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1988 presidential election. The 1988 race saw one of the most notorious examples of racialized 
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important role in shaping White Americans’ political views.  
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Narratives of racialized sexual violence have long been a fixture of American politics, 

emerging after the Civil War as the primary (though false) justification for the rape-lynch system 

(Bederman 1996; Dowd Hall 1974; Wells 1892). More recent examples of racialized sexual threat 

narratives include the “Central Park Five” case, in which a White woman was sexually assaulted 

while running in Central Park and five innocent Black and Latino teenage boys were arrested (Duru 

2003). Conservative immigration rhetoric has made use of similar narratives, invoking cases wherein 

Latino immigrant men have harmed White women (Smilan-Goldstein 2023a). Perhaps the most 

infamous example, though, of racialized sexual threat in recent American political memory is the 

“Willie Horton” ad aired on behalf of the Bush campaign in 1988—I will return to this particular 

case below. 

Decades of theoretical work on the intersections of racism and sexism have convincingly 

made the case that sexism and racism are mutually constitutive (Collins 1990; Crenshaw 1989). 

Along these lines, scholars have described how the racialization of stories about sexual violence 

simultaneously demonize Black men, invisible Black women, control White women, and maintain 

White patriarchal power (Davis 1983; Jackman 1994).1  

Despite their prominence in American political communication, the extant political 

psychology literature has not directly tested the unique effects of messages that bring to mind this 

particular type of racialized crime. In this paper, I investigate the gendered effects of racialized 

sexual threats using an original survey experiment and ANES data from 1988. The experimental 

results show that compared with solely racial threats, racialized sexual threats also evoke benevolent 

sexism. Moreover, I find distinct effects by respondent race and gender, as men and women of 

different racial identities are situated differently vis a vis racialized sexual threats. Turning to the 

 
1 I follow organizations including the National Association of Black Journalists, American Psychological Association, 

and Center for the Study of Social Policy in capitalizing both Black and White. For a discussion of these 
capitalization choices, see Appiah (2020), and Nguyễ n and Pika (2020). 
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observational data, I find that even with the limited measures available in 1988, sexism played a 

notable role in shaping White Americans’ political views. 

 

Racialized sexual threat 

A useful concept for understanding messages of racialized sexual violence threats is the peril 

narrative: As Stoler explains, the peril narrative is a cultural script in which a dominant-group 

woman faces imminent harm—typically rape—by a man outside the dominant group. Within this 

framework, “White men … imposed—and women actively participated in—protective models of 

womanhood and motherhood and prescriptions for domestic relations that constrained both the 

women and men in servitude and those who ostensibly ruled” (2001, p. 843).  

Other frameworks that have been used to explain the so-called rationale for lynching Black 

men after the Civil War have been the “bestial black rapist” (Duru 2003) and the “mythical black 

male rapist” (Davis 1983). The emphasis on the fictions surrounding Black men’s sexuality is surely 

important in understanding justifications for lynching and subsequent attempts to hinder Black 

citizenship, but it is incomplete. The peril narrative invites the consideration of interacting ideas 

about what it means to be a Black men and White women in the U.S. context. Rather than 

considering stereotypes of hypersexuality among Black men (and Black women) or the presumed 

purity and virtue of White women, the peril narrative considers how the two interact to mutually 

construct one another. The narrative elaborates on and reproduces the boundaries of seemingly 

categorical, intersecting differences between Black and White, and man and woman. In doing so, the 

peril narrative solidifies the dominance of White men, operates as a “velvet glove” for White women 

(see Jackman 1994), demonizes Black men, and obfuscates harms against Black women. In the 

context of attitude formation, then, an individual’s racial attitudes should moderate or shape their 

gender attitudes, and vice versa.  

Hereinafter, I use the phrase “racialized sexual threats” to refer to messages that draw on the 

peril narrative. These are distinct from the broader category of messages of racial threat that includes 

both gendered and sexual threats and threats that don’t involve gender or sex. For instance, the 
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(false) trope that immigrants of color take jobs away from (White) Americans is a racialized threat 

narrative, but does not invoke gender or sex. A story of a man of color sexually assaulting a White 

woman, though, is a racialized sexual threat. I unpack the political impacts of racialized sexual 

threats, and how they are distinct from narratives of threat that invoke only race. 

 

Priming race and gender 

A wealth of scholarship has demonstrated that messages about race prime racism (Huber 

and Lapinski 2006, 2008; Mendelberg 2001, 2008; Valentino, Hutchings, and White 2002; Valentino, 

Neuner, and Vandenbroek 2018). It is increasingly clear that messages about gender function 

similarly in priming sexism (Cassese and Holman 2019; Hayes, Fortunato, and Hibbing 2021; 

Holman, Schneider, and Pondel 2015; Schaffner 2005; Winter 2008, 2010, 2022). An important 

difference, though, between racial and gendered priming is that there is more variation in valance of 

gender prejudice than racial prejudice. While contemporary racism is consistently negative in tone 

toward racially marginalized groups, one form of modern sexism—benevolent sexism—presents 

women in a positive light while undermining their autonomy.2 While hostile sexism is outrightly 

misogynistic, benevolent sexism refers to ideas of complementary gender differentiation, 

heterosexuality, and moral purity in women (Glick and Fiske 1996). Benevolent sexism is particularly 

relevant to racialized sexual threats, as it invokes the idea of masculine protection for innocent, 

helpless women. 

Just as priming race has differential effects depending on one’s own racial identity (White 

2007), priming racialized sexual threats has the potential to operate differently for individuals 

depending their gender identities, too. Racialized sexual threats have the potential to operate 

differently for White women and men, as these threats are imbued with different meaning for 

women compared to men: Within this narrative, White women are at risk of direct harm by a man of 

 
2 One prior iteration of racist ideology posited that Black Americans needed the institution of slavery for their own 

paternalistic protection, and that White slaveholders had enslaved Black Americans’ best interests in mind (Genovese 
and Fox-Genovese 2011). 
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color, while White men are at risk of symbolically losing their racial, gender, and sexual dominance. 

Scholars have shown that, for women, fear of stranger rape drives fear of crime, with women most 

afraid of crimes with the potential to coincide with sexual victimization (Ferraro 1996; Fisher and 

Sloan 2003; Reid and Konrad 2004). Fear of rape, as it is measured in criminology (Senn and Dzinas 

1996), specifically captures how individuals think about stranger rape.   

Some existing research points to the importance of racialized sexual threats. McMahon and 

Kahn (2018, 2016) show that the (racial) threat of crime increases expressions of hostile and 

benevolent sexism, which demonstrates the psychological connections between racial and sexual 

predispositions among White Americans. Smilan-Goldstein (2023b)shows that fear of stranger rape 

is racial and political, with White and Republican women most afraid of stranger rape—despite 

being no more likely to experience it than other women. Cultural emphasis on stranger rape—the 

least common form of sexual violence—and racialized patterns of belief in victimization risk are 

consistent with a racialized rape culture, in which myths and discourses around rape culture serve to 

empower White heteropatriarchal interests above all else (Kessel 2022).  

