




“The Hand that Rules the World”

Gender, Parenting, and Intergenerational Political Beliefs



By
Jillian Tillett









Senior Honors Thesis
Department of Sociology
University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill


April 6th 2017




	
				Approved:
							         Dr. Jacqueline Hagan, Thesis Advisor
						      Dr. Pamela Conover, Reader
					

Abstract: 
This thesis explores how the presence or absence of gender role-based differences between parents shape the political leanings of their children. Studies find that the roles each parent takes on in the household may shape their own views on any number of policies (Elder & Greene 2012). In order to assess how the parental expression of gender roles and parents’ resulting political alignments impact the political leanings of their children by young adulthood, an online survey was conducted on 118 undergraduate students at the University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill. The students were asked about the political party affiliations and ideologies of themselves and their parents, and their parents’ primary roles in their families – such as caregiving and housework. The results, while not all significant, hint that the more predominant a role that mothers play in caring for children, the more likely mothers and their children will identify as Democrats and liberals, and the greater political influence they will have over offspring. Additionally, the results fit with the idea that the more both parents share in caregiving duties, the more often mothers will identify as Republicans and conservatives, and the more their children will align with the Republican Party, third parties, and ideological conservatism. These patterns in my findings are congruent with the idea that involved fathers have more political influence over their children than those who are less involved, and they tend to raise more right-leaning children overall. 
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Introduction: 
	The election year of 2016 has proven particularly contentious within and between both major parties, and thus, offers a promising climate for further observing the trends of political polarization in the United States. News and social media outlets are now touting headlines such as, “Polarization Is Dividing American Society, Not Just Politics,” and, “Most Important Election 2016 Feature: Deep and Growing Ideological Divide,” from the New York Times and The Wall Street Journal, respectively (Cohn, 2014; Seib, 2015). This year, both the Democratic and Republican presidential candidates spoke to the concerns of their most polarized bases (Gentzkow, 2016). Were these polarized bases more noticeable due to the wider selection of primary candidates this year, or do they reflect a greater polarization trend? Recent studies indicate the latter explanation, and in fact, this trend has been developing since the 1990s (Evans, 2003). According to the Pew Research Center, the proportion of Americans who consistently espouse conservative or liberal viewpoints on all policy issues grew from 10% to 21% from 1994 to 2014 (Dimock et al., 2014, p. 8). Political scientists have found that the wealthiest third of Americans, and those who have already labeled themselves as Democrats or Republicans, are the groups primarily responsible for this pattern of polarization on an issue-by-issue basis (Baldassari & Gelman, 2008; Evans, 2003). 
	It is important to note that these “toe the line” partisans are the most likely to vote, making the aforementioned polarization trends even more concerning (Dimock et al., 2014). It is likely that with this type of increasing polarization, more representative power will be given to political extremists and the wealthiest and most educated citizens (Baldassari & Gelman, 2008). When looking at the electorate as a whole, Delia Baldassari and Andrew Gelman (2008) additionally found that “the main change in people’s attitudes has more to do with a resorting of party labels among voters than with greater constraint in their issue attitudes” (p. 443). In other words, people are aligning their votes with major political parties out of convenience, even though only the more polarized voters tend to agree with these parties’ platforms on every set of issues. Unfortunately, this will push legislative and judicial bodies into greater gridlock on every issue, making the democratic process even more maladapted to modern circumstances. Therefore, it is critical to research how and why political polarization is occurring, and to pinpoint which population subgroups are playing a role in its manifestation. 
	A relatively new and exciting area of political science has taken the analysis of political polarization and its consequences even further by examining how parenthood plays a role in the political polarization of men and women. In the last decade or so, several studies have investigated the possible ramifications of parental gender role expressions in the American household as they relate to the political alignment of mothers and fathers (Elder and Greene, 2006, 2012; Greenlee, 2010, 2014). Based on survey data from 1972 to 2008, Laurel Elder and Steven Greene (2012) found that mothers tend to hold more liberal beliefs on social welfare, government service expansion, and government spending than non-mothers, and that fathers tend to hold somewhat more conservative beliefs than non-fathers on moral issues. As time has passed, fathers have become decreasingly conservative when compared to their non-father counterparts, indicating that this gender-based polarization effect is now mostly being reflected in mothers alone (Elder and Greene, 2016). Susan Howell and Christine Day (2000) produced the same finding that having a child in the home polarized mothers and fathers on the topic of social welfare. When looking at survey data from 1965 to 1997, Jill Greenlee (2014) found that mothers generally held more liberal viewpoints on government services and welfare than non-mothers. They also held more conservative viewpoints on a few moral issues – the military, police, abortion, school prayer, and marijuana (pp. 160-167). She did not observe any significant difference among fathers, however. The repeated finding of this parenthood polarization effect makes it worthy of further examination, and raises concern for the possible impact that it could have on the children of heterosexual couples. The goal of this study is to discover whether any such impact exists, and if so, how it influences the political leanings of the children. 
	The following several sections of this paper will delve into the macro-level and micro-level mechanisms that may drive the parenthood effect and a possible added child effect. First, polarized parenthood will be explored through the lens of social role theory. Then, social learning theory will be utilized to understand how offspring are politically socialized, followed by a discussion of hypothetical interactions between the two theories. The next section will describe in greater detail the study research design, which consists of a Qualitrics survey about family, gender roles, and politics. The survey was posted on the current UNC Chapel Hill class year Facebook pages, which received 118 completed responses from UNC-CH undergraduates. Afterward, the results section will review a cross-tabulation analysis of the respondents’ various answers to the survey questions. Lastly, the discussion section will explore the implications of the survey’s results – as well as any research limitations – and the conclusion will address the potential for future research in this area. 






