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females in Latin America live together and share many economic and political 
experiences and constraints. The sexes’ sharing of social space contrasts with 
the frequent concentration and separation of ethnic, racial, and language 
groups. Thus, we expect that gender distinctiveness on political attitudes may 
be tempered or occur on some attitudes and not in others.

In Table 7.1, we explore the average positions of women and men on a vari-
ety of attitudes. We return to some of the variables we address in earlier chapters, 
such as interest in politics, syndromes of democratic and authoritarian values, 
support for the rule of law, as well as some we introduce, such as tolerance of gays 
and political sexism (a belief that men make better leaders than women). We 
include these norms and opinions to expose possible cleavage effects on a range 
of issues about politics, rights, and citizens’ roles in the political system.

We evaluate similarities and differences in these attitudes by comparing 
their means to detect whether differences between women and men are statis-
tically and substantively significant or meaningful.7 (See the methodological 
note in Box 7.1 below.)

Box 7.1 � A Note on Interpreting Statistical Findings—Comparing 
Means, Statistical and Substantive Significance

When comparing means (average scores) one must consider whether the 
differences between groups achieve statistical significance, that is, the 
differences are not random and are unlikely to happen merely by chance. 
Thus, in all the tables in this chapter and in Chapter 8, we present measures 
indicating the probability that differences among cleavage groups are statis-
tically meaningful. Because of our large pooled sample size of 27,000 and 
the many gradations of our standard 100-point scales, even variation of only 
a few points may attain statistical significance. That does not mean that the 
observed differences between means also achieve substantive signifi-
cance, that is, prove consequential. For example, for our total sample, the 
difference between 77% of men and 79% of women liking ice cream may be 
statistically significant at a 99% confidence interval, but it does not reveal 
an important or useful difference between men and women. Therefore, we 
go beyond simple statistical significance tests to assess the substantive 
import of the differences we observe. We mark cells for what we consider 
substantively important findings (we arbitrarily set this at a 5 scale-point 
difference between the lowest and highest category means).

Table 7.1 demonstrates that Latin American men and women mostly 
express similar political norms and attitudes. On 13 of the 18 items assessed, we 
see no substantive differences. We learn, therefore, that women and men share a 
good deal of their political culture. An interesting “nonfinding” concerns the 
near identity of scores for men and women on support for an active welfare state.


