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Introduction

In the 2000 Canadian dection, women were more likely than men to vote for the party of
the left, the New Democrétic Party (NDP), while men were more likely than women to vote for
the new right party, the Canadian Alliance. This mirrors a pattern that is becoming increasingly
common in advanced industrial democracies. Inglehart and Norris (2003) have recently
presented a theory of the gender gap that explains differences in mae-femde vating paternsin
developmentd terms. They argue that a process of gender realignment is reversing the
“traditiona gender gap”. Where women were once more right wing than men, they are now more
left wing. The result isthe sort of “modern gender gap” that we are seeing in Canada. Inglehart
and Norris attribute this “realignment in women’s politics’ to structural changes and vaue shifts
that have transformed women lives, and aong with them, women’s values and priorities.

This paper uses data from the Canadian Election Studies to anadyze the evolution of
gender gaps in vote choice since 1965. It begins by asking whether Canada redly does qudify as
acase of “gender redignment”. It then goes on to determine whether the changing nature of the
gender gap in NDP voting can be explained by structurd and stuationa changes in women's—
and men’s—Ilives. It concludes that these changes can provide only avery partid explanation of
the process of gender redlignment in Canada.

Gender Realignment and Structural Change

Accounts of the “traditional gender gap” typicaly adduced three key factorsto explain
why women were less likely than men to vote for parties of the left: age, religiosity and |abour
force participation (see De Vaus and McAllister 1989; Togeby 1994; Mayer and Smith 1995;
Studlar, McAllister and Hayes 1998; Inglehart and Norris 2003). According to these accounts,
women were less likely to cast aleft-wing vote because they typicdly live longer than men, were
more likely to be regular church-goers, and were less likely to be in paid employment.

The “senescence argument” (De Vaus and McAllister 1989, 246) is based on the premise
that women and men aike become more conservative as they age. Since women tend to enjoy
gregter longevity than men, the implication is that conservative women will out-number
conservative men. Thiswill show up in agrester propensity on the part of women to favour
parties of the centre and centre-right over those of the left. If this pattern no longer holds, one
possible inferenceis that the tendency for people to become increasingly conservative with age
has weakened or even disappeared.

A second possible explanation for women's changing eectora behaviour isthat women
have become more secular. Women's gregter religiosity has frequently been invoked to explain
why women have traditiondly been less likely than men to vote for parties of the left. Again, the
assumption has been that this makes for greater conservatism on the part of women, given the
conservative vaues typicaly promoted by the established churches (Mayer and Smith 1995). In
adgmilar vein, O'Nelll (2001) has argued thet rdigiosity serves as a countervailing force to
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feminism, and that women's greater rdligiosity may explain why there is not more of a gender
gap in support for feminiam in Canada. She found that rigious beliefs made for agnificantly
more conservative positions on issues like abortion, gender roles, censorship of pornography,
and gay marriage. It could be, though, that Canadian women are not as rdligious as they once
were. If S0, this could explain why some have been moving to the left.

Ancther factor may be women's rising labour force participation. Confinement to the
domestic sphere was typicaly cited as one of the reasons for the “traditional gender gap”.
Women who do not work outside the home for pay are supposedly insulated from the
radicalizing forces that would motivate a vote for the left (Lipset 1981, 217). If thisis so,
women’'s movement into paid employment outside the home should help to explain why the
“traditional gender gap” has disappeared.

The diminishing effects of longevity, growing secularization, and the dwindling number
of full-time homemekers may be able to explain why the “traditional gender gap” has
disappeared, but they cannot explain its reversd. To understand why the changing ectora
behaviour of women and men could lead to gender redignment, as opposed to gender
dedignment, we have to consder some additiona possible explanations.

One such explanation aso invokes women's move into the paid work force, but now it
focuses on women'’ s digtinctive experiencesin the work place (Klein 1984; Togeby 1994; Manza
and Brooks 1998). Gendered patterns of employment often mean that women find themselves
confined to low-paying jobs in “pink-collar ghettos” If this resultsin a keener awareness of
gender inequalities, increasing labour force participation may foster agrowing feminist
consciousness and a questioning of traditiona gender roles. At the same time, the chdlenge of
jugdling full-time work and family respongibilities means that working women have a grester
need of state services. Accordingly, women should be readier to support the party that favours
public provison.

Indeed, women' s grester reliance on the welfare state has been seen as an important
source of their support for parties of the left. This reliance takes two forms. For some women, it
entails reliance on the state for employment. Given that women are more likely than men to be
employed in the public sector, they have a grester interest in maintaining (or expanding) current
levels of state services. For many other women, it is aquestion of reliance on the Sate for basic
forms of support. And the growing “feminization of poverty” means thet there are more women
who need this socid safety net. According to the “welfare state dismantlement hypothesis’ (Erie
and Rein 1988; cf. Piven 1984), cutbacks in government spending in the 1980s and 1990s
threatened women in their roles as both welfare service providers and welfare recipients. One
result was to encourage more women to vote for the left.

