱȱ

Figure1.
SupportforDemocracyintheAmericas,2008
(CatholicsandNonǦCatholics)
Support for Democracy 2008
Catholic
Church Attendance
Rural to Urban
Wealth Index
Female
Percep Nat Eco Situation
Percep of Security
Political Interest
Education Level
Interpersonal Trust
Political Knowledge Index
Trust Cath Church
Age
Gov Fights Poverty
GDP per Capita Index
Tolerance
-0.1

0.0

0.1

0.2

95% C.I.

Inȱ orderȱ toȱ testȱ theȱ relationshipȱ betweenȱ
religiousȱaffiliationsȱandȱsupportȱforȱdemocracyȱ
inȱ21ȱLatinȱAmericanȱcountries,ȱIȱuseȱ14ȱcontrolȱ
variablesȱatȱtheȱindividualȱlevelȱandȱoneȱcontrolȱ
ȱIȱwantȱtoȱacknowledgeȱtheȱimportantȱobservationsȱonȱthisȱ
subjectȱ aboutȱ Evangelicalsȱ contributedȱ byȱ Luisȱ E.ȱ Sotoȱ
(USAID,ȱDominicanȱRepublic).ȱ

15

Source: 2008 AmericasBarometer by LAPOP, 21 countries, 27,546 respondents

Inȱ Figureȱ 2,ȱ Iȱ considerȱ twoȱ religiousȱ categories,ȱ
Catholicsȱasȱinȱtheȱlastȱmodelȱand,ȱadditionally,ȱ
LDSȱandȱJehovah’sȱWitnessesȱcombined.ȱInȱthisȱ
case,ȱ theȱ restȱ ofȱ theȱ denominationsȱ andȱ nonȬ
religiousȱ peopleȱ representȱ theȱ referenceȱ
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category.ȱ Theȱ resultsȱ showȱ thatȱ bothȱ religiousȱ
categoriesȱ reduceȱ supportȱ forȱ democracyȱ
comparedȱ toȱ theȱ remainingȱ denominationsȱ andȱ
theȱnonȬreligious.ȱ

Figure3.
SupportforDemocracyintheAmericas,2008
(Catholic,LDSandNonǦChristian)
Support for Democracy 2008
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Figure2.
SupportforDemocracyintheAmericas,2008
(Catholic,LDSandNonǦCatholic/NonǦLDS)
Support for Democracy 2008
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Wealth Index
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Source: 2008 AmericasBarometer by LAPOP, 21 countries, 27,546 respondents

-0.1

0.0
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0.2

95% C.I.
Source: 2008 AmericasBarometer by LAPOP, 21 countries, 27,546 respondents

Figureȱ 3ȱ showsȱ theȱ effectȱ ofȱ threeȱ religiousȱ
groupsȱonȱsupportȱforȱdemocracy.ȱInȱadditionȱtoȱ
Catholicsȱ andȱ LDSȱ andȱ Jehovahȱ Witnesses,ȱ Iȱ
nowȱ includeȱ Easternȱ andȱ Traditionalȱ orȱ Nativeȱ
religions.ȱ Inȱ thisȱ case,ȱ theȱ referenceȱ categoryȱ isȱ
otherȱ Christianȱ affiliationsȱ andȱ peopleȱ whoȱ doȱ
notȱ professȱ anyȱ religion.ȱ Theȱ mainȱ conclusionȱ
fromȱ Figureȱ 3ȱ isȱ thatȱ nonȬChristianȱ affiliationsȱ
areȱ statisticallyȱ unrelatedȱ toȱ supportȱ forȱ
democracy.ȱ

Figureȱ 4ȱ includesȱ oneȱ additionalȱ category,ȱ
Mainlineȱ Protestants.ȱ Inȱ thisȱ case,ȱ Evangelicalsȱ
andȱnonȬȱreligiousȱpeopleȱrepresentȱtheȱomittedȱ
category.ȱ Inȱ thisȱ modelȱ thereȱ isȱ noȱ statisticallyȱ
significantȱ effectȱ forȱ theȱ newȱ grouping,ȱ thoughȱ
thisȱ gradualȱ inclusionȱ ofȱ religiousȱ categoriesȱ
revealsȱ thatȱ controlȱ variablesȱ atȱ theȱ individualȱ
andȱcountryȱlevelȱremainȱstableȱinȱtheȱmodel.ȱ
Figure4.
SupportforDemocracyintheAmericas,2008
(Catholic,LDS,NonǦChristianandProtestant)
Support for Democracy 2008
Protestant
Eastern and Trad Rel
LDS and Witness
Catholic
Church Attendance
Rural to Urban
Wealth Index
Female
Percep Nat Eco Situation
Percep of Security
Political Interest
Education Level
Interpersonal Trust
Political Knowledge Index
Age
Trust Cath Church
Gov Fights Poverty
GDP per Capita Index
Tolerance
-0.1

0.0

0.1

0.2

95% C.I.
Source: 2008 AmericasBarometer by LAPOP, 21 countries, 27,546 respondents