 

The case of the 1988 campaign 

One of the most notorious examples of racialized sexual threat messaging in recent memory 

is the “Willie Horton” ad aired on behalf of the George H.W. Bush campaign in 1988.3 The ad 

describes how Horton—who was on a prison furlough—kidnapped a couple, stabbing the man and 

raping the woman. After the Horton ad aired, Black political operatives were keenly aware that the 

ad motivated not just racial, but also gendered and sexual attitudes. Donna Brazile, a Dukakis aide at 

the time, commented: “It’s the oldest racial symbol imaginable. I mean, a black man raping a white 

woman while her husband watched” (Rosenthal 1988). A few days later, Jackson further situated the 

 
3 In his own life, Horton used the first name William (Elliot 1993). The name was shortened to “Willie” for the sake of 

playing up racial stereotypes. It may have been chosen, in particular, to evoke the name Willie McGee, a Black man 
who was accused of sexually assaulting a White woman in 1945 and executed by the state of Mississippi in 1951. 
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Horton ad within the context of the peril narrative, with his comment that the ad elicited the worst 

“psycho-sexual fears” about Black men.4 

The sexual violence component of the ad remained politically relevant later in the campaign, 

with CNN correspondent Bernard Shaw asking Dukakis if his wife, “Kitty Dukakis were raped and 

murdered, would you favor an irrevocable death penalty for the killer?” in the second presidential 

debate (Pierce and Radelet 1990). In his answer, Dukakis did not engage with protectionary 

paternalistic ideology, stating that he opposed the death penalty and not showing any legible anger in 

response to the question. In this refusal to comply with the cultural script of protecting one’s wife, 

Dukakis painted himself as unmasculine and unfit to defend White womanhood, and the nation 

more broadly, likely contributing to his electoral loss. The Horton ad and its aftermath are a prime 

example of political narratives that simultaneously demonize Black men, claim White women need 

protection, and make invisible sexual and racial violence against Black women.5  

I conduct an original survey experiment to compare the impact of racialized sexual threats 

with racial threats that do not involve sex or gender. Prior research has already established that 

Americans’ understandings of crime are racialized, with different meanings and assumptions imbued 

for Black compared to White perpetrators (Dixon 2006; Hurwitz and Peffley 1997, 2005; Peffley, 

Shields, and Williams 1996). The effects of gendered and sexual crime compared to non-gendered, 

non-sexual crimes, however, are not well understood.  

Hypotheses  

I expect that a racialized sexual threat treatment will make salient both gender/sexual and 

racial predispositions in individuals’ evaluations of candidates and criminal justice policies. 

Meanwhile, a non-sexual racial threat that involves physical crime, will make salient racial 

 
4 At the same time as this statement, Jackson called on Democrats to support Dukakis. Jackson also led political elites in 

condemning the tactics of the Bush campaign (Huber and Lapinski 2006). 
5 For historical accounts of how the peril narrative was used during the postbellum period, see Freedman (2011), 

Sommerville (1995), and Bederman (1996). 
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resentment, but not benevolent sexism. My expectation for fear of rape is somewhat less intuitive: I 

expect that it will remain salient for women, even when they are presented with a non-sexual, physical 

crime, because prior work on fear of crime indicates that women view any physical, interpersonal 

crime as a potential site of sexual violence. Similarly, I expect survey data from 1988—a presidential 

campaign year in which racialized sexual threat was salient—to show that both gender and racial 

attitudes importantly shaped candidate evaluations.  

Experimental research design 

I use a survey experiment to assess how a story similar to the Horton ad simultaneousy 

primes racial resentment and sexist attitudes. Participants read a fictional crime news article, framed 

within the context of a circuit court judge election.6,7 The election and crimes take place in the town 

“Centerville” in an unidentified state. Participants were randomly assigned to one of the following 

crime conditions: 1) stabbing of a man and rape of his girlfriend (racialized sexual threat); or 2) 

stabbing of a man and strangling of his brother (racialized threat).8 The article described the type of 

crime that occurred and to whom, noting in the stabbing and rape condition that the victims are a 

couple, as in the Horton narrative. The suspect in the article was identified as a Black man through 

use of a name only: Deshawn Carter.9 Following the structure of the Horton ad (and in line with the 

norm of anonymity for crime victims in news reporting), there is no indication as to the victims’ 

race(s).  

After briefly describing the crimes, the article provides context that Carter was previously 

incarcerated for stabbing a teenager (as was the case with Horton) and was released early on parole. 

 
6 Though distinct from the presidential election context of the Horton story, nonpartisan judicial races are ideal for 

exploring how attributes other than party can affect vote choice. Of particular value for this study is that it is logical 
to consider crime cases within the context of the judicial system. On the issue of removing partisan information 
from candidate choice experiments, Kirkland and Coppock find that Democrats and Republicans process 
nonpartisan attributes differently from one another, even in the absence of party cues (2018). 

7 Full treatments available in Online Appendix. 
8 The consent agreement included a content warning that the survey may include material related to sexual violence. 
9 The author pretested six stereotypically Black and masculine-sounding first and last names using a Lucid sample (n = 

92) on May 2, 2022. Of these names, “Deshawn Carter” was most highly perceived as Black and masculine. 
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As District Attorney, Circuit Court Judge candidate John Anderson recommended that Carter be 

eligible for parole.10 Corresponding to the two treatments, the article quotes Anderson’s opponent, 

private attorney Robert McIntire as saying: 

1.  “It comes down to protecting women, but my opponent John Anderson is soft on 

crime”; or 

2.  “It comes down to public safety, but my opponent John Anderson is soft on crime.” 

In terms of comparability to the Horton narrative, Deshawn Carter is analogous to Horton, John 

Anderson is analogous to Dukakis, and Robert McIntire is analogous to Bush.  

The Horton ad represented a failure of masculine protection on two counts: both the 

boyfriend and Dukakis failed to protect the woman from rape. I frame the crime story within the 

context of an election to mirror the stakes of the ad. A non-partisan judicial race is ideal for these 

purposes, as it is reasonable that individuals will not have knowledge about judicial race candidates 

in a locality where they do not reside.11 The context of a nonpartisan judicial race also enables the 

avoidance of direct partisan cues, which would likely overwhelm any other treatment effects.  

After reading the article, respondents answered a factual manipulation check question, which 

asked them to identify the crimes the suspect was arrested for in the article (Kane and Barabas 

2019).12 They then answered questions on their emotional reactions, their perceptions of the two 

candidates and the suspect, their crime policy attitudes. They were also asked to identify the 

suspect’s and victims’ racial/ethnic identities, even though these were not explicitly stated. I 

measured respondent party identification, racial identity, age, education level, and other relevant 

demographic information for use as control variables. I then asked participants’ levels of racial 

 
10 The author pretested eight stereotypically White and masculine-sounding first and last names using a Lucid sample (n 

= 92) on May 2, 2022. Of these names, “John Anderson” and “Robert McIntire” were highly perceived as White and 
masculine. This helps with comparability to the two White male candidates, Dukakis and Bush, respectively.  

11 McKenzie and colleagues (2017) find variation in how well individuals are able to identify their local judges. Rural 
voters and voters in partisan judicial systems are better able to name their local judges. 

12 27 respondents answered this question incorrectly and were subsequently excluded from the analysis. 
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resentment (Kinder and Sanders 1996), benevolent sexism and hostile sexism13 (Glick and Fiske 

1996), gender role attitudes, masculinity beliefs, fear of crime, and fear of rape (Senn and Dzinas 

1996; Smilan-Goldstein 2023b).14  

I consider benevolent sexism, hostile sexism and racial resentment, as well as FOR, as stable 

belief systems that can be made especially salient by the political environment. As such, political 

messaging should be expected to activate racial and gendered attitudes in political decision making, 

but not alter individuals’ baseline levels of these attitudes. Klar, Leeper, and Robison (2020) argue 

that measuring identity-relevant independent variables after treatment is appropriate for avoiding 

pre-exposure priming in experimental studies of identity, and the same line of logic should apply to 

studies of identity-based animus (but see Montgomery, Nyhan, and Torres 2018). Others use the 

same approach when studying the priming of racism and sexism (Mendelberg 2001; Valentino, 

Hutchings, and White 2002; Winter 2008). To assess for potential influence of the treatments on the 

independent variables, I compare means for each variable by treatment. T-tests show no statistically 

distinct means between the two treatments, with the exception of hostile sexism (see Online 

Appendix Figure A1). 