Another explanation takes a more sanguine view of the changes that have occurred in
women'’s lives over the past four decades. It points to the enhanced autonomy that many women
enjoy with increased economic and psychologica independence from men (Carroll 1988). The
sources of this independence are to be found in risng levels of education, the increasing average
age of firs marriage, a growing divorce rate, and movement into the paid work force. The
assumption is that more women now have the autonomy they need in order to express their
differences from men. These differences relate to fundamenta vaues and priorities. Whether
they originate in childhood socidization (Gilligan 1982) or in women's experience of
motherhood and parenting (Ruddick 1989), they are said to incline women toward a more
compassionate view of those in need and a greater aversion to the use of force. Freed from the
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congraints of dependence on men, these are assumed to find their expression in grester support
for parties of the left.

Women who are younger are also assumed to enjoy greater autonomy because they have
been socidized into more egditarian conceptions of gender roles. Indeed, Norris (1999) has
pointed to the existence of a*“gender-generation gap.” Thisgap is seen asreflecting the
mohilizing effect of feminism on the generations of women who grew to adulthood in the wake
of second- and third-wave feminism. As aresult of thisfeminist mobilization, younger women
are more liberd in their views than both men and older women. In asimilar vein, Conover (1988
cf. Brodie 1991) has argued that feminism has served as the catalyst for the expression of
women's “difference’ at the balot box by raising their consciousness of their latent “femae’
values. Theredl gap, she argues, is between men and feminist women.*

Data and M ethods

The firgt task is to determine whether there has indeed been a process of gender
redignment in Canada. To thisend, | have pooled data from dl of the Canadian Election Studies,
beginning with the first Canadian Election Study in 1965 and ending with the 2000 Canadian
Election Study. This 35-year time span encompasses 10 federal elections.? The gender gap for
each party is the percentage of women minus the percentage of men voting for the party,
excluding non-voters. A positive (negative) sign thusindicates that more (fewer) women than
men voted for the party. Quebec respondents are omitted from the analysis. The NDP has never
succeeded in winning even one seet in Canada s French speaking province. Its best eectora
performance came in 1988 when it attracted 14 percent of the Quebec vote. Since the advent of
the separatist Bloc québécois in the 1993 eection, voting in federa eectionsin Quebec has
revolved to a remarkable degree around the issue of Quebec sovereignty (Blaiset d. 1995;
Nevitte et al. 2000) and the NDP has been virtudly shut out of the province, winning amere 1.8
percent of the popular vote in the 2000 dection.®

Rather than rdying smply on avisua ingpection of changesin the male and femae vote
shares across time, logigtic regression is used to determine whether atrend line can be fitted to
the data. For each party, the dependent variable is vote choice, coded “1” for the named party
and “0” for dl other parties* The regression modd thus predicts the log odds of choosing that
party over dl other parties. The mode includes terms for the main effects of eection year and
thus controls for eection-to-eection fluctuation in the odds of voting for agiven party that affect
women and men equaly.

Once a best-fitting modd has been found for the NDP, logidtic regression isused to
as=ss the various possible explanations for the changing dectora aignment of women and men.
Thisis achieved by adding the various explanatory factors to the best-fitting modd to see
whether they succeed in reducing the trend term to satistical insgnificance. Controls are
included for region and for union households, both of which have traditionaly proved to be
sgnificant correlates of NDP voting (Archer 1985). First, a series of models are estimated where
each explanatory factor is consdered separately. Then asingle modd is estimated to assess the
independent effects of those factors that proved to be significant in the separate estimations.

In order to determine whether women's declining religiogity accounts for their changing
electord behaviour adummy variable was created that takes the value of * 1’ for those who have
no religion and ‘O for those who provide ardligious ffiliaion. Idedlly, attendance at a place of
worship would be used, but this variable is only available in the early eection Sudies. An



4

interaction term is used to assess the declining sdlience of the “ senescence hypothesis” Thisisa
multiplicative term that tests whether the impact of age has declined across the ten dections. The
impact of confinement to the domestic sphere is assessed with a dummy variable that takes the
vaueof ‘1 for full-time homemakersand ‘0" for dl others. Similarly, labour force participation

is represented by adummy variable that takesthe vaue of ‘1’ for those who are employed and
‘0 for those who are not. Thisvariable is interacted with gender in order to alow for the impact
of women's distinctive experiences in the work force. Unfortunately, thereis no value for either
the homemaker variable or labour force participation for 1965 since that study only asked about
the employment status of the main wage earner in the family. In addition to labour force
participation, the “women’'s autonomy” thesisis dso examined usng dummy varigblesto
represent the effects of marital status and education. The marita status variable takes the vaue of
‘1’ for those who are married and ‘0" for those who are not and/or never have been married. Two
dummy variables are used for educationd attainment, one takesthe vaue of ‘1’ for university
graduates, while the second takes the value of ‘1" for those who dropped out of high schoal.
Voters who have completed high school and/or some college serve as the reference category.
More precise distinctions are not possible given the changes in response categories across time.
The possible impact of feminist mobilization is captured by a series of dummy variables.
Following O’ Neill (2003), these variables take the value of ‘1’ for the second-wave cohort (born
between 1943 and 1957), the post-movement cohort (born between 1958 and 1968), and the
third-wave cohort (born since 1969). The pre-second-wave cohort (born before 1943) serves as
the reference category. Each variable isinteracted with gender to dlow for the possibility of a
gender-generdion divide. Findly, the “wefare sate dismantlement hypothess’ is evauated

using dummy variables to represent materia circumstances and sector of employment. In order
to approximate measurement equivaence across time, two income dummies were created, one
corresponding to those in the lowest income tercile in a given survey and the second
corresponding to thosein the highest tercile. Votersin the middle tercile served as the reference
category. Questions about sector of employment were only asked beginning with the 1988 studly.
Voters employed in the public sector are coded ‘1’ and al others are coded ‘0.