Finally,ȱ Figureȱ 5ȱ showsȱ theȱ finalȱ model,ȱ whichȱ
includesȱ fiveȱ religiousȱ groups,ȱ whereȱ citizensȱ
whoȱ reportȱ noȱ religiousȱ identificationȱ representȱ
theȱ referenceȱ category.ȱ Inȱ thisȱ case,ȱ theȱ
Protestantȱ variableȱ isȱ nowȱ statisticallyȱ
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significant,ȱ asȱ isȱ theȱ newlyȱ addedȱ Evangelicalȱ
variable.ȱȱȱ

categorizeȱspecificallyȱreligiousȱaffiliationsȱinȱtheȱ
Americas.17ȱ

Aȱ comparisonȱ betweenȱ Figureȱ 1ȱ andȱ theȱ finalȱ
modelȱ inȱ Figureȱ 5ȱ permitsȱ usȱ toȱ concludeȱ thatȱ
theȱ positiveȱ relationshipȱ betweenȱ religiousȱ
affiliationsȱandȱsupportȱforȱdemocracyȱisȱdrivenȱ
byȱ twoȱ specificȱ nonȬCatholicsȱ groups:ȱ Mainlineȱ
Protestantsȱ andȱ Evangelicalsȱ (comparedȱ toȱ theȱ
referenceȱ category,ȱ thoseȱ withoutȱ anyȱ
affiliation).ȱ

A New Classification Scheme
Tableȱ2ȱ(seeȱtheȱappendixȱtoȱthisȱreport)ȱpresentsȱ
theȱ denominationsȱ toȱ beȱ usedȱ inȱ theȱ 2010ȱ
AmericasBarometerȱ andȱ theȱ currentȱ affiliationsȱ
consideredȱbyȱtheȱWVSȱandȱtheȱLatinobarómetro,ȱ
asȱpointsȱofȱcomparison.ȱȱ
Theȱ newȱ comprehensiveȱ listȱ capturesȱ notȱ onlyȱ
newȱand/orȱemergingȱreligiousȱgroups,ȱbutȱalsoȱ
includesȱtheȱgeneralȱclassificationsȱpresentedȱbyȱ
theȱ otherȱ twoȱ multinationalȱ projects.ȱ Thisȱ
formulationȱ representsȱ aȱ newȱ effortȱ toȱ improveȱ
priorȱclassificationsȱbyȱtheȱAmericasBarometer.ȱ

Figure5.
SupportforDemocracyintheAmericas,2008
(ReligiousCategoryOmitted:NoReligion)
Support for Democracy 2008
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Specifically,ȱ theȱ answersȱ forȱ theȱ religiousȱ
denominationȱ
questionȱ
(Q3ȱ
inȱ
theȱ
AmericasBarometerȱ questionnaire)ȱ willȱ includeȱ
aȱ comprehensiveȱ listȱ ofȱ religiousȱ affiliationsȱ
categorizedȱasȱfollows:ȱ
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95% C.I.
Source: 2008 AmericasBarometer by LAPOP, 21 countries, 27,546 respondents

Itȱisȱclearȱfromȱthisȱevidenceȱthatȱitȱisȱimportantȱ
toȱ classifyȱ religiousȱ affiliationsȱ accuratelyȱ andȱ
preciselyȱ inȱ theȱ AmericasBarometerȱ countries16ȱ
asȱ wellȱ asȱ inȱ otherȱ surveysȱ becauseȱ thisȱ
distinctionȱpermitsȱusȱtoȱtestȱspecificȱhypothesesȱ
relatedȱ toȱ particularȱ religiousȱ categoriesȱ andȱ
subȬgroups.ȱ Existingȱ theoryȱ andȱ evidenceȱ
availableȱ atȱ theȱ countryȱ levelȱ (Campȱ 1997;ȱ Gillȱ
2002;ȱ Hallumȱ 2002)ȱ suggestsȱ thatȱ religiousȱ subȬ
groupsȱotherȱthanȱtheseȱsixȱmainȱcategoriesȱmayȱ
beȱrelevantȱpoliticallyȱorȱeconomicallyȱspeaking.ȱ
Forȱ thatȱ reason,ȱ inȱ orderȱ toȱ haveȱ anyȱ meansȱ ofȱ
testingȱthisȱtypeȱofȱhypotheses,ȱitȱisȱimportantȱtoȱ

ȱ Thoseȱ countriesȱ areȱ México,ȱ Guatemala,ȱ Elȱ Salvador,ȱ
Honduras,ȱ Nicaragua,ȱ Costaȱ Rica,ȱ Panamá,ȱ Colombia,ȱ
Ecuador,ȱ Bolivia,ȱ Perú,ȱ Paraguay,ȱ Chile,ȱ Uruguay,ȱ Brazil,ȱ
Venezuela,ȱ Argentina,ȱ Dominicanȱ Republic,ȱ Haiti,ȱ Jamaicaȱ
andȱBelize.ȱ