I included assessments of respondent seriousness throughout the survey, following Lopez 

and Hillygus (2018). Respondents who answered the factual manipulation check incorrectly and had 

poor seriousness were excluded from the analysis: a total of 94 respondents, leaving a total of 716 

respondents. The experiment was fielded on May 20, 2022, using a Prolific sample of U.S. adults 

matched to census composition on race/ethnicity, sex, and age.15  

 
13 I use a condensed version with four items for benevolent sexism and three items for hostile sexism. 
14 Respondents who self-identified as men were not asked the fear of rape questions.  
15 A comparison of the Prolific sample to nationally representative demographic data is available in Online Appendix 

Table A1.  
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Experimental results 

I use OLS and logistic regression models, which I estimate in Stata 16. I have rescaled 

variables (save the categorical party identification, racial identity, education level, and generation 

variables) to run from 0 to 1. Higher values represent more sexist and/or racist attitudes. 

As I only cued the race of the suspect through use of a name, I analyze whether respondents 

perceived the suspect as Black. There is no statistically significant difference in perceptions of 

suspect race between the two treatments. The factor that most influenced whether respondents view 

the suspect as Black was racial resentment: a one-point increase in racial resentment is associated 

with a 12 percentage point increase (p < 0.05) in thinking the suspect is Black, controlling for 

respondent race, gender, party identification, and education level.16 When it comes to the race of the 

victims, a one-point increase in racial resentment is associated with a 7 percentage point increase (p 

< 0.05) in thinking victims are White, controlling for the same covariates.17  

Candidate evaluations 

First, I examine the effects of the treatments, racial resentment and benevolent sexism, on 

support for the two fictional candidates that mirror Dukakis and Bush. Consistent with my 

hypothesis, for those in the racialized threat condition (RT), racial resentment decreases their 

likelihood of believing Anderson (the Dukakis stand-in) is tough on crime, but benevolent sexism 

has a small positive effect: a 2 percentage point increase (p < 0.05).18 Among those assigned to the 

racialized threat condition, a one-point increase in racial resentment is associated with a 14 

percentage point decrease (p < 0.05) in thinking Anderson is tough on crime, controlling for 

 
16 See Online Appendix Figure A2. 
17 Multiple participants noted in their feedback that they chose “other” as the race of the suspect and/or victims because 

the racial identity of the individuals were not explicitly stated. A one-point increase in racial resentment is associated 
with a 13 percentage point decrease (p < 0.05) in likelihood of selecting “other” as the race of the suspect or victims, 
controlling for respondent race, gender, party identification, and education level. In other words, the less racially 
resentful a participant is, the more likely they are to avoid reporting assumptions about individuals’ racial identities. 
See Online Appendix Figure A3.  

18 See full model in Online Appendix Table A2. 
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benevolent and hostile sexism, gender role attitudes, racial identity, partisan identification, gender 

identity, generation, and education level.  

Among participants in the racialized sexual threat condition (RST), both racial resentment 

and benevolent sexism decrease the likelihood of believing Anderson is tough on crime. Among 

those assigned to the racialized sexual threat condition, a one-point increase in racial resentment is 

associated with a 11 percentage point decrease (p < 0.05) in believing Anderson is tough on crime, 

controlling for the same covariates as above. Meanwhile, for the same respondents, a one-point 

increase in benevolent sexism is associated with a 12 percentage point decrease (p < 0.05) in 

thinking Anderson is tough on crime, controlling for racial resentment, hostile sexism, gender role 

attitudes, racial identity, partisan identification, gender identity, generation, and education level.19 I 

find similar variation between the two treatments for participants’ assessment of whether Anderson 

is fit to be a judge (see Online Appendix Figure A4).  

 
19 Online Appendix figures A5 and A6 show the interactive effect of condition and racial resentment, and condition and 

benevolent sexism, on believing McIntire (the Bush stand-in) is tough on crime and fit to be a judge. In both 
conditions, benevolent sexism—but not racial resentment—increases the likelihood of believing McIntire is tough 
on crime. In both conditions, benevolent sexism has a greater effect than racial resentment on believing McIntire is 
fit to be a judge. 
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Figure 1 

Policy evaluations 

For participants in both conditions, racial resentment has a positive and statistically 

significant effect on opposing voting fights for individuals who have served felony sentences, but 

this effect is slightly more pronounced among individuals who read about a racialized sexual threat. 

Among those assigned to the racialized sexual threat condition, a one-point increase in racial 

resentment is associated with a one-third increase (p < 0.05) in believing those convicted of crimes 

spend too little time in prison, controlling for benevolent and hostile sexism, gender role attitudes, 

racial identity, partisan identification, gender identity, generation, and education level (see Figure 2 

below). Among those assigned to the racialized threat condition, the effect of racial resentment is 

similar, but smaller: A one-point increase in racial resentment is associated with a 26 percentage 

point increase (p < 0.05) in believing those convicted of crimes spend too little time in prison, 

controlling for the same covariates.  

Meanwhile, benevolent sexism is associated with attitudes on the amount of time individuals 

spend in prison among those assigned to the racialized sexual threat condition, but not the racialized 
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threat condition. For those assigned to the racialized sexual threat condition, a one-point increase in 

benevolent sexism is associated with a 20 percentage point increase  (p < 0.05) in believing 

individuals convicted of crimes spend too little time in prison, controlling for racial resentment, 

hostile sexism, gender role attitudes, racial identity, partisan identification, gender identity, 

generation, and education level.20 Meanwhile, for those in the racialized threat condition, a one-point 

increase in benevolent sexism is associated with an 8 percentage point increase (p < 0.05) in 

believing individuals convicted of crimes spend too little time in prison, controlling for the same 

covariates. 

 
Figure 2 

The results are similar, but more dramatic, when it comes to the question of whether 

individuals who have served felony sentences should have their voting rights restored. Among those 

assigned to the racialized sexual threat condition, a one-point increase in racial resentment is 

associated with a one-third increase (p < 0.05) in opposing felon voting rights, controlling for 

 
20 See Online Appendix Table A3 for full models. 
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benevolent and hostile sexism, gender role attitudes, racial identity, partisan identification, gender 

identity, generation, and education level (see Figure 3 below). Meanwhile, for those in the racialized 

threat condition, racial resentment is associated with a 22 percentage point increase (p < 0.05) in 

opposing felon voting rights, controlling for the same covariates. 

 
Figure 3 

Benevolent sexism has similar effects as racial resentment on felon voting right attitudes, 

among those who read about a racialized sexual threat. For these respondents, a one-point increase 

in benevolent sexism is associated with a 19 percentage point increase (p < 0.05) in opposing felon 

voting rights, controlling for racial resentment, hostile sexism, gender role attitudes, racial identity, 

partisan identification, gender identity, generation, and education level. Among those assigned to 

read about a racialized threat, a one-point increase in benevolent sexism is associated with a 6 

percentage point increase (p < 0.05) in opposing felon voting rights, controlling for the same 

covariates.21 

 
21 I find a similar pattern when it comes to believing criminals should have to serve their full prison sentences. See 

Online Appendix Figure A7. 
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Women’s fear of rape 

The prior analysis shows that racial resentment and benevolent sexism are each made more 

or less salient by the two treatments. I further expect that the salience of these attitudes are also 

driven by the racial, gender and partisan identities of respondents. Considering that a racialized 

sexual threat (and to a lesser extent, any interpersonal crime description) should make concerns 

about stranger sexual violence salient for women, I make use of the FOR scale.  

Unsurprisingly, given the historical development of racialized rape myths, I find that the 

effect of FOR on punishment attitudes is led by White women assigned to read about a racialized 

sexual threat (see Figure 4 below). For White women in both treatment groups, an increase in FOR 

is associated with an increase in likelihood of believing criminals don’t spend enough time in prison. 