Findings
The Evolution of the Gender Gap in Canada
[Figure 1 about here]

If we track the gender gap in NDP voting since 1965, Canada (outside Quebec) presents a
clear case of “gender redignment” (Figure 1). Where women were once less likely to vote for
the party of the left, by the late 1990s they were clearly more likely than men to cast aleft-wing
vote.> The clearest evidence of gender redlignment comes when logistic regression is used to fit a
trend to the data (see Table 1). The results indicate that a smple linear trend term adequately
captures the changing impact of gender. Thisis shown grgphicaly in Figure 1 where thefitted
probabilities of women's and men's vote choice, derived from the coefficients of the regresson
model, have been used to estimate change in the gender gap in NDP voting Since 1965. A
predicted gap between women and men of dmost —6 in 1965 had become a predicted gap of +7
by 2000.

[Table 1 about here]

In amulti-party system like Canada tracking the changing nature of the gender gep in

support for the party of the left tels only part of the story of gender redignment. How early we
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choose to date the emergence of the “modern gender gap” in Canada depends very much on how
we |ocate the other parties dong the left-right spectrum. In every dection held between 1965 and
1993, women were more likely than men to vote for the Liberd Party (see Figure 2). The gap
was over seven percentage points in the 1974 dection, and achieved statistical significancein
every election save for 1968.° It is only in the two most recent dections that the gap has
effectively disappeared. When logigtic regression is used to fit a trend the best-fitting mode
indicates trendless fluctuation between 1965 and 1993, followed by a significant declinein the
two most recent elections (see Table 1).” A case could be made for characterizing the gender gap
in Liberd voting as a“modern gender gap”, too. After dl, it was under Libera governmentsin
the 1960s and 1970s that Canada’ s welfare state achieved its greatest growth. But the Libera
Party does not fit neetly into the category of “centre left”. As Canada's ‘ brokerage party’ par
excellence, it has moved from centre left to centre right (though never far from the centre) as
electord congderations dictate. If not a“modern gender gap” inits own right, the gender gep in
Libera voting may have marked atrangtion to such a gap: the gender gap in NDP voting
emerged in the very same election (1997) that the Liberal gap disappeared.

[Figure 2 about here]

Certainly, thereislittle evidence of a“traditional gender ggp” even in the 1960s. Women
may have been lesslikely than men to vote for the party of the left, but they were only alittle
more likely than men to vote for the party of the centre-right, the Progressive Conservatives (see
Figure 3). In the 1965 and 1968 dections, the gap was just over two percentage points, and as
such failed to come even close to conventiona levels of gatistical sgnificance. All trace of this
“traditiona gender gap” had disappeared by the early 1970s, and by the time of the 1974
election, the gender gap in Conservative voting had actually been reversed, as Canada' s
traditiond party of the right became significantly more popular with men than with women.®

[Figure 3 about here]

In the 1993 eection, two new parties smashed through Canada s “two plus one’ party
system: the Bloc québécois in Quebec and the Reform Party, coming out of Western Canada.
The Conservatives suffered a sunning defeat: one of the two parties that had dominated
Canadian palitics snce Confederation, it was reduced to a mere two seets in the House of
Commons, and saw its vote share plummet from 43 percent to 16 percent. Despite the massive
haemorrhaging of support, the party was able to attract some new women voters. Thiswas
possibly due to the presence of afemale leader, Kim Campbell, who had briefly served asthe
country’sfirgt female prime minister on assuming the party’ s leadership (O'Neill 1998). Asa
result, the gender gap in Consarvative voting was reversed,” and that gap has persisted. The best-
fitting specification of the overdl trend in the gender gap in Conservative voting since 1965
clearly takes the form of acurve (see Table 1). This can be seen quite graphicaly when the fitted
probabilities are used to plot the changing gender gap in Conservative voting (see Figure 3).

The 1993 dection should not be taken as somehow sgndling the re-emergence of a
“traditional gender gagp” in Canada. Of far more significance than the reversd in the gender gep
in Consarvative voting was the emergence of a subgtantia gap in support for the Reform Party.
Women were sgnificantly less likely than men to vote for Canada's new right neo-populist
party.® That gender gap was apparent from the first, when the upstart Reform Party smashed
through Canadd s traditional “two and one haf” party system in the 1993 dection. In that
election, the gender gap outside Quebec was 11 points. The Reform vote edged up in the 1997
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election, but the gender gap held steady at 11 points. By the time of the 2000 election, the
Reform Party had recondtituted itsdlf as the Canadian Alliance, but while the new party

improved on Reform’ s performance, it failed to narrow the gap between women and men, which
remained unchanged at 11 points.