Literature Review:
Social Role Theory and Polarized Parenthood:
“It is not easy being a mother. If it were easy, fathers would do it.” 
				– The Golden Girls, 1988
	Social role theory offers an interesting perspective for analyzing the aforementioned findings on the attitude-affecting nature of parenthood. By the definition of Alice Eagly, Mary Johannesen-Schmidt, Amanda Diekman, and Anne Koenig (2004), social role theory hypothesizes that, “sex-related attitudinal differences emerge both from the direct effects of sex-typed occupational and family roles on individual occupants of these roles and from culturally shared expectations that apply to women and men in general” (p. 796). Going beyond the debates of personality and socialization impacts, this theory argues that people’s attitudes simply respond to the roles they must occupy. If this theory holds true, then women placed in traditional gender-roles would more likely hold attitudes consistent with those stereotypically associated with motherhood. In other words, women would be more likely to hold morally protective, empathetic, and egalitarian attitudes towards social and economic policy because of their greater experiences with caretaking as mothers (Eagly et al., 2004). 
	Women in the United States traditionally occupied separate roles from men in the home, as a facet of the nuclear family model that was popular in the 1950s. This breadwinner-homemaker model gave men the responsibility of household decision-making and money-earning while giving women the responsibilities of housework and childcare (Cunningham, 2008, p. 299). Upon the rise of the feminist movement and women’s mass entry into the paid work force in the 1960s and 70s, this common family structure broke down, and now, American society consists of more diverse household structures (Cohen, 2015). While some families still resemble the traditional family model and demonstrate stereotypical gender-roles, others now occupy more egalitarian gender-roles. Additionally, a growing population of single parents must fulfill all household roles (Yarber & Sharp, 2010). These varied household structures and intensities of gender-role expressions present an ideal opportunity for studying how gendered experiences impact political attitudes, particularly in parents.
	Gender roles in the home have largely evolved into a reality that is somewhere between traditional conceptions of gender and more egalitarian ideals. Despite the fact that many women began to hold this new ideal of gender equality, Arlie Hothschild (1989) found that modern heterosexual marriages were stuck in a “stalled revolution” in the 1980s (p. 2). By this, she meant that society had started placing greater expectations on women to perform paid labor without easing the burdens of housework and childcare that they thus far championed in the home. This stalled revolution is still somewhat evident in the modern Republican Party’s primary appeals to women as mothers, despite its efforts to gain their support through politically powerful female candidates (Schreiber, 2016). 
	Unfortunately, these mixed messages have told women that they are expected to do it all. By the 1980s, mothers from all family types still performed approximately 68% to 95% of all regular housework for their families (Demo and Acock, 1993, p. 326). By the mid-2000s, employed mothers performed about five more hours of combined occupational and household work per week than working fathers (Bianchi et al., 2006). Therefore, it is clear that American culture by-and-large still places homemaking responsibilities on the shoulders of women by default. This claim is evidenced in the subtle and not-so-subtle strategies that men employ to avoid or neglect sharing housework and childcare tasks, and the fact that married women still spend about twice as much time on housework and childcare as do their husbands (Hothschild, 1989; Cohen, 2015, p. 391). That extra time would likely leave mothers feeling especially overwhelmed by caregiving responsibilities, and more favorable towards social welfare programs such as paid family leave, childcare subsidies, and universal pre-school programs than fathers (Banducci et al., 2016). 
	Peter Burke and Alicia Cast (1997) expanded on these ideas by delving into identity theory more broadly, when comparing the gender identities of a married couple to the gender identities of mothers and fathers upon having their first child. They find that, when men and women get married, they absorb aspects of each other’s’ identities by occupying the same space and sharing the same tasks. However, once they become parents, their cultural attachments to manhood and womanhood, respectively, draw their identities back to more masculine and feminine forms. Indeed, many studies’ findings support this idea that parenthood can encourage mothers and fathers to engage in more gender-stereotypical behaviors (Baxter et al., 2014; Katz-Wise et al., 2010). This may lead to less understanding between opposite-sex couples regarding the best interests of the household, as women would likely crave a robust welfare state that is more nurturing for their children, and men may be more concerned about losing their family earnings to the heavier taxation that accompanies government program expansion (Elder and Greene, 2016).
	At a very minimum, there are differences in how women think about politics that must help explain a consistent “gender gap” in voting since 1980.  At any given point in the last 36 years, roughly 4% to 11% more women than men voted for a Democratic presidential nominee (Carroll, 2014, p. 129). As a result, many scholars have researched the known gender gap in political knowledge as a possible explanation for some of this gap in voting preference. The knowledge gap comes from women’s consistently lower scores on political knowledge, a finding which appears to be fairly significant and hard to explain (Carpini & Keeter, 2005). It is possible that the unexplained half of this gender gap comes from men’s propensity to guess answers more often than women, rather than responding “I don’t know” on knowledge tests (Mondak and Anderson, 2004). Therefore, a renewed focus on more external factors – such as wealth, political engagement, and the experience of parenthood – may provide better explanations for the gender gap in voting preference.
	Most likely, the liberalizing effects of motherhood in the United States contribute to the gender gap in voting behavior. Susan Banducci, Laurel Elder, Steven Greene, and Daniel Stevens (2016) took this hypothesis one step further, and compared the political polarization trends of mothers and fathers and parents and non-parents across European countries. They found that in countries with substantial family-leave policies, parenthood did not have a polarization effect between men and women. Meanwhile, in countries offering less or no family leave programs, parenthood did tend to correspond to more conservatism in men and more liberalism in women regarding childcare policy. Even more interestingly, in countries that offered a universal child benefit to families, parenthood resulted in more liberal viewpoints on childcare policy for both men and women, presumably because they both positively benefit from the subsidies. These findings further support the notion that parents take self-interest and their own gender-roles into account when considering what social policies they support, as parenthood tends to enhances traditional gender roles (Baxter et al. 2014; Katz-Wise et al. 2010; Bianchi et al. 2006). 
	Overall, women’s and men’s expressions of gender-roles in the home – and the tendency for their expressions to default to more traditional patterns upon parenthood – spark an interesting empirical question. If opposite-sex partners came as close as possible to maintaining a gender-egalitarian balance of their household roles, would political polarization and gender gap statistics shrink in all nations which experience mother and father polarization? And if so, would fathers become more liberal in the process of taking on more housework and childcare responsibilities, thereby increasing their appreciation for childcare and social welfare policies?  Or would both fathers and mothers become more moderate and/or less partisan upon assuming the same balance of roles, given that both parents who more likely see household needs from the same perspective? Perhaps most intriguing, how would these differences impact intergenerational political belief? To approach answering this question, the next section of this paper will discuss the processes through which children are socialized politically and by their own conceptions of gender roles. 