Among White women assigned to the racialized sexual threat condition a one-point increase in FOR 

is associated with a 27 percentage point increase in believing criminals don’t spend enough time in 

prison (p < 0.05), holding benevolent sexism, racial resentment, hostile sexism, gender role attitudes, 

party identification, generation, and education level at their means.22 Conversely, for women of color 

assigned to the racialized sexual threat condition, a one-point increase in FOR is associated with a 13 

percentage point decrease in believing criminals don’t spend enough time in prison (p < 0.05), 

holding the same covariates at their means.23 These predicted probabilities are statistically distinct.24 

Among White women assigned to the racialized threat condition, a one-point increase in 

FOR is associated with a 23 percentage point increase in believing criminals don’t spend enough 

time in prison (p < 0.05), holding the same covariates at their means. The size of this effect is 

smaller for women of color assigned to the racialized threat condition: A one-point increase in FOR 

 
22 See full models in Online Appendix Table A4.  
23 Women of color includes Black, Hispanic, and Asian women, as well as women who selected the “other” category. 

Small sample sizes for each of these individual groups, as well as similar results, led to the decision to analyze women 
of color as an aggregated group. 

24 The linear combination of the predicted probabilities of the effect of FOR on women assigned to read the rape case 
article by racial identity has a coefficient of 0.41 (p < 0.05). 
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is associated with a 7 percentage point increase in believing criminals don’t spend enough time in 

prison (p < 0.05). These differences, though, are not statistically distinct.  

 
Figure 4 

Turning to the effects of benevolent sexism, I find the opposite pattern. Among White 

women assigned to the racialized sexual threat condition, a one-point increase in benevolent sexism 

is associated with a 2 percentage point increase in believing criminals don’t spend enough time in 

prison (p < 0.05), holding fear of rape, racial resentment, hostile sexism, gender role attitudes, party 

identification, generation, and education level at their means. Meanwhile, among women of color 

who read the racialized sexual threat article, a one-point increase in benevolent sexism is associated 

with a one-third increase in believing criminals don’t spend enough time in prison (p < 0.05), 

holding the same covariates at their means. These effects are reversed among women assigned to 

read the racialized threat article: Among White women, a one-point increase in benevolent sexism is 

associated with a 9 percentage point increase in believing criminals don’t spend enough time in 

prison (p < 0.05); among women of color, there is no association. These effects, though, are not 

statistically distinct by racial group in either treatment. The effects of racial resentment on attitudes 
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toward incarceration length are similar across treatments and racial groups, and are not statistically 

distinct by racial group in either treatment. 

 
Figure 5 

As FOR has the greatest effect on incarceration length attitudes among White women 

assigned to the racialized sexual threat condition, I disaggregate this result by party identification. I 

find the largest effect among Independent White women in the rape condition, for whom a one-

point increase in FOR is associated with a 50 percentage point increase in believing criminals spend 

too little time in prison (p < 0.05), controlling for benevolent and hostile sexism, racial resentment, 

gender role attitudes, generation, and education level.25 Among Democratic White women in the 

same condition, a one-point increase in FOR is associated with a 27 percentage point increase in 

believing criminals don’t spend enough time in prison (p < 0.05), controlling for the same 

covariates. Among White Republican women assigned to the racialized sexual threat condition, FOR 

has virtually no effect on believing criminals don’t spend enough time in prison.  

 
25 For full models, see Online Appendix Table A5. 
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I also find distinctions in responses to racialized sexual threat between White men and men 

of color. For White men, the racialized sexual threat condition makes racial resentment salient in 

prison sentencing attitudes; for men of color, the same condition makes benevolent sexism salient in 

prison sentencing attitudes (see Figure 6 below). Among White men assigned to the racialized sexual 

threat condition, a one-point increase in racial resentment is associated with a 38 percentage point 

increase (p < 0.05) in believing criminals spend too little time in prison, compared to a 1 percentage 

point decrease (p < 0.05) among men of color in the same treatment group. This model controls for 

benevolent and hostile sexism, gender role attitudes, party identification, generation, and education 

level.26  

I find the opposite pattern when it comes to benevolent sexism: Among men assigned to 

read about a racialized sexual threat, benevolent sexism has a greater effect on men of color’s belief 

that prison sentences are too short, compared to White men. Among men of color who read the 

same article, a one-point increase in benevolent sexism is associated with a 55 percentage point 

increase (p < 0.05) in believing criminals spend too little time in prison compared to a 5 percentage 

point increase (p < 0.05) among White men assigned to the same treatment. This model controls for 

racial resentment, hostile sexism, gender role attitudes, generation party identification, and education 

level.27  

 
26 For full models, see Online Appendix Table A6. 
27 The effects of racial resentment and benevolent sexism on men’s incarceration length attitudes, among men assigned 

to the racialized threat condition, are similar across racial groups. See Online Appendix figure A8. 
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Figure 6 

Experimental discussion 

Overall, the experimental results show that political messages describing racialized sexual 

threat are distinct from political messages describing racialized physical, but non-sexual crime. 

Though both types of crime bring to mind racial resentment, reading about sexual violence brings 

benevolent sexism and fear of rape to mind more than reading about physical, but non-sexual 

crimes. I find that when it comes to both candidate evaluations and the public policy of punishment, 

a message of racialized sexual threat activates benevolent sexism and fear of rape, while both sexual 

and non-sexual racialized crimes bring racial resentment to mind. Where the racialized threat 

treatment also brings gendered attitudes to mind, it is to a lesser degree than the racialized sexual 

threat treatment. In summary, the racialized sexual threat treatment consistently makes both 

gendered and racial attitudes salient, whereas the racialized threat treatment consistently makes racial 

attitudes salient and sometimes makes gendered attitudes salient.  
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Among women, fear of rape is more highly activated when respondents read about sexual 

violence, but it is still salient when they read about physical crime. That fear of rape is associated 

even with non-sexual crimes is consistent with Ferraro's  "shadow of sexual assualt" hypothesis 

(1996). While Reid and Konrad (2004) detail the gender gap in crime perceptions, and Fisher and 

Sloan (2003) find support for the “shadow of sexual assault” hypothesis among college women, this 

study shows in a sample of adult women that a physical crime scenario can activate fear of sexual 

assault to a lesser, though still large, degree compared to a sexual assault scenario. When women 

consider face-to-face physical crimes, they recognize that sexual violence could co-occur. These 

findings are in line with a growing literature that considers the intersections of racial and gendered 

attitudes: Considering the context of racialized rape culture, Smilan-Goldstein (2023b) finds that 

women—particularly White women—who are more afraid of rape report feeling safer around police 

officers and are less likely to support police reform efforts.  

The experimental evidence that men’s responses to racialized sexual threat cues are 

conditional on their racial identities is consistent with prior work on men’s responses to masculinity 

threats. Weaver and Vescio (2015) find White men are more likely to justify social inequality when 

faced with masculinity threats. Goff, Di Leone, and Kahn (2012) show that Black men who have 

experienced racial discrimination are more vigilant in defending gender norms.  

I find that racialized sexual threat cues make salient different attitudes than racialized threat 

cues when it comes to perceptions of candidates and crime policy attitudes. On crime policy, in 

particular, gendered attitudes affect attitudes not just on the issue of prison sentence lengths—which 

is closely connected to the treatments—but also on the issue of felon voting rights. This suggests 

that the priming of racialized sexual threat affects how individuals think about a broad range of 

policy attitudes in the criminal justice arena, including questions of democratic participation.  