Q3.ȱWhatȱisȱyourȱreligion,ȱifȱany?ȱ[Doȱnotȱreadȱ
options]ȱȱ
(1) Catholic
(2) MainlineȱProtestantȱorȱProtestantȱnonȬEvangelical
(Protestant;ȱChristian;ȱCalvinist;ȱLutheran;ȱMethodist;
Presbyterian;ȱDiscipleȱofȱChrist;ȱAnglican;
Episcopalian;ȱMoravian)
(3) NonȬChristianȱEasternȱReligionsȱ(Islam;ȱBuddhist;
Hinduism;ȱTaoist;ȱConfucianism;ȱBaha’i)
(4) Noneȱ(None;ȱbelievesȱinȱaȱSupremeȱEntityȱbut
doesȱnotȱbelongȱtoȱanyȱreligion)
(5) EvangelicalȱandȱPentecostalȱ(Evangelical;
Pentecostals;ȱChurchȱofȱGod;ȱAssembliesȱofȱGod;
UniversalȱChurchȱofȱtheȱKingdomȱofȱGod;
InternationalȱChurchȱofȱtheȱFoursquareȱGospel;ȱChrist
PentecostalȱChurch;ȱChristianȱCongregation;
Mennonite;ȱBrethren;ȱChristianȱReformedȱChurch;
CharismaticȱnonȬCatholic;ȱLightȱofȱWorld;ȱBaptist;
Nazarene;ȱSalvationȱArmy;ȱAdventist;ȱSeventhȬDay
Adventist;ȱSaraȱNossaȱTerra)
(6) LDS

16

17ȱ Iȱ thankȱ Prof.ȱ Elizabethȱ Zechmeister’sȱ observationȱ aboutȱ
thisȱ distinctionȱ betweenȱ religiousȱ categoriesȱ andȱ religiousȱ
subȬgroups.ȱȱ
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(7) TraditionalȱReligionsȱorȱNativeȱReligions
(Candomblé,ȱVoodoo,ȱRastafarian,ȱMayanȱTraditional
Religion;ȱUmbanda;ȱMariaȱLonza;ȱInti;ȱKardecista,
SantoȱDaime,ȱEsoterica)
(10) DoesȱnotȱbelieveȱinȱGodȱ(Agnostic;ȱatheist)
(11) Jewishȱ(Orthodox;ȱConservative;ȱReform)
(12) Jehovah’sȱWitness
(88) DK/DR

Theȱmainȱadvantageȱofȱthisȱapproachȱisȱthatȱtheȱ
AmericasBarometerȱ willȱ offerȱ twoȱ variablesȱ inȱ
itsȱ 2010ȱ datasetȱ derivedȱ fromȱ theȱ religiousȱ
denominationȱ question:ȱ a)ȱ theȱ aforementionedȱ
categorization;ȱandȱb)ȱtheȱdetailȱofȱeachȱreligiousȱ
affiliation.18ȱ Forȱ example,ȱ theȱ datasetȱ willȱ
containȱtheȱcategoryȱMainlineȱProtestantȱandȱtheȱ
databaseȱ willȱ detailȱ whetherȱ orȱ notȱ theȱ
respondentȱbelongsȱtoȱtheȱMoravianȱChurch,ȱorȱ
theȱLutheran,ȱMethodistȱorȱPresbyterianȱChurch.ȱ

Concluding Remarks
Thisȱ paperȱ hasȱ attemptedȱ toȱ provideȱ anȱ
interpretationȱ andȱ criticalȱ understandingȱ ofȱ
religiousȱ affiliation’sȱ politicalȱ andȱ economicȱ
significanceȱandȱalsoȱofferȱaȱnew,ȱmoreȱthoroughȱ
classificationȱ thatȱ willȱ allowȱ aȱ moreȱ completeȱ
pictureȱofȱreligiousȱdenominationsȱinȱtheȱregion.ȱȱ
Theȱ resultingȱ dataȱ canȱ beȱ usedȱ byȱ scholarsȱ toȱ
testȱ specificȱ hypothesesȱ relatedȱ toȱ particularȱ
religiousȱgroups.ȱȱ
Forȱ example,ȱ theȱ 2010ȱ classificationȱ willȱ allowȱ
analysisȱofȱtheȱdistinctȱrelationshipȱbetweenȱLDSȱ
andȱ Jehovah’sȱ Witnessesȱ affiliates,ȱ onȱ theȱ oneȱ
hand,ȱandȱsupportȱforȱdemocracy,ȱonȱtheȱother,ȱ
orȱ supportȱ forȱ specificȱ publicȱ policies.19ȱ
Furthermore,ȱ theȱ dataȱ willȱ allowȱ theȱ studyȱ ofȱ
specificȱ
interactionsȱ
amongȱ
Catholics,ȱ
Protestantsȱ andȱ Evangelicalsȱ inȱ termsȱ ofȱ voteȱ
choice,ȱ asȱ theȱ “religiousȱ threat”ȱ inȱ theȱ USȱ
(Campbellȱ 2006);ȱ theȱ effectȱ ofȱ Evangelicalsȱ onȱ

18ȱThisȱbyȬproductȱforȱtheȱ2010ȱroundȱwillȱbeȱpossibleȱthanksȱ
toȱ theȱ technologicalȱ improvementȱ basedȱ onȱ handheldȱ
computersȱ thatȱ willȱ gatherȱ theȱ informationȱ collectedȱ byȱ theȱ
interviewersȱ inȱ manyȱ countries.ȱ Iȱ wishȱ toȱ thankȱ Dominiqueȱ
Zephyrȱforȱcallingȱmyȱattentionȱtoȱthisȱfact.ȱȱ
19ȱIȱthankȱMattȱLayton’sȱobservationȱaboutȱthisȱpoint.ȱ