Social Learning Theory and Political Socialization:	 
“The Hand That Rocks the Cradle Is the Hand That Rules the World”
			- William Ross Wallace, 1890
	Albert Bandura’s (1969a) social learning theory provides an insightful perspective on how adult behavior modeling impacts the moral judgements of observing children. Adults modeling a behavior before a child can effectively “modify [the child’s] judgmental behavior in the direction of the social influence,” regardless of the child’s previous behavior inclinations (p. 275). This effect seems to work consistently well, even if the children varied in their phases of development. Bandura (1969b) additionally applied this theory to sex-role learning, and found that children would take cues from their parents and learn the appropriate roles that they were supposed to fill. While he does not believe that parents are the only environmental influences teaching their children sex-roles, he does expect that they play a big role when children are very young.  
	It turns out that, in fact, children can learn a great deal from their parents about gender role expression in a wide variety of ways. Andrew Healy and Neil Malhotra (2013) found that young men who have sisters demonstrate an increased likelihood of holding traditional beliefs about gender roles and identifying as Republicans. They believe that this effect is most likely caused by the parent’s greater chance of enforcing stereotypical gender roles when they have at least one child of either sex. For instance, the mother would more often ask the daughter to wash dishes than the son, explaining the finding that men with all sisters were 17% more likely to respond that their partner performed more housework than men with all brothers (p. 1032). Further supporting this theory of modeling gender, Mick Cunningham (2001) found that “maternal gender role egalitarianism during the child’s adolescence is the strongest predictor of egalitarian gender role attitudes in young adulthood” (p. 120). In general, the parental division of labor during the child’s adolescence had a direct relationship to the child’s ideal division of household tasks in young adulthood.
	Mothers, in particular, can have a great impact on the political socialization of their children. Alan Acock and Vern Bengtson (1978) found that mothers are consistently more likely to influence their children’s political beliefs and alignment than fathers. Fathers were only found to have more influence on matters of religion and tolerance of deviant behavior, but in every other aspect, mothers were more influential. This finding actually shocked researchers at the time, as they had previously assumed that fathers would be more influential. However, this makes a great deal of sense according to George Homan’s (1958) exchange theory, which states that the more valuable a person finds a social exchange, the more frequently they will engage in it, and the more influential the exchange will be. Mothers may place more value on social exchange with their children than fathers do, possibly due to the previous societal perception of mothers as the nurturing homemakers of families (Cunningham, 2008). This finding would support the notion that mothers who express more traditional gender roles will have a greater influence on their children’s political beliefs than mothers who experience more gender equality in the household. 
	Parents in general can also have a great impact on the political socialization of their children. Acock and Bengtson (1978) discovered that the combination of both parents’ influence on their children’s political leanings is substantial. It is quite likely that this influence begins at a very young age through authority interactions and moral lessons in the home and at school, and then develops in complexity and consistency upon adolescence (Niemi & Sobieszek, 1977; Jennings & Niemi, 1968). Indeed, Kent Jennings and Richard Niemi (1968) believe that a great deal of political socialization must occur during high school simply due to the child’s greater capacity for understanding politics, and increased chance of participating in politically-relevant activities. Only upon entry to college do researchers believe that offspring finally have the separation and novel social climate necessary to significantly alter or change their political views away from those of their parent(s) (Niemi & Sobieszek, 1977).  
	More recent research dug further into the factors that make parents more or less politically influential with their children. For instance, Kent Jennings, Laura Stoker, and Jake Bowers (2009) identified the consistency of the parents’ political leanings and the frequency with which they discussed their leanings with their children as critical factors in predicting successful lifelong belief transmission. Nicholas Valentino and David Sears (1998) echoed this finding when looking at the ways in which parents socialize their children through engagement with contemporary political events. They found that “both a high salience event at the aggregate level and high individual levels of communication about the event are necessary to maximize socialization gains” (p. 127). 
	Jennings et al. (2009) also found that morally charged and characteristically partisan viewpoints were more likely to be transmitted to the next generation. In fact, researchers have consistently discovered that children are more inclined to inherent partisanship from their parents than any other political feature (Jennings et al., 2009; Tedin, 1980).  It is also clear that parents are more likely to impact their adolescent children’s beliefs about individual issues than their children’s peers do (Tedin, 1980). Much of this finding is explained through greater adolescent awareness of their parents’ political beliefs than their peers’ political beliefs, and more frequent and salient communication about politics on the parents’ parts. Although the adolescent children tended to have considerably more liberal and less partisan viewpoints than their parents in general, their issue-by-issue beliefs correlated best with those of their parents. 
	It is also important to note the possible implications of a few more studies. Firstly, in Richard Niemi and Barbara Sobieszek’s (1977) analysis, several studies were mentioned that had found evidence of substantial adult political socialization that was separate of the aging processes. This offers further support that events like marriage and parenthood could continue to shift the political attitudes and beliefs of adults. Lastly, the field of behavioral genetics has recently produced some exciting evidence that political leanings could partially come from specific genes (Alford et al., 2005; Fowler & Dawes, 2008), thereby adding a psychological perspective to the phenomenon of political development. 
	Altogether, the aforementioned information supports the idea that parents, and families in general, exercise the greatest influence over child political belief and alignment. They do so both directly – by making their political beliefs known in the household – and indirectly – by choosing the types of communities and schools that their children grow up with (Niemi and Sobieszek, 1977). It is also true that the more parents communicate consistently held political viewpoints to their children, the more likely the children are to hold and keep those beliefs across their lives (Jennings et al., 2009). If so, then the most polarized parents – who would be among the most likely to maintain consistent political viewpoints – would have the greatest impact on the ideologies and alignments of their children. The following section will tie this point back to the previous section. 

Gender Roles and Intergenerational Polarization:
	Together, the social role theory of polarized parenthood and the social learning theory of political socialization converge to form a stunning implication: the more traditional the gender role expressions of a child’s parents are, the more likely their parents will be to hold different, gendered-charged political viewpoints. In those families, if the mother is also more likely to perform the majority of the family’s housework and childcare duties, then she would be more likely to influence her child’s political beliefs through strategies delineated in social learning and exchange theories. Consequentially, those families would be more likely to raise a politically partisan child on the whole, and particularly, to raise a liberal Democrat.
	On the other hand, the more egalitarian the parents’ gender role expressions in the household are, the less politically polarized both parents would be on the whole. Mothers and fathers would both be less likely to pass partisan viewpoints to their children, and they would likely have the same level of political influence given that the father was more involved in childrearing. This could mean that, as the current trends of involved fatherhood and egalitarian parental gender role expressions increase into the future (Miller, 2010), the more moderate and less polarized the nation’s future generations will become. Based on a review of the literatures, the following hypotheses represent these predictions for my study findings:
	Hypothesis 1: The more that parents express traditional gender roles in the household, 				the more politically polarized mothers and fathers become. 
	Hypothesis 2: The more that parents express traditional gender roles in the household, 				the more political influence mothers have over their children, the less 				influence fathers have, and the more politically liberal children become.
	Hypothesis 3: The more that parents express egalitarian gender roles in the household, 				the less politically polarized mothers and fathers become.
	Hypothesis 4: The more that parents express egalitarian gender roles in the household, 				the more political influence both parents have over their children, and the 				less politically polarized children become.










Methods:
	In order to understand how parental ideologies and behaviors affect those of their children, I implemented an IRB approved online survey that was completed by 118 undergraduate students at the University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill (UNC). The survey included 29 questions and was administrated non-randomly over Facebook to the UNC Chapel Hill graduating classes of 2017, 2018, 2019, and 2020 in November and December of 2016. The participants were asked a variety of questions about their families, including questions about their own political views and their parents’ political views and expressions of gender roles. This section is broken into four parts: recruitment of participants for the study, the survey procedure, a brief summary of the data analysis process, and a description of the sample profile.

Recruiting Participants:
	Study participants were recruited through two sets of survey posts on the UNC Chapel Hill graduating class closed group pages on Facebook. The pages for the class of 2017 had 5,643 and 2,558 members with overlap; the class of 2018 page had 3,225 members; the 2019 page had 5,468 members, and the 2020 page had 8,552 members (Facebook, 2016). It is important to note that there was a great deal of group membership overlap between the class pages, as upperclassmen are often members of underclassmen pages for club recruitment purposes. For comparison, the undergraduate enrollment totals across the university in the spring of 2015 were 2,275 first-years, 3,970 sophomores, 4,675 juniors, and 6,181 seniors (UNC Chapel Hill Office of the University Registrar, 2017). Therefore, despite page overlap, it is likely that the survey had the capacity to reach a large portion of the undergraduate population at UNC-CH. Especially given that no incentives were provided to take the 10 minute survey, 118 responses was reasonable. 

Survey Procedure:
	I developed the 29 survey questions on Qualitrics with the help and advice of several professors. Once the survey was created, I conducted a pilot sample with 15 peers at UNC-CH, asking for their comments or concerns. They gave helpful suggestions for improving some of the questions, which were adjusted accordingly. The university’s Institutional Review Board (IRB) reviewed the final survey copy and approved it for official administration. Two research-trained peers and I posted the survey advertisement a total of two times onto all of the aforementioned Facebook pages across late November and early December. Data collection was finished by the end of the fall 2016 semester. 
	Prospective participants began the survey procedure by viewing an advertisement post for the study in their Facebook news feeds from a UNC-CH graduating class group page, reading the brief survey description, and voluntarily clicking the Qualitrics survey link. The survey began with a statement about its research purpose and asked if the subject gave consent to participate. If they clicked “yes” to consent and confirmed that they were a current undergraduate student at UNC-CH, then they were allowed to continue onto the survey questions. If not, they were promptly forwarded to the end of the survey. 
	Once the participant conditions were met, the respondents went on to answer a battery of questions about their political viewpoints, their parent’s political viewpoints, and how they perceived political influences in their lives. While my introduction and literature review focused on political polarization at the macro-level, I chose to focus in on the polarization at the individual level. First, participants were asked how they felt about two policy concepts: government expansion and paid family leave (Greene, Political Attitudes Survey, 2012). Then they were asked to provide the political identities of themselves, and to the best of their knowledge, the political identities of their parents. Political identity was measured as both political party affiliation (e.g. Democrat, Republican, Independent, etc.) and political ideology (e.g. Liberal, Conservative, Moderate, etc.). I measured how students ranked the influence various individuals had on their political views using a five-point Likert scale in which five represented the most influence. The students were also asked how much and in what direction they thought their political alignment shifted since entering college. 
	Additionally, the respondents answered several questions about their parents’ expressions of gender roles. The degree to which parental gender roles were traditional or egalitarian was measured with several variables: the occupational status of mothers and fathers, the distribution of household labor, caregiving responsibilities, and financial decision-making. Particularly with regard to distribution of household responsibilities, the subjects were asked to evaluate whether their parents shared them equally, if one parent took on most of a particular responsibility, or if someone else did. The participants were also asked to rank various gender-associated household tasks (e.g. doing the dishes, grocery shopping, etc.) in order of their preference. Finally, they were asked for their individual and familial demographic characteristics, such as gender identity, religion, parent education, and parent and sibling composition. Parent composition was particularly important to measure, because it reveals whether or not the participants even have two opposite-sex parents or guardians. 