The emergence of this gender gap raises criticaly important questions about the nature
of gender redlignment. It suggests that it is as much—if not more—men’ s changing behaviour
that is driving the process of gender redlignment. The Reform Party only became a viable option
in 1993 and so a vote for the party was ipso facto amove. And dearly, many more men than
women moved to the new party. This gender gap in support for the new right is not unique to
Canada. Similar gaps have been observed in Europe (Betz 1994; Gidengil et a. 2003).

[Figure 4 about here]

Women's shift to the left, by contrast, has been quite modest. The reversal of the gender
gap in NDP voting owes at least as much to men's changing preferences. Certainly, as Figure 4
shows, women did move to the NDP in the late 1970s. By the time of the 1979 dection, the party
was doing equaly well among women and men, and continued to do so through the 1980s. And
when the party’ s support collgpsed in the 1993 dection, it did so among women and men dike. It
was in the next dection that women and men diverged: while men continued to stay away from
the party, women were moving back. In other words, the “modern gender gap” emerged in
Canada, not because women have been moving to the left, but because women have been less
likely than men to move away from the left. Looking at the entire period from 1965 to 2000,
support for the NDP increased by only three percentage points among women. Among men, by
contrast, support for the left fell by amost 10 percentage points. This represents a drop of over
50 percent.

Social Structure and the Evolution of the Gender Gap

True to the “ senescence hypothesis’, the odds of voting NDP do decline with age (see
Table 2). However, thereislittle to suggest that the impact of age has declined since 1965. While
the interaction term has the correct sign, it does not even gpproach satistical sgnificance. In
other words, we cannot attribute the disappearance of the “traditional gender gap” to the
diminishing effect of age. If women are now more, rather than less, likely than men to vote NDP
it is not because the tendency to become more conservative with age has weakened. A second set
of tests were run where age was interacted first with gender and then with both gender and year
in athree-way interaction. None of these terms proved to be statistically significant (results not
shown), and so we can rule out the possibility that the impact of age has diminished for women
but not for men.

[Table 2 about here]

Rdigiosty tdlsasmilar gory. It is certainly plausble that the reversal of the gender gap
in NDP voting reflects the growing secularism of Canadian women. At the time of the 1965
Canadian Election Study, only one woman in a 100 (1 percent) responded “none” when asked for
her religion. That figure had risen to close to onein six (16 percent) by the time of the 2000
Canadian Election Study. Given that secular voters are Sgnificantly more likdly to vote NDP
(see Table 2) declining religiosity should help to account for women's changing eectord
behaviour. However, the coefficient for the trend in the gender gap does not shrink at al when
thisvariable is taken into account. Additiond tests were run that dlowed for the impact of
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religiosity to change across time and to change for women, but not for men (results not shown).
Neither test offered any support for the secularization hypothess.

Canadian women have moved into the paid workforce in massive numbers since the
1960s. In the 1968 Canadian Election Study, amost two-thirds (64 percent) of the women said
that they were full-time homemakers. By 2000, this number had dwindled to onein ten (10
percent). This sea change in women's lives seems to have had remarkably little impact on their
propensity to vote for the NDP. Accounts of the “traditiona gender gap” pointed to the role of
women's confinement to the home as the source of their reluctance to vote for parties of the left.
However, being afull-time homemaker only reduces the odds of voting NDP by a smal amount,
and certainly not enough to meet conventiond levels of datigica sgnificance. And thereislittle
to suggest that the impact of being a full-time homemaker has declined across time (results not
shown). Conversdy, women's movement into paid employment hasfailed to have the
radicalizing effect predicted by some theories of the “modern gender gap”, at least when it comes
to voting NDP. People who are employed are typically lesslikely to vote for the party, and thisis
true whether they are mae or femae. This tendency may be a little weaker for women, but the
interaction term fallswell short of datisticd sgnificance. And again there islittle to suggest that
the impact of employment has changed across time or changed for women, but not for men
(results not shown).

Thereis more support for the argument that the gender gap reflects the feminization of
poverty. Women with household incomes in the bottom third of Canadian households have
typicaly been sgnificantly more likely to vote NDP. Thereis no comparable effect for men. Not
only has the proportion of women with household incomes in the bottom tercile grown since the
1960s, there has aso been a modest tendency for the effects of income on women' s vote choice
to increase across time.** Meanwhile, women and men dike have been less likely to vote NDP if
their household incomes are in the top tercile, but women make up a smaller proportion of this
group than they did in the 1960s.

The fact that women have grester need of the socid safety net may help to explain why
they have been less ready to desert the NDP in recent years. However, the same cannot be said of
their reliance on the state for employment. This variable is only available from 1988 onwards,
but its effects are clear. Public sector workers are more likely to vote NDP, but not if they are
femde.

