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Introduction 
 Do  female voters respond differently to their 

countries’ militarized engagements than their male 
counterparts?  

 

 Rally ‘round the flag argument 
 

 the feeling of threat, via the in-group, out-group mechanism 
(Coser 1956), translates into loyalty to the state and its leader, 
resulting in increased support for the leader at election time 
(e.g. Russett 1990) 

 

 The feeling of threat is thought to cause voters to move 
beyond all sorts of differences  and unify the society behind 
the leader  

 

 Presumably, this includes any gender-related differences 
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Gender and Politics Research 
 Male and female voters hold different preferences on the 

desirability and appropriateness of the use of military force 
 

 Opinion studies of mostly US voters (from Vietnam on) 
 Converse and Schuman 1970; Lunch and Sperlich 1979; Rosenberg, 

Verba, and Converse 1970; Fite, Genest, and Wilcox 1990; Frankovic 
1982; Jensen 1987; Conover and Sapiro 1993; de Boer 1985; Everitt 
1998; Fukuyama 1998; Goldstein 2001; Jaquette 1997; Pomper 1975; 
Shapiro and Mahajan 1986; Smith 1984 

 

 Women prefer diplomatic, non-violent solutions to crises 
 

 Women’s preference for prioritizing home front (e.g. safety and 
welfare) over foreign policy issues  

 

 The use force is unethical, ineffective, and leads to the 
perpetuation of male dominance 

 Cockburn 2007; Everitt 1998; Goldstein 2001; Jaquette 1997 
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What drives incumbent voting? 
 Economic performance / voting studies  

 Key 1966; Fiorina 1981; Nadeau, Lewis-Beck, and Bélanger 2013; 
Singer 2013; Clarke et al. 2004  

 

 Voter gender is a frequent control / explanatory variable 
 Some evidence that female voters are more likely to vote for dovish 

candidates (see Brooks et al. 2006) 
 

 MIDs / studies of rallies and incumbent office retention 
 But rallies tend to be uncertain, small, temporary, and not 

particularly helpful to the incumbent 
 Lian and Oneal 1993; Russett 1990; James and Rioux 1998; Baum 2004; 

Bueno de Mesquita and Siverson 1995; Bueno de Mesquita, Siverson, and 
Woller 1992; Chiozza and Goemans 2003; Williams, Brulé, and Koch 2010 

 

 Some evidence of rallies / helpfulness to the incumbent 
 Miller and Elgün 2011; Boehmer 2007; Colaresi 2004; Tir and Singh 2013 
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Our insights and arguments 
 No direct answer to the question on how rally dynamics 

may be affected by voter gender, especially in a cross-
national context 

 

 Consider whether the female voter’s country was the 
initiator or target of a militarized dispute 

 

 Rally logic implies that the country is threatened, i.e. under 
attack 

 

 Gender-based insights are typically derived from questions 
presenting the use of force as a choice, i.e. implies initiation 

 

 Diversionary argument is about creating on-demand rallies by 
an unpopular but manipulative leader, i.e. conflict initiation 
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Female voters and militarized conflict 
 Militarized conflict initiation 

 H1: A female voter is less likely to vote for the incumbent if the 
country was a militarized interstate dispute initiator. 

 

 Being targeted in militarized conflict 
 Perceived as a failure to protect the home front / failure of 

leadership 
 H2a: A female voter is less likely to vote for the incumbent if the 

country was a militarized interstate dispute target. 
 

 Women rally to help protect issues important to them / or 
because they are expected to give up their preferences 
 H2b: A female voter is more likely to vote for the incumbent if the 

country was a militarized interstate dispute target. 
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Female vs male voters 
 Diversionary and rally arguments do not anticipate notable 

differences based on gender 
 But gender and politics scholarship does, especially in the 

context of conflict initiation 
 

 Militarized conflict initiation 
 H3: A female voter is less likely to vote for the incumbent than 

a male voter if the country was a militarized interstate dispute 
initiator. 

 

 Being targeted in a militarized conflict 
 H4: A female voter is less likely to vote for the incumbent 

than a male voter if the country was a militarized interstate 
dispute target. 
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Research design highlights 
 Comparative Study of Electoral Systems (CSES) 

 92K+ individuals, 73 elections, 40 countries, 2001-2011 
 DV: voting for the incumbent party (32.6%) 
 IV part #1: voter gender (female = 1) 

 

 MID dataset (Palmer, D’Orazio, Kenwick, and Lane 2015) 
 IV part #2: a MID within a year prior to an election (21/73) 

 

 Controls 
 Individual: employment status, age, education, ideological distance 
 Election: unemployment rate, econ growth, democratic development 

 

 Method 
 Multilevel analysis (Steenbergen and Jones 2002; Rabe-Hesketh and 

Skrondal 2005) with binary logistic link function 
8 





Follow-up analyses 
 Gender of the leader 

 voters prefer male leaders / masculine traits when it comes to highly 
salient issues (security, conflict, terrorism) 

 Falk and Kenski 2006; Lawless 2004 
 No female leader initiated a MID within a year prior to the election 
 1 female leader’s country targeted in a MID, 2004 Philippines 

 

 Interacting voter age with MIDs and gender 
 Younger women are particularly pacific (Lamare 1989) 
 No significance 

 

 Political system variations 
 Add controls for the number of parties, presidentialism, electoral 

system, federalism 
 The findings remain similar 

 
 
 

10 



Effects including political system controls 



Summary and implications 
 Gender-based research 

 Pro: female voters punish incumbents for MID initiation 
 Con: no evidence of a gender gap re MID initiation 
 Unclear: female rallies and no gender gap re being MID target  

 

 Rally literature 
 Pro: evidence of a rally effect among voters in the wake of 

being targeted in a MID 
 Pro: evidence of the society unifying (i.e. no gender gap) 

 

 Diversionary literature 
 Con: MID initiation is punished, no associated rally 
 Con: society unified across gender lines when a MID is 

initiated, but against the incumbent 
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