Data Analysis:
	Since all of the variables from the survey were categorical in nature, the data was analyzed utilizing two-way cross-tabulations with Stata software. The Pearson’s Chi-squared statistic and p-value were recorded for each table comparing two variables, such as the political party affiliation of the participants – who will be referred to as the “children” or “offspring” – and their beliefs about government expansion and paid family leave. The within-row relative frequencies of the dependent variables were also recorded and compared for a more detailed analysis the associations. Pie charts were conducted for the political party affiliations and ideologies of the parents and children to check for disparities. The final version of the data graphics in this document were created using Microsoft Excel. 
	The most important cross-tabulation analyses that I conducted were between the independent variables – parental political party affiliations, ideologies, and gender role expressions – and the dependent variables – child political party affiliations, ideologies, and policy stances. These analyses were specially aimed to detect a parent-to-child political and gender role socialization effects.  The correlations between mothers’ and fathers’ parties and ideologies and their parent gender role expressions were also explored for a gender-based difference. This analysis offers preliminary information about the relationship between gendered parenthood and politics among college students. Finally, it is important to note that the cross-tabulations were calculated only using data from participants with opposite-sex parents, so as to search for an intra-household gender role dynamic between mothers and fathers. 



Sample Profile:
	The survey sample was fairly representative of the undergraduate population at UNC-CH, though not quite as diverse in terms of gender, race, and ethnic composition. Given that the survey was taken on a non-random, volunteer basis online, there was no way to ensure the diversity of the respondents. Unfortunately, the lack of diversity diminishes the generalizability of the survey results to non-white young people as well as those who do not attend college. However, the results still point to helpful patterns for randomized and larger studies to explore in the future. 
	Figures 1 & 2 show the class year and age of the survey participants. In Figure 1, the proportion of seniors and juniors at UNC were underrepresented by 5% and 16%, respectively, and the proportion of sophomores and first-years were overrepresented by 12% and 10% (UNC Chapel Hill Office of the University Registrar, 2017). For the purposes of this study, that difference is not a great concern. When looking at age in Figure 2, the same gap is observed in the proportion of 20-year-olds as that observed in juniors, which is also not a large concern. In fact, capturing younger students is ideal, as they have lived with their parents more recently, and are more likely to demonstrate the impact of a familial political socialization effect. 
        Figure 1: Class Year of Participants                            Figure 2: Age of Participants
 
	Figure 3 shows the gender makeup of the survey participants. The gender composition of undergraduate students at UNC-CH as of the fall semester of 2015 was 58% female and 42% male (UNC Chapel Hill Office of Institutional Research and Assessment, 2015). The survey sample was even more female-dominated with 74% of the respondents identifying as female and only 24% as male. 
Figure 3: Gender Identities of Participants
 
	The racial composition of the university’s undergraduates in the fall of 2015 was 64% white, 12% Asian/Pacific Islander, 8% black or African American, 8% Hispanic (any race), 4.3% multiracial, and 1% American Indian. In contrast, Figures 4 & 5 show that the survey respondents were 89% white, 8% Asian/Pacific Islander, 5% Latino (any race), 2% multiracial, and 1% black or African American. In other words, while the university population is not incredibly racially nor ethnically diverse to begin with, the survey was even less so. 





 Figure 4: Racial Composition of Participants        Figure 5: Ethnic Composition of Participants
 
	As a proxy measurement for socio-economic status, participants were asked to report the highest level of education that their parents received. In Figure 6, 9% of mothers completed high school, 13% completed some of college, 49% completed an associate’s or bachelor’s degree, and 30% completed some form of graduate education. In Figure 7, 10% of fathers completed high school, 7% completed some of college, 42% completed an associate’s or bachelor’s degree, and 40% completed some form of graduate education. The proportion of students with mothers or fathers who completed undergraduate or graduate education is high, but expected from a sample of college students. 
Figure 6: Education of Participants’ Mothers        Figure 7: Education of Participants’ Fathers        
 
	Figures 9 & 10 show the political identities of respondents, which is perhaps the most important measure in the survey. The student participants were predominantly Democratic and liberal, as 50% affiliated with the Democratic Party and 55% affiliated with the ideology of liberalism. In contrast, only 16% of the students self-identified as Republican and 15% as conservative. There were actually more students who were Independent and Unaffiliated (31%) and moderate (23%) than Republican and conservative. This makes sense given that millennials in the 2016 presidential election were consistently more likely to vote Democrat and third party than older generations (Huang et al., 2016; 2016 Election Results, 2016).
     Figure 8: Party Affiliation of Participants          Figure 9: Political Ideology of Participants
  
	The last descriptive measure of survey respondents was their reported family structure. This was necessary to record in order to account for single and same-sex parents in the sample, who might not demonstrate the same gender role polarization dynamics that two opposite-sex parents would. In Figure 10, 88% of participants described their parents/guardians as an opposite-sex couple, 3% said their parents were a same-sex couple, and 5% had single mothers. 


Figure 10: Composition of Participants’ Parents
















Results:
	I now turn to the thematic findings from my data analysis – which are mixed. On the one hand, they do not consistently show a significant or clear relationship between different gender role expressions demonstrated by mothers and fathers, and the political party affiliations and ideologies of themselves and their children. On the other hand, children do tend to align with third parties more often than their parents, and political ideology seems to be gendered. It is also clear that both mothers’ and fathers’ political beliefs are highly related to those of their children, but perhaps not as strongly on an issue-by-issue basis. Additionally, I found evidence to support the theory that mothers have more political influence over their children than fathers. Finally, there was an interesting, but insignificant pattern between child political party affiliation and the household’s primary caregiver for children.

Parent and Child Political Identities:
	Figure 1 and Figure 2 show the distribution of all the study participants’ political party affiliations and ideologies. These figures were already discussed in my methods section, but are provided here for comparison to their parents’ political identities. As both figures show, half of the participants – the “children” in this study – are aligned with the Democratic Party and a little more than half are liberal. Figure 1 highlights that the other half of the children are Independents, Republicans, Unaffiliated, or aligned as another third party. Figure 2 reports that a little less than half of the children identified as moderate, conservative, or a different political ideology than liberal. These proportions stand in stark contrast to those of the participants’ parents.