It is also noteworthy that I find these results despite the overrepresentation of Democrats 

and underrepresentation of Republicans in the Prolific sample. As Republicans have higher baseline 

levels of racial resentment and benevolent sexism, the results may underestimate the effects of 

gendered attitudes and racial resentment on candidate evaluations and crime policy attitudes.  
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Taking together the experimental results and prior arguments that the Horton ad made race 

an important factor in the 1988 presidential election (Mendelberg 2001), I expect that gendered 

attitudes, too, shaped voters’ decisions in 1988: an election year in the Republican presidential 

campaign and news media made racialized sexual threat particularly salient. To test this hypothesis, I 

turn to data from the 1988 ANES. 

Observational research design 

To establish the generalizability of the experimental results to a real-world campaign that 

made racialized sexual threat especially salient, I use 1988 ANES data. To assess attitudes toward 

Bush and Dukakis, I use post-election reports of vote choice and attitudes on whether Dukakis is 

tough on crime.   

I use the four-question racial resentment battery (Kinder and Sanders 1996) to capture racial 

animus. This analysis extends existing work on the effects of the Horton ad by including a measure 

of sexist attitudes. To do so, I take the average of the feeling thermometer scores for women and 

feminists. Then, I take the average of the gender egalitarianism measure and the feeling thermometer 

average.28 A measure that more directly captures protectionary attitudes toward women, like 

benevolent sexism (Glick and Fiske 1996), would be better suited in assessing the role of racialized 

sexual threats in the campaign, but this measure described above is the best option available for the 

year 1988.29 As racial resentment was already in use the ANES in 1988, the measurement of racial 

attitudes should be crisper than that of gender attitudes. I analyze the responses of 1,672 individuals. 

Observational results 

To determine whether sexism indeed moderates racism when it comes to attitudes in the 

1988 election cycle, I use OLS and logistic regression models. I estimate models in Stata 16, using 

the primary area code as the primary sampling unit. For ease of comparability, all variables (save the 

 
28 Measure ranges from “women and men should be equal” to “women’s place is in the home.” 
29 The items comprising the sexist attitudes measure all load on a single factor, with a scale reliability coefficient of 0.43. 
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categorical party identification and racial identity variables) are rescaled to run from 0 to 1. Higher 

values represent more sexist and/or racist attitudes. 

Racial resentment and sexist attitudes have similar implications for vote choice in 1988 (see 

Figure 7 below). Moving from 0 to 1 on the racial resentment scale is associated with a one-quarter 

increase (p < 0.05) in likelihood of voting for Bush, controlling for respondent gender, race party 

identification, and education level; the race of the interviewer; and sexist attitudes.30 Meanwhile, a 

one-point increase on the sexist attitudes scale is associated with a 21 percentage point increase (p < 

0.05) in likelihood of voting for Bush, controlling for the same covariates as above, but racial 

resentment instead of sexist attitudes.  

 
Figure 7 

Interacting racial resentment, sexist attitudes, and respondent gender with party 

identification reveals that both racial resentment and sexist attitudes had sizable associations with the 

 
30 See Online Appendix Table A7 for full models. 



 22 

predicted probability of voting for Bush (see Figure 8 below).31 It’s worth noting, though, that the 

coefficients of the interactions between party identification and racial resentment, and party 

identification and sexist attitudes, are not statistically significant.32 In this analysis, there are floor 

effects for Democrats, who are generally unlikely to vote for Bush, and ceiling effects for 

Republicans, who are generally likely to vote for Bush. As is standard practice in interpreting 

interaction terms, I instead present the predicted probabilities.  

Among Independents, a one-point increase in racial resentment is associated with a 46 

percentage point increase in likelihood of voting for Bush (p < 0.05), controlling for respondent 

gender, race, and education level, race of interviewer, and racial resentment. For Democrats, a one-

point increase in racial resentment is associated with a 29 percentage point increase in likelihood of 

voting for Bush (p < 0.05). And lastly, for Republicans, a one-point increase in racial resentment is 

associated with a 20 percentage point increase in likelihood of voting for Bush (p < 0.05). This is 

equivalent to the marginal effect of sexist attitudes among Republicans.33 

I find a similar, though more modest, pattern regarding the role of sexist attitudes. Among 

Independents and Democrats, a one-point increase in sexist attitudes is associated with a 28 and 27 

percentage point increase in likelihood of voting for Bush (p < 0.05), respectively, controlling for 

the same covariates, except racial resentment instead of sexist attitudes.34 Meanwhile, among 

Republicans, a one-point increase in sexist attitudes is associated with an 18 percentage point 

increase in likelihood of voting for Bush (p < 0.05).35 

 
31 I do not interact respondent party identification and race, as there is not sufficient variation in partisanship among 

non-White respondents.  
32 See Online Appendix Table A8 for full models. 
33 Model showing interaction of sexist attitudes and racial resentment available in Online Appendix Figure A9. The 

interaction of sexist attitudes and racial resentment is negative and not statistically significant when the model also 
includes each variable on its own. 

34 Independent category includes only independents who do not lean toward one party. 
35 An analysis of the effects of sexist attitudes and racial resentment on vote choice by respondent gender is available in 

Online Appendix Figure A10.  
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Figure 8 

 
Figure 9 
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Next, I examine attitudes toward Bush and Dukakis on feeling thermometer scales. Here, a 

score of 1 indicates feeling entirely warm toward Bush and entirely cold toward Dukakis; a score of 

0 indicates feeling fully cold toward Bush and fully warm toward Dukakis. Among Republicans, one-

point increase in racial resentment is associated with a 12 percentage point increase (p < 0.05) in 

likelihood of feeling entirely warm toward Bush and entirely cold toward Dukakis, controlling for 

sexist attitudes; respondent gender, education level, and race; and race of the interviewer. Among 

both Independents and Democrats, a one-point increase in racial resentment is associated with an 8 

percentage point increase (p < 0.05) in likelihood of feeling entirely warm toward Bush and entirely 

cold toward Dukakis, controlling for the same covariates. 

Meanwhile, among Republicans a one-point increase in sexist attitudes is associated with an 

8 percentage point increase (p < 0.05) in likelihood of feeling entirely warm toward Bush and 

entirely cold toward Dukakis, controlling for racial resentment; respondent gender, education level, 

and race; and race of the interviewer. For Democrats, a one-point increase in sexist attitudes is 

associated with a 10 percentage point increase (p < 0.05) in likelihood of feeling entirely warm 

toward Bush and entirely cold toward Dukakis, controlling for the same covariates. Among 

Independents, however, sexist attitudes are not associated with feeling warm toward Bush and cold 

toward Dukakis. The finding that sexist attitudes are associated with candidate preferences are 

robust for Democrats, but not Independents. 
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Figure 10 

A message clearly stated in the Horton ad was that Dukakis was not tough on crime; in line 

with my expectations I find that racial resentment and sexist attitudes have about equal associations 

with believing Dukakis is tough on crime (see Figure 9 above). A one-point increase in racial 

resentment is associated with a 0.11 (p < 0.05) decrease in believing Dukakis is tough on crime, 

holding sexist attitudes, respondent race, gender, education level, and party identification, and race 

of interviewer at their means. A one-point increase in sexist attitudes is associated with a 0.07 

decrease (p < 0.05) in believing Dukakis is tough on crime, controlling for racial resentment, 

respondent race, gender, education level, and party identification, and race of interviewer. Over the 

course of the entire 1988 election cycle, it appears that sexist attitudes played a roughly equivalent 

role in shaping evaluations of the two candidates, including vote choice.  

Observational discussion 

The analysis of 1988 ANES data shows that, over the entire course of the campaign, sexist 

attitudes had approximately the same association with vote choice and perceptions of Dukakis on 
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crime as did racial resentment. In particular, for White Independents and Democrats, both sexist 

attitudes and racial resentment were associated with notable increases in likelihood of voting for 

Bush—a candidate they otherwise may not have supported.36 Given the importance of racialized 

sexual threat in the 1988 presidential election, I find that both racial resentment and sexist attitudes 

were positively associated with preferring Bush to Dukakis in 1988. Similarly, I find that both racial 

resentment and sexism were associated with believing Dukakis is weak on crime—a key message of 

the Bush campaign. 

