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Context

Facts:

· The presence of women in elected offices has grown

· This is good (e.g., Thomas 1991; Swers 2002; Wolbrecht and
Campbell 2017; Lazarus and Steigerwalt 2018; Holman and
Mahoney 2018; Stauffer 2021)

· For the good things to happen, people have to know; but

· Levels of representation are highly variable, and

· People are kinda dumb, sometimes (e.g., Delli Carpini and
Keeter 1996; Barabas et al. 2014)

Question: What factors are related to the public’s
knowledge of gender representation in politics?
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Some “Theory”

Two Concepts:

• Bias: Over- or underestimating women’s representation

· In general, people tend to overestimate (Sanbonmatsu 2003;
Stauffer 2021)

· Related to age, gender, past representation (Burden and Ono
2021)

• Accuracy: How “close to the truth” one’s belief is

· People aren’t very accurate in general (Sanbonmatsu 2003;
Dolan 2011)

· Women < men on political knowledge (McGlone et al. 2006)

· Other factors: Age, education, attention to politics, salience
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Western States Survey (2020 and 2024)
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Variables
Measures:

“About what percentage of seats in Congress are held by women?”
“About what percentage of seats in your state’s legislature are held by
women?”

Outcomes:

• Bias: Respondent’s Estimate - True Value

• Accuracy: |Respondent’s Estimate - True Value|

Predictors:

· Age, Gender, Education

· Political Interest, Ideology (5-point scale), Party ID (three-category)

· “How important do you think it is that we elect more women to
state legislatures?” (3-point scale)

· Indicators for respondent’s state
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Women’s Representation in our Data
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Bias - State Legislatures + Congress
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Bias: Aggregate Patterns
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Bias - State Legislatures vs. Congress
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Bias: Models

Model:

• WLS models for the bias in State & Congressional misperceptions,
2020 & 2024 (Respondent’s Estimatei - True Valuei )

• Ns ≈ 6100
• Demographic factors, PID + ideology, political interest, Importance

of Electing Women, year- and state-specific intercepts

Results:

• Importance of Electing Women: larger bias (in state legislatures);
same for Congress but only among men

• Political Interest:
· Congress: Smaller biases in 2020, not in 2024
· State legislatures: zip, nada

• Education: More educated → smaller bias
• Age: Curvilinear (“middle age” = smallest bias)
• Independents → downward bias
• Conservatism: Increases bias among Democrats, decreases it among

Independents + Republicans
• State-Specific variation
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Part II: (In)Accuracy

Outcome: Absolute value of Bias → higher = less accurate

Model:

· Similar to Part I
· Added:

· Quadratic term for Conservatism
· Interaction of Gender and Importance of Electing Women

Results:

· Age, Education: → greater accuracy
· Independents → greater accuracy
· Republicans → less accuracy (2020 only)
· State-Specific variation
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Ideology and (In)Accuracy
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(In)Accuracy - Importance: Electing Women and Gender
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Unanswered Questions / Future Work

Some ideas:

• Growth of women in state legislatures → more variation

• “Backlash” → measures of “benevolent” and “hostile”
sexism (2024 only)

• Impact of bias / inaccuracy on attitudes toward the
legislature / Congress

• Longer term: Examine institutions with greater
percentages of women (city councils, school boards, etc.)
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Thank you!
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Bias: WLS Models
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Inaccuracy: WLS Models
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