    Figure 1: Child Political Party Affiliation                    Figure 2: Child Political Ideology
 
	The reported political party affiliations and ideologies of the participants’ mothers are presented in Figure 3 and Figure 4. In both figures, as reported by the children, the mothers are less often Democrats and liberals than their children and are more than twice as likely to be described as Republican and conservative than their own children. Additionally, mothers are less likely to align with third parties, despite the fact that they are reported to be as moderate as their children. 
 Figure 3: Mother Political Party Affiliation                  Figure 4: Mother Political Ideology
 
	As Figure 5 and Figure 6 show, the fathers of study participants are less likely to be reported as liberal and Democratic than their children or partners. In fact, both figures report that almost half of the fathers are Republican and conservative, and only about a quarter report that they are Democratic or liberal. Figure 5 shows that fathers, like mothers, are less likely than their children to align with third parties. 
Figure 5: Father Political Party Affiliation                   Figure 6: Father Political Ideology
 
	The finding that children are more often third-party affiliated than their parents could support Hypothesis 4, which states that children will become less politically polarized with the increasing gender equality of parents in each successive generation. The results are also in tangent with the findings from the 2016 presidential election exit polls, in which younger voters were consistently more likely to vote Democrat and third party (Huang et al., 2016; 2016 Election Results, 2016). They show some support for Hypothesis 1, which anticipates the political polarization of parents. Compared to fathers, mothers are more often liberal by a margin of 9% and more often Democrats by a margin of 16%. Additionally, 9% more fathers than mothers are called Republicans by their children and 10% more are labeled as conservatives. 

Child’s Gender and their Political Identities and Views:
	Table 1 highlights the relationship between gender and political ideology. As the table shows, ideology is highly gendered among the youth participants. Females largely favor liberalism and the males slightly favor conservatism, which supports the existence of a widespread gender gap in political affiliation (Carroll, 2014). There was not a significant relationship between gender and party affiliation. 
	Table 1: Child's Gender by Child's Political Ideology

	Gender
	Child's Political Ideology
	Total

	
	Liberal
	Conservative
	Moderate
	Other Ideology
	

	Female
	62%
	13%
	21%
	5%
	76%

	Male
	30%
	33%
	29%
	8%
	24%

	Total
	54%
	18%
	23%
	6%
	100%

	Pearson's Chi-Squared=8.87**
	P=0.031
	N=102
	 
	 

	p < .10 significant with 90% confidence*
	
	
	 

	p < .05 significant with 95% confidence**
	
	
	 

	p < .01 significant with 99% confidence***
	
	
	 

	(Tables show within-row frequencies)
	 
	 
	 


	
	As Table 2 shows, gender also influences the respondents’ opinions about government expansion and paid family leave. Females are more likely than males to support paid family leave for both parents. Males are more likely than females to support paid maternal leave. Given that women are typically expected to work outside the home now, and time invested in family leave takes away from time invested in one’s career, it logically follows that women would like men to have the option to take family leave as well.   



	Table 2: Child's Gender by Who the Child Believes Should Receive Paid Family Leave

	Gender
	Child's Stance on Paid Family Leave
	Total

	
	Neither Parents
	Only the Mother
	Both Parents
	

	Female
	3%
	9%
	89%
	76%

	Male
	13%
	25%
	63%
	24%

	Total
	5%
	13%
	82%
	100%

	Pearson's Chi-Squared=8.90**
	P=0.012
	N=102
	 
	 

	p < .10 significant with 90% confidence*
	
	
	 

	p < .05 significant with 95% confidence**
	
	
	 

	p < .01 significant with 99% confidence***
	
	
	 

	(Tables show within-row frequencies)
	 
	 
	 



Family Characteristics and Child’s Political Identities and Views:	
	Table 3 reveals that parents’ political party affiliations are significantly associated with their children’s. The results then clearly demonstrate that children do share political tendencies with their parents. They also strongly support the mounting evidence that mothers are more politically influential than fathers (Acock and Bengtson, 1978). For example, children tend to predominately align with the same party as their mothers when the mothers are Democrats, Republicans, and Independents. However, children only align predominantly with their fathers when the fathers are Democrats. In fact, when a father is Republican, their child is still 10% more often a Democrat than a Republican. When a father is an Independent, their child is still 21% more often a Democrat than an Independent. These findings support Hypothesis 2 by showing that mothers have a great liberalizing effect on their children that fathers do not. 



	Table 3: Parent Political Party Affiliation by Child Political Party Affiliation

	

	Mother's Political Party Affiliation

	Parent's Party Affiliation
	Child's Party Affiliation
	Total

	
	Democratic
	Republican
	Independent
	Unaffiliated
	Other Party
	

	Democratic
	82%
	7%
	9%
	0%
	2%
	45%

	Republican
	26%
	36%
	21%
	18%
	0%
	39%

	Independent
	17%
	8%
	50%
	17%
	8%
	12%

	Unaffiliated
	0%
	0%
	0%
	75%
	25%
	4%

	Other Party
	100%
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%
	1%

	Total
	50%
	18%
	18%
	12%
	3%
	100%

	Pearson's Chi-Squared=70.44***
	P=0.000
	N=101
	 
	 

	Father's Political Party Affiliation

	Parent's Party Affiliation
	Child's Party Affiliation
	Total

	
	Democratic
	Republican
	Independent
	Unaffiliated
	Other Party
	

	Democratic
	82%
	14%
	4%
	0%
	0%
	27%

	Republican
	36%
	26%
	22%
	14%
	2%
	49%

	Independent
	47%
	5%
	26%
	11%
	11%
	19%

	Unaffiliated
	25%
	0%
	0%
	75%
	0%
	4%

	Other Party
	0%
	0%
	100%
	0%
	0%
	2%

	Total
	50%
	18%
	19%
	12%
	3%
	100%

	Pearson's Chi-Squared=49.00***
	P=0.000
	N=103
	 
	 

	p < .10 significant with 90% confidence*
	
	
	
	 

	p < .05 significant with 95% confidence**
	
	
	
	 

	p < .01 significant with 99% confidence***
(Tables show within-row frequencies)
	 
	 
	 
	 


	
	The findings in Table 4 show an intriguing relationship between the children’s and parents’ political identifiers and the children’s feelings about the expansion of any services provided by the government. The top panel of the table shows that mothers’ party affiliations are more strongly indicative of the children’s levels of opposition to government expansion, and generally in the expected directions for each party. Given that the mothers’ party affiliations are more related to the children’s stances on government expansion than the fathers’ party affiliations these findings once again support Hypothesis 2. Both the mothers’ and fathers’ party affiliations are significantly related to the offspring’s levels of opposition to government expansion. This finding does fall in line with the political socialization study by Jennings et al. (2009), which indicates that parents are generally successful at transmitting stereotypically partisan policy stances. 
	Table 4: Parental Political Party Affiliation by Child's Stance on Government Expansion

	

	Mother's Political Party Affiliation

	Mother's Party Affiliation 
	Child's Opposition to Government Expansion
	Total

	
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Neither
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	

	Democratic Party
	7%
	4%
	4%
	47%
	38%
	45%

	Republican Party
	21%
	26%
	31%
	13%
	10%
	39%

	Third Party or Unaffiliated
	6%
	18%
	12%
	41%
	24%
	17%

	Total
	12%
	15%
	16%
	33%
	25%
	100%

	Pearson's Chi-Squared=33.96***
	P=0.000
	N=101
	 
	 

	Father's Political Party Affiliation

	Father's Party Affiliation 
	Child's Opposition to Government Expansion
	Total

	
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Neither
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	

	Democratic Party
	7%
	7%
	7%
	43%
	36%
	27%

	Republican Party
	14%
	22%
	26%
	24%
	14%
	49%

	Third Party or Unaffiliated
	12%
	12%
	4%
	40%
	32%
	24%

	Total
	12%
	16%
	16%
	33%
	24%
	100%

	Pearson's Chi-Squared=17.20**
	 
	P=0.028
	N=103
	 
	 

	p < .10 significant with 90% confidence*
	
	
	