theȱ Catholicȱ Churchȱ leadersȱ inȱ relationȱ toȱ
democracyȱ (Gillȱ 1998);ȱ andȱ theȱ capacityȱ ofȱ theȱ
Catholicȱ Churchȱ toȱ mobilizeȱ citizensȱ inȱ politicsȱ
(Hagopianȱ 2008)ȱ amongȱ otherȱ topics.ȱ ȱ Inȱ sum,ȱ
withȱtheȱincreasedȱqualityȱandȱprecisionȱofȱdataȱ
concerningȱ religiousȱ affiliationsȱ inȱ theȱ 2010ȱ
AmericasBarometer,ȱ weȱ willȱ gainȱ aȱ moreȱ
detailedȱ understandingȱ ofȱ thisȱ aspectȱ ofȱ theȱ
regionȱinȱgeneralȱandȱitsȱrelationshipsȱtoȱcriticalȱ
variablesȱ relatedȱ toȱ democracyȱ andȱ otherȱ facetsȱ
ofȱ economicȱ andȱ politicalȱ changeȱ andȱ
development.20
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ThisȱpaperȱinȱtheȱAmericasBarometerȱInsightȱSeriesȱ
isȱ theȱ fourthȱ oneȱ toȱ examineȱ theȱ sourcesȱ ofȱ
corruptionȱvictimization,ȱfocusingȱonȱcorruptionȱ
byȱ publicȱ healthȱ serviceȱ officials.ȱ Thisȱ wasȱ partȱ
ofȱaȱbatteryȱofȱitemsȱincludedȱinȱtheȱ2008ȱroundȱ
ofȱ theȱ Latinȱ Americanȱ Publicȱ Opinionȱ Projectȱ
Surveyȱ (additionalȱ questionsȱ inȱ thisȱ seriesȱ willȱ
beȱexaminedȱinȱfutureȱInsightsȱstudies).ȱ2ȱȱȱ

AmericasBarometer Insights: 2009 (No.30)*

Corruption
Victimization in the
Public Health Sector1
By Diana Orces, Ph.D. candidate
diana.m.orces@Vanderbilt.edu
Vanderbilt University

ȱ

S

everalȱ debatesȱ existȱ overȱ whatȱ isȱ theȱ bestȱ
courseȱ ofȱ actionȱ toȱ combatȱ publicȱ
corruption.ȱ Someȱ studiesȱ argueȱ thatȱ toȱ
deterȱ corruption,ȱ itȱ isȱ necessaryȱ toȱ increaseȱ
publicȱ officials’ȱ wagesȱ (Beckerȱ &ȱ Stiglerȱ 1974).ȱ
Yetȱ othersȱ doȱ notȱ findȱ evidenceȱ toȱ supportȱ thisȱ
argumentȱ(Rauchȱ&ȱEvansȱ2000;ȱTreismanȱ2000).ȱ
Aȱ generalȱ agreement,ȱ nonetheless,ȱ hasȱemergedȱ
thatȱ higherȱ wagesȱ canȱ deterȱ corruptionȱ underȱ
certainȱ conditionsȱ (Diȱ Tellaȱ &ȱ Schargrodskyȱ
2003),ȱ thus,ȱ increasingȱ theȱ efficiencyȱ ofȱ publicȱ
officials,ȱ whichȱ inȱ turnȱ allowsȱ forȱ highȱ
investmentȱ andȱ growth.ȱ Andȱ usuallyȱ aȱ countryȱ
thatȱ isȱ betterȱ offȱ economicallyȱ hasȱ aȱ greaterȱ
capacityȱtoȱincreaseȱpublicȱofficial’sȱwages.ȱThatȱ
said,ȱeconomicȱgrowthȱseemsȱtoȱbeȱanȱimportantȱ
depressingȱ factorȱ ofȱ corruptionȱ levelsȱ (Mauroȱ
1995).ȱȱ
* The Insightsȱ Seriesȱ isȱ coȬeditedȱ byȱ Professorsȱ Mitchellȱ A.
Seligsonȱ andȱ Elizabethȱ Zechmeisterȱ withȱ administrative,ȱ
technical,ȱandȱintellectualȱsupportȱfromȱtheȱLAPOPȱgroupȱatȱ
Vanderbilt.
1ȱPriorȱissuesȱinȱtheȱInsightsȱseriesȱcanȱbeȱfoundȱat:
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/studiesandpublications.
Theȱdataȱonȱwhichȱtheyȱareȱbasedȱcanȱbeȱfoundȱat
http://www.vanderbilt.edu/lapop/datasets

Figure1.
Percentage of the Population Victimized by Public
Health Service Officials When Using This Service
duringthepastyearintheAmericas,2008
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Thisȱ surveyȱ involvedȱ faceȬtoȬfaceȱ interviewsȱ
conductedȱ inȱ 22ȱ nationsȱ inȱ Latinȱ Americaȱ andȱ
theȱ Caribbean,ȱ andȱ aȱ webȱ surveyȱ inȱ theȱ Unitedȱ
States.3ȱ Aȱ totalȱ ofȱ 38,053ȱ probabilisticallyȱ

2ȱ Fundingȱ forȱ theȱ 2008ȱroundȱ 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),ȱtheȱCenterȱforȱtheȱAmericasȱ
(CFA),ȱandȱVanderbiltȱUniversity.ȱ
3ȱThisȱquestionȱwasȱnotȱaskedȱinȱCanada.
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selectedȱ respondentsȱ wereȱ askedȱ theȱ followingȱ
question:ȱ4ȱ
EXC15.ȱHaveȱyouȱuseȱanyȱpublicȱhealthȱservicesȱ
duringȱ theȱ pastȱ year?ȱ [Ifȱ “yes”]Inȱ orderȱ toȱ
receiveȱattentionȱinȱaȱhospitalȱorȱaȱclinicȱduringȱ
theȱpastȱyear,ȱdidȱyouȱhaveȱtoȱpayȱaȱbribe?ȱ

Figure2.
Percentage of the Population Victimized by Public
Health Service Officials  When Using This Service
duringthepastyearTakingintoAccountIndividual
CharacteristicsintheAmericas,2008.