Past work has argued that the 1988 election was an election dominated by ideas of racial 

hierarchy: I show that while racial attitudes indeed had a large role in shaping voters’ attitudes in 

1988, sexist attitudes did so to the same extent. I take these findings as evidence that the 1988 

presidential campaigns, including the Horton ad, primed ideas about racialized sexual violence—not 

just attitudes about race. Even in this less-specific test, sexist attitudes shape political considerations: 

I take this as evidence that the original Horton ad was quite similar in effects as the rape case 

condition in the experiment. In the experiment, the rape case condition consistently activated both 

racial resentment and benevolent sexism, while the strangling case condition only consistently 

activated racial resentment; had the Horton ad and the 1988 campaign environment promoted ideas 

about racialized crime, we would expect only racial attitudes to be made salient (as argued by 

Mendelberg (2001) and others). As demonstrated by this analysis, though, vote choice in 1988 had 

about as much to do with sexism as racism, indicating that racialized sexual threats mobilize not only 

racial, but also gender attitudes in political decisions. 

 
36 It is not the case, however, that sexist attitudes are chronically accessible when it comes to presidential vote choice. 

2016 Cooperative Election Study data shows that racism is consistently and positively associated with voting for 
Trump, but there is more variability in associations between hostile and benevolent sexism and vote choice. A one-
point increase in hostile sexism is associated with a 47 percentage point increase in likelihood of voting for Trump, 
but a one-point increase in benevolent sexism is associated with a 13 percentage point increase in likelihood of 
voting for Trump (both p < 0.05, controlling for respondent gender, race, party identification, and education level). 
See Online Appendix Figure A11 for this analysis. Though gender was certainly salient in the 2016 presidential 
election (Cassese and Holman 2019; Winter 2022), on average, the campaigns made hostile sexism more salient in 
voting decisions than benevolent sexism. 
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Conclusion 

In two studies, I show the unique effects of racialized sexual violence narratives on political 

attitudes. In the experimental study, I demonstrate that there are important differences in attitudes 

made salient by a narrative of racialized sexual threat, compared to a narrative of racialized but non-

sexual threat. The effects of the racialized sexual threat treatment show that such messages activate 

benevolent sexism and fear of rape, in addition to racial resentment, when it comes to candidate 

perceptions and policy attitudes. The treatment about racialized, non-sexual, threat, on the other 

hand, activates racial resentment and fear of rape, but not benevolent sexism. An observational 

analysis suggests that these results generalize to the case of the 1988 election: both sexist attitudes 

and racial resentment were about equally associated with vote choice and candidate perceptions.  

A limitation of these studies is that it is not possible to know the exact effects of the Horton 

ad on voters’ attitudes in 1988. The congruence between the experimental and observational results, 

though, suggests that we can expect the Horton ad made gendered attitudes, in addition to racial 

attitudes, salient for voters in 1988. The findings also demonstrate that a political appeal rooted in a 

story of racialized sexual violence remains effective in shaping Americans’ political attitudes today. 

Political reliance on narratives of racialized sexual threat were cemented after the Civil War as a 

justification for lynching Black men (Bederman 1996; Freedman 2011; Wells 1892); the 

psychological effects of racialized sexual threats on American political life likely date back to at least 

the late 1800s.  

Finally, stories such the Horton ad are widely taught in American political science and 

communication classes, providing a useful example of how racial messaging appears in American 

politics. It is essential, though, that in teaching the next generation of political scientists and 

communication scholars that we do not make invisible the narrative of sexual violence embedded in 

the ad. Just as denying the racist nature of this ad reproduces the harms of anti-Black racism, 

ignoring the role of sexual violence in this ad runs the risk of normalizing the same racialized sexual 

threat the ad promotes.   
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Treatment 1 
BREAKING NEWS 

  
Deshawn Carter arrested in rape, stabbing case 
May 19, 2022 
 
The Centerville Police Department has arrested Deshawn Carter in connection to a violent 
incident that occurred around 11:40 last night. Carter allegedly broke into a private residence 
on Oak Street, where he stabbed a man and raped his girlfriend. 
 
Carter was released on parole from prison earlier this month. He was sentenced to 12 years 
in prison for stabbing a teenager in 2012.  
 
As District Attorney, John Anderson recommended that Carter be eligible for parole. 
 
Anderson is currently running for Circuit Court Judge in the circuit that represents 
Centerville. His opponent Robert McIntire has worked as a private attorney for 22 years. 
 
“Violent criminals should have to serve their full sentences in prison,” McIntire said. “It 
comes down to protecting women, but my opponent John Anderson is soft on crime.” 
 
The couple is currently recovering from their injuries in the hospital. 
 
Anderson did not respond to multiple requests for comment. 
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Treatment 2 
 

BREAKING NEWS 
  
Deshawn Carter arrested in stabbing, strangling case 
May 19, 2022 
 
The Centerville Police Department has arrested Deshawn Carter in connection to a violent 
incident that occurred around 11:40 last night. Carter allegedly broke into a private residence 
on Oak Street, where he stabbed a man and strangled his brother. 
 
Carter was released on parole from prison earlier this month. He was sentenced to 12 years 
in prison for stabbing a teenager in 2012.  
 
As District Attorney, John Anderson recommended that Carter be eligible for parole. 
 
Anderson is currently running for Circuit Court Judge in the circuit that represents 
Centerville. His opponent Robert McIntire has worked as a private attorney for 22 years. 
 
“Violent criminals should have to serve their full sentences in prison,” McIntire said. “It 
comes down to public safety, but my opponent John Anderson is soft on crime.” 
 
The brothers are currently recovering from their injuries in the hospital. 
 
Anderson did not respond to multiple requests for comment. 
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Table A1. Demographics Comparison 
 

 Prolific Sample (%) ANES 2020 (%) 
Non-Hispanic White 75 73 
Black 12 9 
Hispanic 5 9 
Asian 5 3 
Other 3 5 

 
Female 53 54 

 
Democrat 
Republican 
Independent 

55 
18 
27 

35 
31 
34 
 

High School or Less 15 21 
Some College 31 34 
College Educated 39 25 
Advanced Degree 15 20 

 
Generation Z 42 3 
Millennial 26 25 
Generation X 28 24 
Boomers 4 34 
Silent Generation 0 14 
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Figure A1 

 
Figure A2 
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Figure A3 

 
Table A2. Effect of treatment, racial resentment, and benevolent sexism on candidate perceptions  

  Anderson tough on 
crime 

Anderson fit to be a 
judge 

McIntire tough on 
crime 

McIntire fit to be a 
judge 

Treatment: Rape  0.002 -0.055 0.054 0.079* 
  (0.040) (0.044) (0.041) (0.037) 

Racial resentment  -0.138* -0.172** -0.010 0.055 
  (0.057) (0.063) (0.059) (0.053) 

Benevolent sexism  0.017 -0.033 0.186** 0.188** 
  (0.054) (0.059) (0.055) (0.050) 

Hostile sexism  -0.011 -0.064 0.098 0.115^ 
  (0.072) (0.080) (0.075) (0.067) 

Gender roles  -0.071 -0.093 -0.056 -0.047 
  (0.071) (0.079) (0.074) (0.067) 

Treatment: Rape X Racial 
resentment  0.008 -0.013 0.072 0.073 

  (0.074) (0.082) (0.077) (0.069) 

Treatment: Rape X 
Benevolent sexism  -0.154^ -0.126 -0.083 -0.041 

  (0.081) (0.089) (0.083) (0.075) 
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Treatment: Rape X Hostile 
sexism  0.010 0.081 -0.134 -0.147 