	 

	p < .05 significant with 95% confidence**
	
	
	
	 

	p < .01 significant with 99% confidence***
(Tables show within-row frequencies)
	 
	 
	 
	 


	
Parents’ Education and Parent and Child Political Identities:
	There is a significant association between both parents’ highest levels of education and the mothers’ political ideologies. Table 5 shows that mothers tend to be more liberal with higher levels of education. Additionally, though not shown in Table 5, I found an association between the higher educational attainment of fathers, and mothers tending to identify less often as Independents and Republicans. The added relationship with the paternal level of education indicates a relationship between mothers’ political identifiers and familial socio-economic status (SES). Social class would likely increase as either parent became more educated, so this is result is logical. It then appears that Democratic and liberal mothers are associated with higher family SES and education, and Republican and conservative mothers are more associated with lower family SES and education. Although not shown here, the fathers’ political identities are not significantly related to either parents’ education or SES in this way. These findings imply that women who value continuing their own education or pursuing highly educated partners are typically more liberal.
	Table 5: Parents' Highest Levels of Education by Mother's Political Ideology

	

	Mother's Highest Level of Education

	Education Degree Type
	Mother's Political Ideology
	Total

	
	Liberal
	Conservative
	Moderate
	Other Ideology
	

	High School
	13%
	88%
	0%
	0%
	8%

	Some College
	17%
	75%
	8%
	0%
	12%

	Associates or 2-year
	25%
	50%
	25%
	0%
	4%

	Bachelors or 4-year
	41%
	24%
	33%
	2%
	46%

	Masters
	46%
	46%
	9%
	0%
	22%

	Doctoral or Professional
	33%
	33%
	33%
	0%
	9%

	Total
	36%
	42%
	22%
	1%
	100%

	Pearson's Chi-Squared=23.20*
	P=0.080
	N=101
	 
	 

	Father's Highest Level of Education

	Education Degree Type
	Mother's Political Ideology
	Total

	
	Liberal
	Conservative
	Moderate
	Other Ideology
	

	High School
	13%
	75%
	13%
	0%
	8%

	Some College
	14%
	71%
	0%
	14%
	7%

	Associates or 2-year
	50%
	25%
	25%
	0%
	4%

	Bachelors or 4-year
	37%
	45%
	18%
	0%
	38%

	Masters
	36%
	29%
	36%
	0%
	31%

	Doctoral or Professional
	54%
	31%
	15%
	0%
	13%

	Total
	36%
	42%
	22%
	1%
	100%

	Pearson's Chi-Squared=27.50**
	P=0.025
	N=101
	 
	 

	p < .10 significant with 90% confidence*
	 
	 
	 

	p < .05 significant with 95% confidence**
	
	
	 

	p < .01 significant with 99% confidence***
	
	
	 

	(Tables show within-row frequencies)
	 
	 
	 
	 


	
	The insignificant relationship between the education level of mothers and fathers and child party affiliation does not support the hypothesis that the higher the mother’s highest level of education is, the more likely her child is to identify as a Democrat, as shown in the top panel of Table 6.  Republican, third party-affiliated and unaffiliated children are found to be equally represented across the mothers’ different educational attainment levels. Since one would expect mothers in egalitarian couples to generally be more educated, it is reasonable to say that this table does not support Hypothesis 4, which states that egalitarian couples produce less polarized children. These findings, while insignificant, also hint at a possible relationship between political party affiliation and childhood SES, with parental educational attainment as an indicator of social class.  



	Table 6: Parents' Highest Levels of Education by Child's Political Party Affiliation

	Mother's Highest Level of Education

	Educational Degree Type
	Child's Party Affiliation
	Total

	
	Democratic Party
	Republican Party
	Third Party or Unaffiliated
	

	High School
	40%
	30%
	30%
	10%

	Some College
	33%
	17%
	50%
	12%

	Associates or 2-year
	50%
	0%
	50%
	4%

	Bachelors or 4-year
	53%
	11%
	36%
	45%

	Masters
	46%
	36%
	18%
	21%

	Doctoral or Professional
	67%
	0%
	33%
	9%

	Total
	49%
	17%
	34%
	100%

	Pearson's Chi-Squared=13.54
	P=0.195
	N=104
	 

	Father's Highest Level of Education:

	Educational Degree Type
	Child's Party Affiliation
	Total

	
	Democratic Party
	Republican Party
	Third Party or Unaffiliated
	

	High School
	33%
	11%
	56%
	9%

	Some College
	29%
	29%
	43%
	7%

	Associates or 2-year
	40%
	40%
	20%
	5%

	Bachelors or 4-year
	44%
	15%
	41%
	38%

	Masters
	55%
	16%
	29%
	30%

	Doctoral or Professional
	77%
	15%
	8%
	13%

	Total
	49%
	17%
	34%
	100%

	Pearson's Chi-Squared=11.15
	P=0.346
	N=104
	 

	p < .10 significant with 90% confidence*
	
	 

	p < .05 significant with 95% confidence**
	
	
	 

	p < .01 significant with 99% confidence***
(Tables show within-row frequencies)
	 
	 
	 



	As the bottom panel of Table 6 shows, the child’s affiliation with the Democratic Party increases with paternal education, but again, this is not a significant relationship. One can also see that the proportion of Republicans, third party-aligned, and unaffiliated children remain relatively stable across paternal education levels. However, fathers who at most earn Associate’s degrees or completed some college are more likely to produce Republican offspring. Also, third-party and unaffiliated children are more common amongst those whose fathers who are less educated. These insignificant findings also hint that the higher the socio-economic status of a family, as estimated by both parents’ highest degrees earned, the more often its children are Democrats. Unfortunately, a larger sample would be needed to explore whether or not this relationship could be significant. It also does little to explicitly explain if there is a relationship between parent gender roles and child party affiliation.

Household Division of Labor and Parent and Child Political Identities:
	When looking at the parental division of labor variables – employment status, financial decision-making, caregiving for children, and housework – and their impacts on both parents’ political identifiers, there is only one significant result. Table 7 shows a significant relationship between the primary performers of housework in the families and the fathers’ political ideologies. The table makes it clear that in households where both parents share the housework, fathers are tend to be liberal or moderate; if only the mother or another person performs the majority of housework, fathers tend to be more conservative. These results support the prediction of more polarized fathers in traditional families as stated in Hypothesis 1, because fathers are disproportionately conservative the more traditional the division of household labor is. Table 7 also supports Hypothesis 3 in demonstrating that fathers are more moderate when the division of housework between parents is egalitarian. Therefore, if anything, it looks like a change in the division of household labor between parents is more likely to be tied to the fathers’ political identities more than mothers’ identities. Given that men are adjusting their gender role expressions by increasing in the amount of housework they take on in egalitarian relationships, this makes sense (Cohen, 2015).