Haiti

Figureȱ 1ȱ showsȱ theȱ percentagesȱ ofȱ theȱ
populationȱ thatȱ wereȱ askedȱ toȱ payȱ aȱ bribeȱ toȱ
receiveȱ medicalȱ attention.ȱ Haitiȱ emergesȱ asȱ theȱ
onlyȱcountryȱinȱtheȱsampleȱwithȱextremelyȱhighȱ
levelsȱofȱcorruptionȱvictimization.ȱNearlyȱtwoȱofȱ
outȱ ofȱ everyȱ threeȱ (62.5%)5ȱ Haitiansȱ whoȱ useȱ
publicȱ healthȱ servicesȱ declareȱ havingȱ beenȱ aȱ
victimȱ ofȱ anȱ actȱ ofȱ corruption,ȱ meaningȱ theyȱ
paidȱ aȱ bribeȱ toȱ receiveȱ medicalȱ attention;ȱ thisȱ
percentageȱ moreȱ thanȱ quintuplesȱ theȱ regionalȱ
averageȱ ofȱ 11.6%.ȱ Jamaicaȱ (24.2%)ȱ alsoȱ showsȱ aȱ
significantȱ percentageȱ ofȱ itsȱ populationȱ beingȱ
askedȱtoȱpayȱaȱbribeȱtoȱreceiveȱmedicalȱattention.ȱ
Similarly,ȱBelizeȱ(12%)ȱandȱMexicoȱ(10.6%)ȱshowȱ
levelsȱ ofȱ corruptionȱ victimizationȱ thatȱ exceedȱ
10%ȱwhileȱtheȱrestȱofȱtheȱcountriesȱinȱtheȱsampleȱ
haveȱ levelsȱ ofȱ corruptionȱ victimizationȱ belowȱ
thisȱvalue.ȱParaguayȱ(2.7%),ȱColombiaȱ(2%),ȱandȱ
theȱ Unitedȱ Statesȱ (1.6%)ȱ showȱ percentagesȱ
belowȱ3%.ȱ
Howȱ muchȱ ofȱ theȱ variationȱ inȱ corruptionȱ
victimizationȱbyȱaȱpublicȱhealthȱserviceȱofficialȱisȱ
explainedȱ byȱ theȱ socioȬeconomicȱ andȱ
demographicȱ characteristicsȱ ofȱ theȱ populationsȱ
ofȱ theseȱ countries?ȱ Toȱ simplifyȱ theȱ answerȱ toȱ
thisȱ question,ȱ theȱ Unitedȱ Statesȱ wasȱ removedȱ
fromȱtheȱsample.6ȱȱ

4ȱTheȱsampleȱwasȱreducedȱtoȱ17,126ȱgivenȱthatȱthisȱquestionȱ
asksȱ firstȱ ifȱ theȱ respondentȱ usedȱ anyȱ publicȱ healthȱ servicesȱ
duringȱ theȱ lastȱ yearȱ andȱ onlyȱ ifȱ theȱ responseȱ isȱ affirmative,ȱ
thenȱtheȱinterviewerȱcontinuesȱwithȱtheȱfollowingȱsectionȱofȱ
thisȱquestion.ȱForȱthatȱreason,ȱtheȱanalysisȱcarriedȱoutȱinȱthisȱ
paperȱ focusesȱ onȱ theȱ subsetȱ ofȱ individualsȱ whoȱ respondedȱ
“yes”ȱ toȱ thisȱ questionȱ andȱ percentagesȱ reportedȱ hereȱ
representȱ thatȱ subsetȱ ofȱ individuals,ȱ notȱ theȱ sampleȱ asȱ aȱ
whole.ȱ
5ȱThisȱfigureȱrepresentsȱthoseȱwhoȱuseȱpublicȱhealthȱservicesȱ
6Theȱ reasonȱ behindȱ thisȱ decisionȱ isȱ becauseȱ thisȱ caseȱ hasȱ
exceedinglyȱ highȱ levelȱ ofȱ socioȬeconomicȱ developmentȱ
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Figureȱ 2ȱ showsȱ similarȱ resultsȱ asȱ Figureȱ 1ȱ afterȱ
holdingȱconstantȱgender,ȱage,ȱeducation,ȱwealth,ȱ
andȱsizeȱofȱcity/town.ȱTheȱpercentagesȱofȱpeopleȱ
beingȱ askedȱ toȱ payȱ aȱ bribeȱ toȱ receiveȱ medicalȱ
attentionȱacrossȱtheȱAmericasȱvaryȱonlyȱbyȱaȱfewȱ
percentagesȱ higherȱ orȱ lowerȱ fromȱ theȱ
uncontrolledȱ results.ȱ Haitiȱ (62.7%)ȱ andȱ Jamaicaȱ
(23.8%)ȱ continueȱ toȱ experienceȱ theȱ highestȱ
percentagesȱ ofȱ corruptionȱ victimizationȱ byȱ
publicȱhealthȱserviceȱofficials,ȱwhereasȱColombiaȱ
(1.8%)ȱ andȱ Paraguayȱ (2.5%)ȱ showȱ theȱ lowestȱ
percentagesȱ ofȱ corruptionȱ victimization.ȱ Whenȱ
comparingȱtheseȱresultsȱtoȱthoseȱofȱpriorȱreportsȱ
onȱ corruptionȱ inȱ theȱ Insightȱ Seriesȱ Haitiȱ
continuesȱ toȱ beȱ oneȱ ofȱ theȱ countriesȱ withȱ theȱ