One of the mogt significant changes in Canadian society since the 1960sis the growing
number of Canadians who have a university degree. In the 1965 Canadian Election Study, only
seven percent of respondents had a bachelor’s degree; by the 2000 Canadian Election Study, this
figure had risen to 25 percent. The rising leve of education in Canada has affected NDP voting
in two quite opposite ways. Firgt, the drop in the proportion of Canadians who lack even ahigh
school education has meant a shrinking base for the NDP since voters who have not completed
high school have typicaly been more likely to vote for the party. Second, auniversity education
enhances the odds of voting NDP, but only among women, and the number of graduates has been
growing. The asymmetrica effects of a univerdty education are very much in line with the
“women’s autonomy” argument. A university education presumably makesit easer for women
to transcend the effects of traditiona sex-role socidization and achieve both economic and
psychologica independence from the men in their lives. Thereis dso evidence that the tendency
of university-educated women to vote NDP has increased across the years.'?
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Marriage is conventiondly seen as a congtraint on women’s autonomy. Carroll (1988, 256), for
example, observes that, “economic independence from men is highly, dthough not perfectly,
corrdlated with marital status.” It turns out that married voters are indeed typicaly less

likely to vote NDP. Thisistrue of women and men dike. The proportion of women who are
married has dropped since the 1960s: in the 1965 Canadian Election Study, over three-quarters
(78 percent) of the women were married, but by 2000 this figure had dropped to under two-thirds
(64 percent). However, this does not account for the trend in the gender gap, probably because
there is evidence that the impact of marriage has declined acrosstime.*®

Findly, there is no support for the feminist mobilization argument. True, the one
generation that is Sgnificantly more likely to vote NDP is the generation that grew to adulthood
in the wake of second-wave feminiam. However, this generationd effect issmilar for women
and men. '

[Table 3 about here]

Even used in combination, the various structurd explanations can provide only avery
partial account of the trend in the gender gap acrosstime (see Table3). Age, rdigion, and
generation (but not marriage or employment™) al continue to have independent effects on the
odds of voting for the NDP, but when it comesto the trend in the gender gap, the two key factors
are income and education. Women are more likely to vote NDP if they have low incomes. This
effect hasincreased acrosstime, abeit modestly. In line with the “welfare state dismantlement”
thes's, one plausible inference is that income became more important as cutbacks in governmert
spending went deeper (see Bashevkin 2000). The odds of an NDP vote are dso higher among
women who have a university education, and again this effect has grown acrosstime. This
suggedts that there is something to the enhanced autonomy argument. Still, these effects are very
modest. This can beillugtrated by performing some smulations. The education effect provesto
be the most consequentid, given that the proportion of university-educated women has grown
more than the proportion of low-income women. However, if the proportion of women and men
with a university education had remained unchanged since 1965 and if the impact of education
had been congtant, the gender gap would have been only one point lessin 2000.

Leader Ratings and Gender Realignment

Clearly, accounts that emphasize structurd change leave agood ded unexplained. This
may well be because they have typicaly focused very much on women. Yet it is men’s changing
behaviour that has been the more consequentia when it comes to gender realignment. From this
perspective, it is worth consdering whether the sex of the party’ s leaders has been afactor.
O'Nelll (1998), for example, concludes that there were sgnificant sex-of-leader effectsin the
1993 dection when both the NDP and the Conservatives were headed by women. In that
election, women rated the two female leaders more favourably than men did and this appears to
have been afactor in drawing some femae recruits to both parties, though these gains were more
than offset by massve defections. However, O'Nelll did not find any evidence to suggest that
men were more likely than women to desert the NDP and the Conservatives. Banducci and Karp
(1999) dso found evidence that the leader’ s sex was afactor in NDP voting in the 1993 dection.
In the 1993 dection, though, this did not trandate into much of agender gap in actud vote
choice. In the 1997 eection, by contrast, leadership was clearly afactor in the newly-emerged
gender gap in NDP voting (see Nevitte et a. 2000). Women rated the party’ s leader, Alexa
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McDonough, more highly than men did (see adso Erickson 2003), and their ratings of
McDonough had more effect on their vote. Adding leader ratings to a model of vote choice
caused the gender coefficient to shrink to non-sgnificance.

[Figure 5 about here]

In order to determine whether leadership can help to explain the long-term trend in the
impact of gender on NDP voting, ratings of the NDP leader were added to the structural model
(see Table 3).2° Predictably, leader evaluations prove to be a significant factor in NDP voting.
The more voters like the leader, the higher their odds of voting for the NDP. More importantly,
leader evauations prove to be asgnificant factor in explaining the trend in the impact of gender:
when leader evaluations are added to the model, the coefficient for the trend term is cut by more
than haf and it achieves only borderline satigica significance. The reason is clear when
women's and men’s average ratings of the NDP |leader are tracked across time: women and men
increasingly diverged and they diverged because men cameto like the leader less (see Figure 5).
This became pronounced with the advent of awoman leader in 1993, but a gap was dready
opening up. Thisgap isdl the more consequentid, given thet leader eva uations carry more
weight with women than they do with men. Thisis evident when an interaction term is added to
the modd!.