	Table 7: Parental Division of Housework by Father's Political Ideology

	

	Primary Performer of Housework
	Father's Political Ideology
	Total

	
	Liberal
	Conservative
	Moderate
	Other Ideology
	

	Both Parents
	44%
	30%
	26%
	0%
	22%

	Father
	20%
	40%
	0%
	40%
	5%

	Mother
	24%
	57%
	18%
	2%
	66%

	Other
	14%
	71%
	14%
	0%
	7%

	Total
	27%
	52%
	19%
	3%
	100%

	Pearson's Chi-Squared=32.92***
	P=0.000
	N=103
	 

	p < .10 significant with 90% confidence*
	 
	 
	 

	p < .05 significant with 95% confidence**
	
	
	 

	p < .01 significant with 99% confidence***
	
	
	 

	(Tables show within-row frequencies)
	 
	 
	 



	While the rest of the findings on parent division of labor were insignificant, the caregiving variable is still worth glancing at for patterns. Table 8 shows the relationships between maternal party affiliation and the household division of caregiving for children. In the top panel, mothers who serve as the primary caregivers in their families, instead of sharing this responsibility evenly with their partners, are 14% more likely to affiliate with the Democratic Party. In the bottom panel, mothers are 9% more likely to identify as liberal when they alone are the primary caregivers. This trend mirrors Hypothesis 1 – that traditional gender roles are associated with polarized parents – because the mothers are disproportionately left-leaning in more traditional family patterns of caregiving. The pattern is also supported by previous literature on polarized parenthood and its effects on maternal political leanings (Elder & Greene, 2012; Howell & Day, 2000; Greenlee, 2014). Intriguingly, in couples demonstrating a more gender-neutral division of caregiving responsibilities, mothers are 15% more often Republican and 17% more often conservative when compared to with primary caregiving mothers. There is actually about an equal proportion of third party-affiliated and unaffiliated mothers in both traditional and egalitarian couples. Primary caregiving mothers are 6% more likely to identify as moderate when compared to their egalitarian counterparts. In other words, given further exploration, it is possible that the childcare components of parenthood could be related to polarized motherhood. This insignificant trend still fits well with Hypothesis 3, which states that 
	Table 8: Primary Caregiver for Child by Mothers' Political Identities

	

	Mother's Political Party Affiliation

	Primary Caregiver
	Mother's Party Affiliation
	Total

	
	Democratic Party
	Republican Party
	Third Party or Unaffiliated
	

	Both Parents
	36%
	47%
	17%
	36%

	Father
	33%
	67%
	0%
	3%

	Mother
	50%
	32%
	18%
	61%

	Total
	45%
	39%
	17%
	100%

	Pearson's Chi-Squared=3.56
	P=0.469
	N=101
	 
	 

	Mother's Political Ideology

	Primary Caregiver
	Mother's Political Ideology
	Total

	
	Liberal
	Conservative
	Moderate
	Other Ideology
	

	Both Parents
	30%
	51%
	19%
	0%
	36%

	Father
	33%
	67%
	0%
	0%
	3%

	Mother
	39%
	34%
	25%
	2%
	61%

	Total
	36%
	42%
	22%
	1%
	100%

	Pearson's Chi-Squared=4.33
	P=0.633
	N=101
	 
	 

	p < .10 significant with 90% confidence*
	
	
	 

	p < .05 significant with 95% confidence**
	
	
	 

	p < .01 significant with 99% confidence***
	
	
	 

	(Tables show within-row frequencies)
	 
	 
	 


egalitarian couples will be less polarized, because the more right-leaning beliefs of mothers in 

egalitarian couples fit better with those of the predominately conservative fathers in this sample.
	Table 9 shows how fathers interact with the primary caregiver variable in their party affiliations and ideologies, and again, the results are insignificant. Nonetheless, the proportions in the top panel are somewhat surprising, with fathers in more traditional families being 10% more likely to affiliate with Democrats, 11% more likely to affiliate with Republicans, and 22% less likely to be third party-affiliated or unaffiliated than their egalitarian counterparts. This is not congruent with Hypothesis 1, which expects fathers in more traditional couples to polarize in one direction, not both. However, it does match with Hypothesis 3, because the fathers in more egalitarian couples are less polarized. Confusingly, when looking at ideology in the bottom panel instead of party affiliation, fathers are almost equally likely to be conservative, liberal, or moderate in both household caregiving types. It then seems that caregiving patterns may not relate to the polarization of fathers’ ideologies. Indeed, fathers were found to be less polarized, or not at all, when compared to mothers in past studies (Elder & Greene 2016; Greenlee, 2014). 
	Table 9: Primary Caregiver for Child by Fathers' Political Identities

	

	Father's Political Party Affiliation

	Primary Caregiver
	Father's Party Affiliation
	Total

	
	Democratic Party
	Republican Party
	Third Party or Unaffiliated
	

	Both Parents
	22%
	41%
	38%
	36%

	Father
	0%
	67%
	33%
	3%

	Mother
	32%
	52%
	16%
	61%

	Total
	27%
	49%
	24%
	100%

	Pearson's Chi-Squared=7.34
	P=0.119
	N=103
	 
	 

	



	
	
	
	

	Father's Political Ideology

	Primary Caregiver
	Father's Political Ideology
	Total

	
	Liberal
	Conservative
	Moderate
	Other Ideology
	

	Both Parents
	30%
	51%
	19%
	0%
	36%

	Father
	0%
	67%
	33%
	0%
	3%

	Mother
	27%
	51%
	17%
	5%
	61%

	Total
	27%
	51%
	18%
	3%
	100%

	Pearson's Chi-Squared=3.35
	P=0.764
	N=103
	 
	 

	p < .10 significant with 90% confidence*
	
	
	 

	p < .05 significant with 95% confidence**
	
	
	 

	p < .01 significant with 99% confidence***
	
	
	 

	(Tables show within-row frequencies)
	 
	 
	 


	
	Table 10 compares the primary caregiving variable to children’s party affiliations and ideologies, and the results are also insignificant. Still, the top panel shows that in families in which both mothers and fathers are reported to share childcare responsibilities equally, Republicans, third party-affiliated or unaffiliated children are respectively 6% and 19% more common than they are in families with mothers serving as the primary caregivers. The bottom panel shows that in households in which parents share caregiving, children are also more likely to be conservative (11%) and moderate (2%) than in traditional households. The patterns represented in the table thereby align with Hypothesis 4, as the children are more often third-party aligned, although more conservative, when their parents are egalitarian. The table also matches with Hypothesis 2 because that mothers are respectively 26% and 18% more likely to raise Democrats and liberals when they take on the brunt of caregiving responsibilities.  Since married women still by and large perform childcare duties with greater frequency than their husbands, this pattern could have great implications if found significant in the future (Cohen, 2015). 

	Table 10: Primary Caregiver by Child's Political Identities

	

	Child's Political Party Affiliation

	Primary Caregiver
	Child's Party Affiliation
	Total

	
	Democratic Party
	Republican Party
	Third Party or Unaffiliated
	

	Both Parents
	32%
	22%
	46%
	36%

	Father
	67%
	0%
	33%
	3%

	Mother
	58%
	16%
	27%
	62%

	Total
	49%
	17%
	34%
	100%

	Pearson's Chi-Squared=6.92
	P=0.140
	N=104
	 
	 

	Child's Political Ideology

	Primary Caregiver
	Child's Political Ideology
	Total

	
	Liberal
	Conservative
	Moderate
	Other Ideology
	

	Both Parents
	43%
	24%
	24%
	8%
	36%

	Father
	67%
	33%
	0%
	0%
	3%

	Mother
	61%
	13%
	22%
	5%
	62%

	Total
	55%
	17%
	22%
	6%
	100%

	Pearson's Chi-Squared=5.17
	P=0.522
	N=104
	 
	 

	p < .10 significant with 90% confidence*
	 
	 
	 

	p < .05 significant with 95% confidence**
	
	
	 

	p < .01 significant with 99% confidence***
	
	
	 

	(Tables show within-row frequencies)
	 
	 
	 