comparedȱtoȱtheȱotherȱcountriesȱandȱmayȱdriveȱtheȱresultsȱofȱ
theȱanalysis.
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highestȱ corruptionȱ victimizationȱ byȱ theȱ policeȱ
(12.8%),ȱ byȱ aȱ publicȱ officialȱ (14.2%),ȱ andȱ byȱ theȱ
localȱgovernmentȱ(40.6%).ȱ

DoȱContextualȱFactorsȱMatter?ȱȱ
Inȱ additionȱ toȱ individualȬlevelȱ characteristics,ȱ
suchȱasȱageȱandȱeducation,ȱweȱalsoȱfindȱthatȱtheȱ
levelȱ ofȱ economicȱ developmentȱ mattersȱ forȱ
corruptionȱ victimizationȱ byȱ aȱ publicȱ healthȱ
serviceȱ officialȱ acrossȱ theȱ Americas.ȱ Figureȱ 3ȱ
showsȱ theseȱ effectsȱ onȱ theȱ probabilityȱ ofȱ beingȱ
askedȱtoȱpayȱaȱbribeȱtoȱreceiveȱmedicalȱattention.ȱ
Eachȱ variableȱ includedȱ inȱ theȱ analysisȱ isȱ listedȱ
onȱ theȱ verticalȱ (y)ȱ axis.ȱ Theȱ impactȱ ofȱ eachȱ ofȱ
thoseȱ variablesȱ onȱ experienceȱ withȱ localȱ
governmentȱcorruptionȱisȱshownȱgraphicallyȱbyȱ
aȱdot,ȱwhichȱifȱlocatedȱtoȱtheȱrightȱofȱtheȱverticalȱ
“0”ȱ lineȱ indicatesȱ aȱ positiveȱ effect,ȱ andȱ ifȱ toȱ theȱ
leftȱofȱtheȱ“0”ȱlineȱaȱnegativeȱeffect.ȱȱIfȱtheȱeffectsȱ
areȱ statisticallyȱ significant,ȱ theyȱ areȱ shownȱ byȱ
confidenceȱ intervalȱ linesȱ stretchingȱ toȱ theȱ leftȱ
andȱ rightȱ ofȱ eachȱ dotȱ thatȱ doȱ notȱ overlapȱ theȱ
verticalȱ“0”ȱlineȱ(atȱ.05ȱorȱbetter).ȱIfȱtheyȱoverlapȱ
theȱ verticalȱ line,ȱ theȱ effectsȱ areȱ statisticallyȱ
insignificant.ȱ Theȱ relativeȱ strengthȱ ofȱ eachȱ
variableȱ isȱ indicatedȱ byȱ standardizedȱ
coefficients.ȱȱȱȱ
Figureȱ 3ȱ showsȱ thatȱ ageȱ andȱ education,ȱ asȱ wellȱ
asȱ theȱ nationalȱ levelȱ ofȱ economicȱ developmentȱ
measuredȱ byȱ GDPȱ perȱ capita,7ȱ matterȱ inȱ
determiningȱ theȱ likelihoodȱ ofȱ citizensȱ beingȱ
askedȱ toȱ payȱ aȱ bribeȱ forȱ medicalȱ services.ȱ
Individualsȱ whoȱ areȱ olderȱ andȱ areȱ moreȱ
educatedȱ areȱ lessȱ likelyȱ toȱ beȱ victimsȱ ofȱ
corruption.ȱTheseȱfindingsȱareȱnotȱsurprisingȱasȱ
“educationȱandȱhumanȱcapitalȱisȱ[sic]ȱneededȱforȱ
courtsȱ andȱ otherȱ formalȱ institutionsȱ toȱ operateȱ
efficiently,ȱ andȱ governmentȱ abusesȱ areȱ moreȱ

likelyȱ toȱ goȱ unnoticedȱ andȱ unchallengedȱ whenȱ
theȱelectorateȱisȱnotȱliterate”ȱ(Svenssonȱ2005:ȱ25).ȱ
Figure3.
A Multilevel Analysis of the Determinants of
Corruption Victimization by Public Health Service
Officials When Using This Service in the Americas:
TheImpactofEconomicDevelopment,2008
Size of City/Town

N. Obs = 16518
N. Countries = 21

Wealth
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GDP per Capita Index
-1.0
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0.0
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Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP and
Human Development Report, UNDP 2007/2008