Attributing amgjor role to leadership evauations in explaining the process of gender
redignment is not dtogether satisfactory. What isleft unexplained is why women and men have
cometo differ in their ratings of the NDP leeder: Isit something to do with the identity of the
leaders or do changing leader evauations and changing vote preferences have some common
underlying cause? Still, the fact that leader evauations diverged befor e the gender gap in vote
choice emerged suggests that the relationship may not necessarily be spurious.

Discussion and Conclusion

In the mid-1960s, women were less likely than men to vote for the party of the left in
Canada. Thirty years later, that gap had reversed. Just as the developmental theory of the gender
gap would predict, this reversal occurred gradudly over an extended period of time. It occurred,
though, not so much because women moved toward the party of the left, but because men turned
away from it. Even in the mid- 1960s, women were only alittle more likely than men to vote for
the old right party, and the 35-year time span from 1965 to 2000 saw a het increase of only three
percentage points in the share of their vote that went to the left. Meanwhile, the left party’ s vote
share among men was cut by more than half.

Thisis not auniquely Canadian pattern. Kaufmann and Petrocik (1999) have recently
chdlenged the conventional wisdom that women’s changing political behaviour is at the root of
the gender gap in the United States. On the contrary, they argue, it is men’s changing behaviour
that accounts for the gap.*” This may well explain why structural explanations do not do avery
good job of explaining gender redlignment (Inglehart and Norris 2003; Erickson and O’ Nelll
2002). Typicdly, these explanations have focused very much on the sweeping changes that have
occurred in women'’ s lives over the past thirty or forty years. What redly begs explanation,
though, is why men have been moving away from the left, and in Canada and Europe, why men
have aso been moving in greater numbers than women toward the new right.

One possible answer revolves around materid sdlf-interest. Greenberg (2000), for
example, has pointed to a possible anti-welfare state backlash to explain men’s defection from
the Democratic Party in the US. She suggests that men’s support for the welfare sate has eroded
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as aresult of the changing nature of collective provison. Drawing on Mink’s (1990) and
Mettler's (1998) analyses of the gendered nature of the welfare state, she links the changing
partisan loyalties of white males to the fact that they have ceased to be the primary beneficiaries
of welfare programmesin the US. According to Greenberg, this shift had its originsin the 1960s

and 1970s when benefits for both women and racia minorities were expanded. In asimilar vein,
Kaufmann and Petrocik (1999) aitribute the reslignment in men’'s palitics to the increased
sdience of socid welfare questions on the palitical agenda, questions on which men have long
been more consarvative than women in the United States (Shapiro and Mahgan 1986; Deitch
1988; Gilens 1988; Chaney, Alvarez and Nagler 1998), as they have in Canada (Terry 1984,
Kopinak 1987; Brodie 1991; O’ Neill 1995; Gidengil 1995: Gidengil et a. 2003). The notion of
an anti-welfare backlash on the part of men may find some support in the fact that low-income
men, in contrast to low-income women, are not any more likely to vote NDP than their middle-
income counterparts. However, there is a problem with timing: changing patterns of provisonin
Canada pre-dated men’s move away from the NDP.

Rather than an anti-welfare backlash, we may be witnessing a backlash againgt the
culturd changes that have accompanied the evolution from industrid to post-indudtrid society in
Western Europe and North America. Ignazi (1992), for example, has attributed the rise of the
new right to a“dlent counter-revolution”, while Minkenberg (1992) has characterized it in
amilar terms as a “reaction to the rise of the post-materidist Ieft”. The key point isthet the shift
in cultural values and practices has undercut the traditional dominance of the white mae. To the
extent that the left has rgjected traditiona conceptions of gender roles and socid mores, it may
have undercut its apped to those men who resent this loss of status.

Looking at Canada as a case of gender realignment drives home an important point: when
gender gaps reverse, we should not automaticaly assume that the reversd is driven by women's
changing eectord behaviour. But thisis not the only lesson to learn from the Canadian case.
Canada should aso remind us that focusing on “gaps’, to the neglect of the overdl vote
distribution, can obscure important aspects of the gender-vote relationship. In particular, in
Canada, it should not cause usto lose sight of the fact that more women have moved toward the
party of the new right than have moved toward the party of the |eft.
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Table 1: Logistic Modds of Change in the Gender Gaps in Vote Choice, 1965-2000

Best-Fitting Moddl
1. NDP
Gender -0.646 (.103) "
Gender*year +0.124 (.017)""
-2 Log Likdihood 13,295.81
2. Libera
Gender +0.316 (.077)""
Gender*year-1g93 -0.119 (.053)°
-2 Log Likdihood 20,450.67
3. Consarvative
Gender +0.397 (.136)"
Gender*year -0.234 (.058)" "
Gender*year’ +0.023 (.005)"""
-2 Log Likdihood 18,522.12

Note: The column entries are regression coefficients, with standard errors shown in parentheses.
The total number of cases was 15,749. All modds include election year, represented as a series
of dummy variables with 1965 as the omitted category. The gender variable takes the vaue of
“1” for women and “0” for men.