  (0.101) (0.111) (0.105) (0.094) 

Treatment: Rape X Gender 
roles  0.136 0.150 -0.050 -0.045 

  (0.104) (0.114) (0.107) (0.096) 

Respondent race: Black  0.010 0.009 0.010 0.057* 
  (0.029) (0.032) (0.030) (0.027) 

Respondent race: Hispanic  -0.051 -0.036 0.015 -0.011 
  (0.044) (0.048) (0.045) (0.041) 

Respondent race: Asian  -0.019 0.032 0.029 0.030 
  (0.038) (0.042) (0.039) (0.036) 

Respondent race: Other  -0.053 -0.045 0.007 -0.022 
  (0.054) (0.059) (0.056) (0.050) 

Party ID 3-way: Democrat  -0.002 0.055* 0.023 -0.009 
  (0.021) (0.023) (0.022) (0.020) 

Party ID 3-way: Republican  -0.027 -0.015 0.068* 0.059* 
  (0.029) (0.032) (0.030) (0.027) 

Respondent generation  0.027** 0.007 -0.017^ -0.006 
  (0.010) (0.011) (0.010) (0.009) 

Education level  0.008 0.015 -0.017 -0.025** 
  (0.010) (0.011) (0.010) (0.009) 

Woman respondent  -0.077** -0.076** 0.061** 0.046** 
  (0.018) (0.020) (0.019) (0.017) 

Intercept  0.338** 0.524** 0.612** 0.540** 
  (0.045) (0.050) (0.047) (0.042) 

N  678 676 678 678 
** p<0.01; * p<0.05; ^ p<0.10 two tailed. 
OLS regression models run among respondents with good attention and seriousness. 
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Figure A4 

 
 

 
Figure A5 
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Figure A6 

Table A3. Effect of treatment, racial resentment, and benevolent sexism on crime policy attitudes 

  People convicted of crimes spend 
too little time in prison 

Former felons should not 
be allowed to vote 

Criminals should have to 
serve full sentences 

Treatment: Rape  0.031 0.046 -0.058 
  (0.044) (0.052) (0.064) 

Racial resentment  0.310** 0.226** -0.318** 
  (0.063) (0.074) (0.090) 

Benevolent sexism  0.067 0.047 -0.202* 
  (0.059) (0.070) (0.085) 

Hostile sexism  0.160* 0.296** -0.071 
  (0.080) (0.094) (0.115) 

Gender roles  -0.001 0.020 0.035 
  (0.079) (0.093) (0.113) 

Treatment: Rape X 
Racial resentment  -0.033 0.106 0.192 

  (0.082) (0.097) (0.118) 

Treatment: Rape X 
Benevolent sexism  0.114 0.145 -0.024 

  (0.089) (0.105) (0.128) 

Treatment: Rape X 
Hostile sexism  -0.012 -0.253^ -0.157 
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  (0.112) (0.132) (0.161) 

Treatment: Rape X 
Gender roles  -0.050 -0.112 -0.035 

  (0.114) (0.135) (0.164) 

Respondent race: Black  -0.024 0.013 0.017 
  (0.032) (0.038) (0.046) 

Respondent race: 
Hispanic  0.007 0.037 -0.036 

  (0.048) (0.057) (0.069) 

Respondent race: Asian  0.010 0.040 -0.141* 
  (0.042) (0.050) (0.061) 

Respondent race: Other  0.006 0.122^ 0.003 
  (0.060) (0.070) (0.086) 

Party ID 3-way: 
Democrat  -0.032 -0.026 -0.014 

  (0.024) (0.028) (0.034) 

Party ID 3-way: 
Republican  0.007 0.062^ -0.053 

  (0.032) (0.038) (0.046) 

Respondent generation  0.029** -0.026* 0.016 
  (0.011) (0.013) (0.016) 

Education level  -0.029** -0.004 0.014 
  (0.011) (0.013) (0.016) 

Woman respondent  0.099** 0.054* -0.130** 
  (0.020) (0.024) (0.029) 

Intercept  0.247** 0.100^ 1.000** 
  (0.050) (0.059) (0.072) 

N  678 678 677 
** p<0.01; * p<0.05; ^ p<0.10 two tailed. 
OLS regression models run among respondents with good attention and seriousness. 
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Figure A7 

 
Table A4. Effect of fear of rape, benevolent sexism, racial resentment on believing criminals spend 

too little time in prison, among women  
  Rape condition    Strangling condition 
Respondent race binary: White  -0.067 -0.015 
  (0.132) (0.147) 

Fear of rape  -0.121 0.088 
  (0.169) (0.182) 

Racial resentment  0.304^ 0.347* 
  (0.158) (0.170) 

Benevolent sexism  0.301^ -0.022 
  (0.168) (0.156) 

Hostile sexism  -0.150 0.140 
  (0.245) (0.231) 

Gender roles  0.199 0.348 
  (0.211) (0.243) 

Respondent race binary: White X Fear of rape  0.398* 0.153 
  (0.192) (0.217) 

Respondent race binary: White X Racial resentment  0.069 -0.017 
  (0.174) (0.205) 
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Respondent race binary: White X Benevolent sexism  -0.299 0.063 
  (0.201) (0.207) 

Respondent race binary: White X Hostile sexism  0.221 0.074 
  (0.275) (0.276) 

Respondent race binary: White X Gender roles  -0.221 -0.469 
  (0.244) (0.284) 

Respondent generation: Millennials  0.038 0.019 
  (0.050) (0.052) 

Respondent generation: Generation X  0.044 0.092^ 
  (0.045) (0.055) 

Respondent generation: Boomers  0.034 0.006 
  (0.108) (0.119) 

Respondent generation: Silent Generation  -- 0.399 
  

 
(0.274) 

Education level: Some college  -0.026 -0.049 
  (0.057) (0.064) 

Education level: College degree  -0.013 -0.165* 
  (0.055) (0.066) 

Education level: Advanced degree  -0.006 -0.157* 
  (0.071) (0.075) 

Party ID 3-way: Democrat  -0.039 0.024 
  (0.044) (0.053) 

Party ID 3-way: Republican  0.005 0.050 
  (0.061) (0.072) 

Intercept  0.360** 0.258^ 
  (0.129) (0.150) 

N  174 180 
** p<0.01; * p<0.05; ^ p<0.10 two tailed. 
OLS regression model run among women with good attention and seriousness. 
 
 

Table A5. Effect of fear of rape, benevolent sexism, racial resentment on believing 
criminals spend too little time in prison, among White women assigned to rape article 
  Democrats Republicans Independents 
Fear of rape  0.276^ 0.036 0.513* 
  (0.163) (0.193) (0.204) 

Racial resentment  0.414^ -0.185 0.489** 
  (0.243) (0.210) (0.163) 

Benevolent sexism  -0.103 -0.140 0.260 
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  (0.174) (0.260) (0.240) 

Hostile sexism  0.069 0.125 -0.040 
  (0.343) (0.195) (0.205) 

Gender roles  0.000 0.080 -0.333 
  (0.264) (0.146) (0.332) 

Respondent generation: Millennials  0.049 0.230^ 0.102 
  (0.104) (0.131) (0.103) 

Respondent generation: Generation X  0.036 0.275* 0.057 
  (0.086) (0.125) (0.099) 

Respondent generation: Boomers  0.100 -- 0.197 
  (0.197) 

 
(0.276) 

Education level: Some college  -0.009 0.122 -0.066 
  (0.110) (0.112) (0.117) 

Education level: College degree  -0.064 0.300* -0.074 
  (0.116) (0.118) (0.121) 

Education level: Advanced degree  0.034 -- -0.014 
  (0.120) 

 
(0.164) 

Intercept  0.290^ 0.471^ 0.137 
  (0.149) (0.230) (0.168) 

N  61 24 42 
** p<0.01; * p<0.05; ^ p<0.10 two tailed. 
OLS regression model run among White women with good attention and seriousness who read the 
rape case article.  