TurningȱnowȱtoȱtheȱnationalȬlevelȱcharacteristic,ȱ
GDPȱ perȱ capita,ȱ weȱ findȱ thatȱ theȱ levelȱ ofȱ
economicȱdevelopmentȱdecreasesȱtheȱprobabilityȱ
ofȱ corruptionȱ victimizationȱ byȱ publicȱ healthȱ
serviceȱ officials.ȱ Thisȱ findingȱ echoesȱ thatȱ ofȱ aȱ
previousȱ reportȱ inȱ thisȱ Insightȱ Seriesȱ relatedȱ toȱ
corruptionȱ victimizationȱ byȱ theȱ policeȱ (I0803)ȱ
whereȱ economicȱ developmentȱ alsoȱ reducedȱ thisȱ
typeȱ ofȱ corruption.ȱ Inȱ thisȱ shortȱ report,ȱ weȱ findȱ
supportȱ forȱ theȱ significantȱ roleȱ thatȱ economicȱ
developmentȱ playsȱ asȱ aȱ deterrentȱ ofȱ corruptionȱ
victimization.ȱ Moreȱ specifically,ȱ thoseȱ whoȱ liveȱ
inȱricherȱcountriesȱareȱsignificantlyȱlessȱlikelyȱtoȱ
beȱ victimizedȱ byȱ corruptionȱ whenȱ theyȱ makeȱ
useȱ ofȱ publicȱ healthȱ servicesȱ comparedȱtoȱ thoseȱ
whoȱ liveȱ inȱ poorerȱ nations.ȱ Figureȱ 4ȱ illustratesȱ
theseȱfindingsȱinȱmoreȱdetail.ȱȱ

ȱNationalȱwealthȱisȱmeasuredȱusingȱtheȱUNDP’sȱGDPȱindex.ȱ
Thisȱindexȱisȱbasedȱonȱgrossȱdomesticȱproductȱperȱcapitaȱinȱ
purchasingȱpowerȱparityȱtermsȱinȱUSȱdollars.ȱTheȱindexȱcanȱ
takeȱvaluesȱbetweenȱ0ȱandȱ1.ȱȱForȱdetailsȱonȱhowȱthisȱindexȱ
wasȱ constructedȱ seeȱ UNDP’sȱ Humanȱ Developmentȱ Reportȱ
2007/2008.
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Predicted Probability of Being Asked to Pay
a Bribe to Receive Medical Attention (%)
'

Figure4.
The Impact of Economic Development on Public
HealthServiceOfficial’sCorruptionVictimizationin
LatinAmericaandtheCaribbean,20088
Plot derived from a linear multilevel
model holding constant at their mean
values all inividual level variables

20

theȱ immunityȱ fromȱ prosecution.10ȱ Itȱ mayȱ notȱ beȱ
unexpectedȱ thereforeȱ thatȱHaitiȱ wasȱrankedȱ177ȱ
outȱofȱ180ȱcountries,ȱaccordingȱtoȱTransparencyȱ
International’sȱ Corruptionȱ Perceptionȱ Indexȱ
(2008),ȱ onȱ whichȱ lowerȱ rankingsȱ areȱ associatedȱ
withȱhigherȱlevelsȱofȱcorruption.ȱ11ȱ
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Corruptionȱ isȱ oneȱ ofȱ theȱ mostȱ seriousȱ andȱ
rampantȱ problemsȱ inȱ emergingȱ democracies,ȱ asȱ
exemplifiedȱ byȱ theȱ caseȱ ofȱ Haiti.ȱ Corruptionȱ isȱ
notȱ onlyȱ recognizedȱ forȱ itsȱ negativeȱ effectsȱ onȱ
trade,ȱ investment,ȱ developmentȱ andȱ economicȱ
growthȱ (Worldȱ Bankȱ 1997),ȱ butȱ itȱ alsoȱ affectsȱ
negativelyȱdemocraticȱstabilityȱ(Zephyrȱ2008).ȱȱȱ

GDP per Capita Index
Source: AmericasBarometer by LAPOP and
Human Development Report, UNDP 2007/2008

Theȱ lowerȱ theȱ levelȱ ofȱ economicȱ development,ȱ
theȱmoreȱlikelyȱtheȱaverageȱcitizenȱisȱtoȱbecomeȱ
aȱvictimȱofȱcorruptionȱbyȱaȱpublicȱhealthȱserviceȱ
official.ȱ Forȱ instance,ȱ Haitiȱ andȱ Boliviaȱ areȱ theȱ
countriesȱ thatȱ showȱ byȱ farȱ theȱ highestȱ
probabilityȱ ofȱ corruptionȱ victimizationȱ byȱ aȱ
publicȱ healthȱ serviceȱ officialȱ andȱ areȱ countriesȱ
withȱtheȱlowestȱlevelȱofȱeconomicȱdevelopment.ȱ
Atȱ theȱ otherȱ extreme,ȱ Argentinaȱ isȱ theȱ countryȱ
withȱtheȱlowestȱlevelȱofȱcorruptionȱvictimizationȱ
andȱ notȱ surprisingly,ȱ isȱ oneȱ ofȱ theȱ richestȱ
countriesȱ inȱ theȱ region.ȱ Itȱ isȱ worthȱ notingȱ thatȱ
Haitiȱisȱaȱcountryȱrecognizedȱforȱitsȱwidespreadȱ
corruption,ȱasȱfurtherȱevidenceȱpresentedȱinȱthisȱ
InsightȱSeriesȱconfirms.9ȱȱCorruptionȱcontinuesȱtoȱ
harmȱ Haiti’sȱ politicalȱ andȱ economicȱ
development.ȱ Manyȱ legislatorsȱ electedȱ inȱ 2006ȱ
haveȱ allegedlyȱ beenȱ involvedȱ inȱ criminalȱ
activitiesȱ andȱ someȱ argueȱ thatȱ theirȱ reasonȱ forȱ
seekingȱ parliamentȱ seatsȱ wasȱ mainlyȱ toȱ obtainȱ