"p<00l p<0Ol " p<.05
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Table 2: Social Structure and the Gender Gap in NDP Voting (separate models)

Structurdl Gender -2Log
Effects Gender *year Likelihood N

Age (in years) -0.010(.003)" |[-0.591(.105) |[+0.119(.017)" | 12,764.57 15,577
Age*year +0.001 (.001)

No religion +0.627 (.067)""" | -0.538 (.105)""" | +0.116(.017)"" | 12,683.31 15,545
Homemaker (1968-) -0.106 (.077) -0.535(.135)""" | +0.115 (.020)""" 14,422
Employed (1968-) -0.154 (.079)° | -0.725(.143)"" | +0.127 (.020)"" | 11,839.79 14,422
Employed* gender +0.098 (.104)

Lowest income tercile -0.091(.082) |-0.659(.124)"" | +0.113(.018)"" | 12,090.98 14,767
Highest incometercile -0.371 (.078)

L ow income* gender +0.237 (.113)°

High income* gender +0.055 (.116)

Public sector (1988-) +0.260 (.125)% | -1.545(.546) | +0.242 (.065) 4,960.41 6,671
Public sector* gender -0.291 (.164)?

High school dropout +0.149 (.074)" | -0.636(.132)""" | +0.116 (.018)""" | 12,758.17 15,546
Universty graduate -0.097 (.092)

Dropout* gender +0.039 (.106)

University* gender +0.293 (.129)

Married -0.213(.073)" |-0.625(.132)""" | +0.118(.017)""" | 12,813.98 15,638
Married* gender +0.060 (.102)

Second wave generation | +0.234 (.099)" | -0.565(.107)"" | +0.120 (.020)"" | 12,751.11 15,577
Post-movement -0.004 (.141)

Third wave generation +0.226 (.213)

Second wave* gender -0.102 (.110)

Post-movement* gender -0.035 (.151)

Third wave* gender +0.066 (.236)

Note: The entriesin columns two to four are regression coefficients, with standard errors shown in

parentheses. The total number of casesis shown in column five. The structurd variables are dl dummy
variables, with the named category coded ‘1', except for age, which is measured in years. All modds

include election year, represented as a series of dummy variables with 1965 as the omitted category
(except for employment status and homemaker where 1968 is the omitted category and sector of
employment where 1988 is the omitted category). Controls are dso included for union membership

and region (Atlantic Canada and Western Canada, with Ontario as the omitted category). The gender

variable takes the value of “1” for women and “0" for men.

*

T p<.00l T p<.01

" p<.05
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Table 3: Socid Structure and the Gender Gap in NDP Voting (combined model)

Gender* Leader
No Leader Ratings Leader Ratings Interaction
Gender -0.563 (.108) -0.387 (.148) -0.910 (.298)
Gender*year +0.097 (.020)" " +0.044 (.025)? +0.053 (.026)"
Ageinyears -0.005 (.002)" " -0.008 (.002) " -0.008 (.002)" "
No reigion +0.618 (.071)""" +0.529 (.084)" " +0.529 (.084) ™"
Lowest income tercile -0.047 (.076) +0.018 (.092) +0.017 (.091)
Highest income tercile -0.349 (.060) -0.337 (.071)""" -0.339 (.071)"
L ow income* gender* year +0.033 (.015)" +0.040 (.018)" +0.041 (.018)"
High school dropout +0.226 (.059) ™" +0.152 (.072)" +0.152 (.072)"
University graduate -0.022 (.089) -0.222 (.102)" -0.215 (.101)"
University* gender* year +0.033 (.018)* +0.031 (.020) +0.029 (.020)
Married -0.081 (.057) -0.029 (.068) -0.029 (.068)
Second-wave generation +0.200 (.056) " +0.190 (.065)"" +0.192 (.065)""
L eader rating (1968-) - +0.669 (.018)" " +0.635 (.024)""
L eader rating* gender - - +0.070 (.035)"
Constant -1.514 (.132)"" -6.173(.196) " -5.930(.227)""
-2 Log Likdihood 11,763.63 8,144.56 8,140.48
Number of cases 14,515 12,290 12,290

Note: The column entries are regression coefficients, with standard errors shown in parentheses. The
sructura varigbles are all dummy variables, with the named category coded ‘1', except for age, which
is measured in years. Leader rating isa 0 to 10 scae. The models include eection year, represented as
aseries of dummy variables. Controls are dso included for union membership and region (Atlantic
Canada and Western Canada, with Ontario as the omitted category). The gender variable takes the
vaue of “1” for women and “0” for men.

* %

"p<.001 7 p<.01

" p<.05
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Endnotes

This research was made possble by a grant from the Socia Sciences and Humanities Research
Council of Canada. | would aso like to thank Blake Andrew for his research assistance.

! However, Cook and Wilcox (1991) have countered that these values are common to feminist
men as well as feminis women.

2 There was no eection study in 1972 and so this dection cannot beincluded in the analysis.

3 Thereis no hint of agender gap in support for the Bloc. In the 2000 election, women were a
little more likely than men to vote Liberd in Quebec (37 percent versus 33 percent) and alittle
lesslikely to vote Conservative (19 percent versus 22 percent), but these differences were not
datidticadly significant (see Blais et d. 2002).