 

 

 
 

Table A6. Effect of racial resentment, benevolent sexism on believing criminals spend too little 
time in prison, among men  

 Rape condition Strangling condition 
Respondent race binary: White  0.164 -0.043 
  (0.112) (0.156) 

Racial resentment  -0.009 0.463^ 
  (0.155) (0.249) 

Benevolent sexism  0.524** 0.016 
  (0.161) (0.238) 

Hostile sexism  0.741** 0.068 
  (0.226) (0.366) 

Gender roles  -0.597* -0.185 
  (0.277) (0.317) 

Respondent race binary: White X Racial resentment  0.385* -0.204 
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  (0.179) (0.271) 

Respondent race binary: White X Benevolent sexism  -0.482* 0.118 
  (0.203) (0.258) 

Respondent race binary: White X Hostile sexism  -0.625* 0.093 
  (0.262) (0.389) 

Respondent race binary: White X Gender roles  0.583^ 0.222 
  (0.309) (0.341) 

Respondent generation: Millennials  0.071 0.004 
  (0.052) (0.054) 

Respondent generation: Generation X  0.103^ 0.083 
  (0.056) (0.058) 

Respondent generation: Boomers  0.200* -0.053 
  (0.088) (0.196) 

Education level: Some college  -0.011 -0.080 
  (0.071) (0.066) 

Education level: College degree  -0.021 -0.021 
  (0.065) (0.066) 

Education level: Advanced degree  -0.107 -0.124 
  (0.078) (0.083) 

Party ID 3-way: Democrat  -0.057 -0.006 
  (0.047) (0.053) 

Party ID 3-way: Republican  -0.036 0.009 
  (0.067) (0.066) 

Intercept  0.093 0.280 
  (0.113) (0.173) 

N  150 166 
** p<0.01; * p<0.05; ^ p<0.10 two tailed. 
OLS regression model run among men with good attention and seriousness. 
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Figure A8 

Table A7. Association racial resentment, sexist attitudes with voting for Bush 

 
  

Bush 
voter 

Racial resentment  2.139** 
  (0.428) 

Sexist attitudes  1.798** 
  (0.488) 

Female respondent  0.005 
  (0.181) 

R education: HS grad  0.106 
  (0.278) 

R education: Some college  0.740* 
  (0.297) 

R education: BA or more  0.573^ 
  (0.303) 

Respondent race: Black  -1.138** 
  (0.424) 

Respondent race: Native American  -2.485** 
  (0.956) 
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Respondent race: Asian  -0.221 
  (0.956) 

Party ID: Democratic  -2.158** 
  (0.281) 

Party ID: Republican  1.539** 
  (0.290) 

Interviewer's race  -0.526 
  (0.425) 

Intercept  -1.001 
  (0.649) 

N  1,157 
** p<0.01; * p<0.05; ^ p<0.10 two tailed. 
Logistic regression model. 

 

 
Table A8. Association racial resentment, sexist attitudes with voting for 

Bush 
  Bush voter 
Racial resentment  2.242^ 
  (1.158) 

Sexist attitudes  1.559 
  (1.458) 

Female respondent  -0.308 
  (0.524) 

R education: HS grad  -0.941 
  (0.894) 

R education: Some college  0.009 
  (1.082) 

R education: BA or more  -1.002 
  (0.967) 

Party ID: Democratic  -3.899** 
  (1.394) 

Party ID: Republican  0.704 
  (1.431) 

Party ID: Democratic X Racial resentment  0.226 
  (1.325) 

Party ID: Republican X Racial resentment  -0.524 
  (1.374) 

Party ID: Democratic X Sexist attitudes  0.119 
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  (1.601) 

Party ID: Republican X Sexist attitudes  0.568 
  (1.705) 

Female respondent X Party ID: Democratic  0.850 
  (0.588) 

Female respondent X Party ID: Republican  -0.339 
  (0.613) 

R education: HS grad X Party ID: Democratic  1.388 
  (0.971) 

R education: HS grad X Party ID: Republican  0.899 
  (1.003) 

R education: Some college X Party ID: Democratic  0.726 
  (1.156) 

R education: Some college X Party ID: Republican  1.077 
  (1.198) 

R education: BA or more X Party ID: Democratic  1.329 
  (1.070) 

R education: BA or more X Party ID: Republican  2.220* 
  (1.101) 

R's race: Black  -1.115** 
  (0.432) 

R's race: Native American  -2.691** 
  (0.961) 

R's race: Asian  -0.121 
  (0.961) 

Interviewer's race  -0.554 
  (0.448) 

Intercept  0.203 
  (1.322) 

N  1,157 
** p<0.01; * p<0.05; ^ p<0.10 two tailed. 
Logistic regression model. 
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Figure A9 

 

Figure A10 
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Table A9. Association racial resentment, sexist attitudes with Bush-Dukakis feeling thermometer 

  Difference Bush-Dukakis: feeling 
thermometer 

Racial resentment  0.086 
  (0.060) 

Sexist attitudes  -0.004 
  (0.076) 

Female respondent  -0.041 
  (0.028) 

R education: HS grad  -0.065^ 
  (0.035) 

R education: Some college  -0.063 
  (0.044) 

R education: BA or more  -0.070 
  (0.045) 

Party ID: Democratic  -0.292** 
  (0.066) 

Party ID: Republican  0.009 
  (0.068) 

Party ID: Democratic X Racial resentment  -0.010 
  (0.066) 

Party ID: Republican X Racial resentment  0.037 
  (0.068) 

Party ID: Democratic X Sexist attitudes  0.108 
  (0.082) 

Party ID: Republican X Sexist attitudes  0.080 
  (0.083) 

Female respondent X Party ID: Democratic  0.051^ 
  (0.031) 

Female respondent X Party ID: Republican  0.020 
  (0.031) 

R education: HS grad X Party ID: Democratic  0.119** 
  (0.039) 

R education: HS grad X Party ID: Republican  0.077^ 
  (0.040) 

R education: Some college X Party ID: 
Democratic  0.107* 

  (0.048) 

R education: Some college X Party ID: Republican  0.106* 
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  (0.049) 

R education: BA or more X Party ID: Democratic  0.085^ 
  (0.049) 

R education: BA or more X Party ID: Republican  0.115* 
  (0.050) 

R's race: Black  -0.018 
  (0.015) 

R's race: Native American  0.012 
  (0.031) 

R's race: Asian  -0.002 
  (0.046) 

Interviewer's race  -0.010 
  (0.016) 

Intercept  0.568** 
  (0.063) 

N  1,640 
** p<0.01; * p<0.05; ^ p<0.10 two tailed. 
OLS regression model. 

 

Table A10. Association racial resentment, sexist attitudes with believing Dukakis tough on crime 

  Believe Dukakis tough on 
crime 

Racial resentment  -0.122** 
  (0.030) 

Sexist attitudes  -0.072* 
  (0.035) 

Female respondent  0.029* 
  (0.013) 

R education: HS grad  -0.032^ 
  (0.018) 

R education: Some college  -0.080** 
  (0.020) 

R education: BA or more  -0.071** 
  (0.021) 

Party ID: Democratic  0.082** 
  (0.023) 

Party ID: Republican  -0.058* 
  (0.023) 

Interviewer's race  0.013 
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  (0.022) 

Intercept  0.492** 
  (0.043) 

N  1,565 
** p<0.01; * p<0.05; ^ p<0.10 two tailed. 
OLS regression model. 

 

 

 
Figure A11 