8ȱ Theȱ pointȱ estimateȱ differencesȱ betweenȱ countriesȱ inȱ
Figureȱ2ȱandȱ4ȱareȱexplainedȱpartlyȱbyȱtheȱfactȱthatȱFigureȱ2ȱ
controlsȱ forȱ individualȱ levelȱ characteristicsȱ whileȱ Figureȱ 4ȱ
takesȱintoȱaccountȱtheȱlevelȱofȱeconomicȱdevelopment.
9ȱForȱaȱmoreȱdetailedȱtreatmentȱofȱcorruptionȱinȱHaiti,ȱseeȱ
http://sitemason.vanderbilt.edu/files/cAEWtO/Haiti1.pdf

Inȱ thisȱ shortȱ paper,ȱ weȱ foundȱ thatȱ economicȱ
developmentȱisȱaȱsignificantȱfactorȱthatȱexplainsȱ
lowerȱ corruptionȱ byȱ publicȱ healthȱ serviceȱ
officials.ȱ ȱ Thisȱ findingȱ suggestsȱ thatȱ wealthierȱ
countriesȱ areȱ betterȱ ableȱ toȱ combatȱ corruptionȱ
thanȱ poorerȱ countries.ȱ Indeed,ȱ ifȱ aȱ citizenȱ fromȱ
Haitiȱ withȱ aȱ givenȱ setȱ ofȱ socioȬeconomicȱ
characteristicsȱ wereȱ toȱ moveȱ toȱ Argentina,ȱ allȱ
otherȱ thingsȱ beingȱ equal,ȱ theȱ probabilityȱ ofȱ thisȱ
personȱ beingȱ askedȱ toȱ payȱ aȱ bribeȱ toȱ receiveȱ
medicalȱ attentionȱ wouldȱ beȱ atȱ leastȱ 14ȱ
percentageȱ pointsȱ lowerȱ thanȱ ifȱ thisȱ individualȱ
wereȱ toȱ remainȱ inȱ Haiti.ȱ Inȱ otherȱ words,ȱ
economicȱ developmentȱ detersȱ corruptionȱ
victimization.ȱ Oneȱ wayȱ thatȱ policyȬmakersȱ
couldȱ addressȱ corruptionȱ inȱ theȱ publicȱ healthȱ
sectorȱ isȱ byȱ increasingȱ publicȱ officials’ȱ wagesȱ
aboveȱ theirȱ opportunityȱ wage,ȱ soȱ thatȱ theseȱ
publicȱ servantsȱ wouldȱ behaveȱ honestlyȱ (Beckerȱ
&ȱ Stiglerȱ 1974).ȱ Nonetheless,ȱ someȱ studiesȱ
suggestȱ thatȱ ifȱ aȱ thirdȬpartyȱ enforcementȱ isȱ notȱ
present,ȱ higherȱ salariesȱ mayȱ leadȱ insteadȱ toȱ
higherȱ corruptionȱ (Mookherjeeȱ &ȱ Pngȱ 1995).ȱ
Therefore,ȱ itȱ isȱ importantȱ thatȱ antiȬcorruptionȱ
programsȱworkȱatȱprovidingȱtheȱconditionsȱthatȱ
willȱ leadȱ toȱ “auditȱ intensity”ȱ (Diȱ Tellaȱ &ȱ
Schargrodskyȱ 2003)ȱ thatȱ inȱ turnȱ willȱ allowȱ forȱ
10
11

ȱSeeȱwww.freedomhouse.org
ȱSeeȱwww.transparency.org
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effectiveȱ wageȱ policiesȱ thatȱ willȱ reduceȱ
corruption.ȱ Ofȱ course,ȱ higherȱ publicȱ wagesȱ areȱ
madeȱ possibleȱ throughȱ theȱ economicȱ growthȱ ofȱ
nations.ȱȱ

andȱ theȱ Caribbean:ȱ Evidenceȱ fromȱ theȱ
AmericasBarometerȱ 2006Ȭ07,ȱ ed.ȱ Mȱ
Seligson:ȱVanderbiltȱUniversityȱ

Inȱ addition,ȱ antiȬcorruptionȱ programsȱ inȱ theȱ
regionȱ shouldȱ payȱ particularȱ attentionȱ toȱ theȱ
caseȱ ofȱ Haitiȱ asȱ itȱ isȱ theȱ countryȱ thatȱ
systematicallyȱ exhibitsȱ veryȱ highȱ levelsȱ ofȱ
corruptionȱ victimizationȱ inȱ itsȱ variousȱ
dimensions,ȱ
makingȱ
itsȱ
democraticȱ
consolidationȱevenȱharder.ȱReducingȱcorruptionȱ
inȱ theȱ publicȱ healthȱ sectorȱ wouldȱ beȱ oneȱ stepȱ
towardȱ broaderȱ effortsȱ toȱ fightȱ organizedȱ
corruptionȱinȱthatȱcountry.ȱ
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