* Given that the vote in Canadais not a binary choice, a case could be made for using
multinomial logit, instead of binary logigtic regresson. However, the latter is more gppropriate in
this case because the focus is on the choice of the NDP over dl other parties, rather than the
dynamics of inter-party choice.

> Chi square tests indicate that the femae-male difference in NDP voting was statistically
sgnificant a p<.01 in 1965, 1968 and 1974 and p<.001 in 1997 and 2000. Erickson and O’ Neill
(2002) offer amore qualified assessment, but their analysis does not include the 2000 dection,
which suggested that the “modern gender gap” may have staying power.

® Chi square tests indicate that the female-male differencein Liberd voting was statistically
significant at p<.01 in 1974 and 1988, p<.05 in 1980, 1984 and 1993, and p<.10 in 1965 and
1979.

" The trend term is coded “1” for 1965 to 1993, “2” for 1997 and “3” for 2000. Allowing the
decline to occur exponentialy did not improve thefit. A modd suggesting a modest curvilinear
trend fits the data equdly well. Since it does not offer an improved fit, the Smpler specification
is preferred.

8 Chi square tests indicate that the female-male difference in Consarvative voting was
gatigticaly significant at p<.01 in 1980 and 1988 and p<.10 in 1979 and 1984.

® However, in 1997, the gap failed to satisfy conventional levels of statisticd significance. Chi
square tests indicate that the femae-mae difference was satidticdly sgnificant a p<.01 in 1993
and p<.05 in 2000.

10 On the characterization of the Reform Party as anew right party, see Nevitte at al. (1998) and
Nevitte et d. (2000), chapter 8. The characterization should not be pushed too far, though, since
the Reform Party was lessradica than its European cousins.
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1 1n the 1965 Canadian Election Study, the proportion of women in the lowest income tercile
was only one point lower than the proportion of men; by the 2000 Canadian Election Study, that
gap had grown to Six points. The three-way interaction between gender, low income and election
year just achieves datistical sgnificance at p<.10 with a coefficient of +.030 (.017).

12 The three-way interaction between gender, university education and dection year is significant
at the p<.01 leve with a coefficient of +.042 (.016). On the impact of university education in the
1988 e ection, see Wearing and Wearing (1991).

13 The two-way interaction between marriage and dection year is significant at p<.01 with a
coefficient of -.058 (.020). This effect is amilar for women and men. The three-way interaction
between gender, marriage and election year fallsto achieve satidicd sgnificance.

14 Bveritt (1998) found that feminist mobilization appears to have affected young men and young
women dike, & least on questions rdlating to feminiam and equdity.

1> The resuilts for employment are not shown since the indlusion of this variable entails the
excluson of respondents from the 1965 Canadian Election Study (which only asked about the
main wage earner in the family). When the modd is re-estimated with this variable included, the
coefficient issmdler than its sandard error at -0.049 (.059). The other effects are unchanged,
except that the marriage coefficient achieves borderline satistical significance.

16 The ratings were originally measured on a0 to 100 scale. They have beenre-scaled hereto run
from 0 to 10. Leader evaluations were not asked in the 1965 Canadian Election Study. In order to
ensure comparability with the earlier sudies (which were al post-€dection), the post-dection
evaluations are used for 1993, 1997 and 2000. In 1993, respondents who indicated that they
knew nothing &t al about the leader were not asked to rate that leader. Their excluson may
under-estimate negative fedings since there is evidence that most people do have fedings about
leaders even if they say they know nothing about them. When asked how they fed about these
leaders, people usudly provide arating and most of the time the ratings are meaningful, in the
sense that they have an independent effect on their vote. However, these ratings are typicaly

more negative than average (see Blais et d. 2000).

17 As Kaufmann and Petrocik readily acknowledge, thisisin itsef not anovel argument. Wirls
(1986), in particular, made asmilar point in discussing the gender gap in the 1980 US
presidentid dection.



Figure 1: The Gender Gap in NDP Voting, 1965-2000 (outside Quebec)
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Note: The gender gap is calculated by subtracting the male NDP vote share from the female NDP vote share. A
negative (positive) value indicates that women were less (more) likely to vote NDP than men.



Figure 2: The Gender Gap in Liberal Voting, 1965-2000 (outside
Quebec)
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Note: The gender gap is calculated by subtracting the male Liberal vote share from the female Liberal vote share. A
negative (positive) value indicates that women were less (more) likely to vote Liberal than men.




Figure 3: The Gender Gap in Conservative Voting, 1965-2000 (outside
Quebec)

~0— Observed —@— Fitted

Note: The gender gap is calculated by subtracting the male Conservative vote share from the female Conservative vote
share. A negative (positive) value indicates that women were less (more) likely to vote Conservative than men.
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Figure 4: Gender and NDP Voting, 1965-2000 (outside Quebec)
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Figure 5: Trends in Evaluations of the NDP Leader, 1965-2000
(outside Quebec)
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