[bookmark: _GoBack]Discussion and Conclusion:
	Overall, my results provide partial support for the idea that mothers have more political influence than fathers, and that they might gain at least some of that influence through the additional time they spend interacting with their children. The results also hint that as long as mothers alone perform the majority of childcare responsibilities in families, they could end up disproportionately left-leaning and raise new generations of men and women who are more left-leaning (Elder & Greene, 2012; Howell & Day, 2000; Greenlee, 2014). Indeed, the mothers themselves are 12% more likely to be liberal and 18% more likely to be Democrats than the fathers in these families. The patterns of these findings, while insignificant, still fit Hypothesis 1 and Hypothesis 2, which expect that traditional expressions of gender roles in the household will be associated with the political polarization of parents and children, with mothers and children leaning to the left. The patterns in my results also raise the possibility that with the increasingly equal division of childcare responsibilities in consecutive generations of parents, new cohorts of children will grow up affiliating with third parties more often than their parents. Together, these two ideas could converge to predict more Democratic and third party-affiliated generations to come. Right now, election exit polls are already demonstrating these trends (Huang et al., 2016; 2016 Election Results, 2016). Future, larger studies should explore these relationships to see if they might be significant. 
	Another caveat of in these findings beyond statistical insignificance is that the party affiliation of children does not translate evenly into their political ideologies. The children raised by parents who share caregiving responsibilities evenly are only slightly more moderate than the children from families with primary caregiving mothers. In fact, children primarily raised by both parents more often grow up Republican (6%) and conservative (11%) than those raised primarily by mothers alone. This trend indicates that children are more likely to be conservative when their generally Republican or conservative fathers are more involved in raising them. It also presents the idea that conservative Millennials are starting to pull away from the Republican Party. These patterns do not fit with Hypothesis 4, however, which predicts a less political polarization in children whose parents practice more egalitarian gender roles. 
	All of this information together hints that with the increasing involvement of fathers in their children’s lives, more children could be pulled to the right end of the political ideology spectrum. Therefore, involved fathers may play an important role in politics by preserving conservatism in future generations. One important question to ask in the future is: how much does the fact that mothers are more often conservative in egalitarian families play a role in this phenomenon? Could conservative fathers have more political influence over the mothers and children in egalitarian families, or could the sharing of caregiving between parents prevent mothers from polarizing to the left upon parenthood? Regardless, the tendency for egalitarian mothers to align more to the right does not support Hypothesis 3, which expects mothers to be less polarized to the right or left in egalitarian relationships. 
	This study was obviously limited in the fact that it was not an experiment, and I have no way of confirming which direction the relationships work in, or whether they are causal. Additionally, all of the family data was collected directly from the children in this study, and there is always a chance that they reported some of the data incorrectly. Therefore, future studies on this topic would benefit from surveying each family member, and not just offspring. It is also important to remember that my sample was not large or diverse, which limited how detailed my analyses of the variables could be while remaining statistically valid. The lack of diversity also limits the generalizability of this data, as it pertains to college-attending, and mostly white and female youth. Finally, the most exciting patterns in my data involving the caregiving variable were not statistically significant, and future research could benefit from looking into the same phenomenon to check for significance. 
	In summary, my study results encourage the prediction of two outcomes from politicized parenting: opposite-sex couples who let childcare duties primarily fall to mothers will raise more Democrats, and those who share in childcare duties will raise more third party-aligned and Republican children. Such predictions are somewhat counterintuitive in that Americans typically think of liberal couples as more supportive of gender equality in their relationships. They also bring into question what happens when primary caregiving mothers raise left-leaning children who presumably aspire to be in more gender equal relationships when they grow up. Do those offspring remain proportionally more conservative than the next generation and raise more conservative children too? Or do these trends say more about an emphasis that conservative mothers and fathers place on being with their children? These are important ideas to explore in subsequent studies on gendered parenthood and the resulting political socialization of offspring.
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Appendix A – Family and Politics Survey:

Q1 I'm a UNC student conducting a research survey as part of a Senior Honors Thesis on family and political alignment. The purpose of this research is to examine how factors such as gender and parenting impact political belief in college students. The survey will take about 10 minutes, and all of your answers will be recorded anonymously. Your participation is voluntary, and you may skip any question that you feel uncomfortable answering and you can stop the survey at any time. If you have any questions or concerns after the survey, you may contact Jillian Tillett at jltillet@live.unc.edu. Do you agree to the above terms? By answering “Yes,” you confirm that you are at least 18 years old, and consent to participating in this survey.
Yes 
No 
If No Is Selected, Then Skip To End of Survey

Q2 Are you currently an undergraduate student at UNC Chapel Hill? 
Yes 
No 
If No Is Selected, Then Skip To End of Survey

Q3 To what extent do you agree or disagree with the following statement: I oppose the expansion of government services. 
Strongly Agree 
Agree 
Neither agree nor disagree 
Disagree 
Strongly disagree 

Q4 Should parents/guardians receive paid leave after having/adopting a child?
Yes, the mother should receive paid leave 
Yes, the father should receive paid leave
Yes, both parents should receive paid leave 
No, neither parents should receive paid leave 

Q5 With which political party do you affiliate?
Democratic 
Republican 
Independent 
Unaffiliated 
Other (Please specify)  ____________________
Prefer not to say 

Q6 Which of the following best describes your political ideology?
Conservative 
Liberal 
Moderate 
Other (Please specify)  ____________________
Prefer not to say 

Q7 Please rank the level of influence that the following people have had on your political leanings on a scale of 0 to 5, with 5 being the most influential. 
______ Mother/Maternal Guardian 
______ Father/Paternal Guardian 
______ Peer(s) 
______ Sibling(s) 
______ Religious leader(s) 
______ Educator(s) 

Q8 Which of the following best describes how your political and social leanings have changed since starting college?
Extremely to the left 
Slightly to the left 
Not at all 
Slightly to the right
Extremely to the right 

Q9 With which political party does your mother/guardian affiliate?
Democratic 
Republican 
Independent 
Unaffiliated 
Other (please specify)  ____________________
I do not know 

Q10 Which of the following best describes your mother/guardian’s political ideology?
Conservative 
Liberal 
Moderate 
Other (Please Specify)  ____________________
I do not know 

Q11 With which political party does your father/guardian affiliate?
Democratic 
Republican 
Independent 
Unaffiliated 
Other (please specify)  ____________________
I do not know 

Q12 Which of the following best describes your father/guardian’s political ideology?
Conservative 
Liberal 
Moderate 
Other (Please specify)  ____________________
I do not know 

Q13 What is the highest level of education of your mother/guardian?
Primary education 
High school 
Some college 
Associate's/two-year degree 
Bachelor's degree 
Master's degree 
Doctoral/Professional degree 
I do not know 

Q14 What is the highest level of education of your father/guardian?
Primary education 
High school 
Some college 
Associate's/two-year degree
Bachelor's degree 
Master's degree 
Doctoral/Professional degree 
I do not know 

Q15 Please rank the following household tasks in the order of your preference, with 1 being your most preferred task. (Drag and drop your answers)
______ Shopping for groceries 
______ Mowing the lawn 
______ Washing the dishes 
______ Washing the car 
______ Doing the laundry 
______ Cleaning the house 
______ Taking care of children 

Q16 When you were growing up, did your mother/guardian work outside of the home at any time?
Yes, full-time 
Yes, only part-time or temporary 
No 
I do not know 

Q17 When you were growing up, did your father/guardian work outside of the home at any time?
Yes, full-time 
Yes, only part-time or temporary 
No 
I do not know 

Q18 Who would you consider to be the primary financial decision-maker in your family?
Mother/guardian 
Father/guardian 
Both parents 
Other 
I do not know 

Q19 Who would you consider to be your primary caregiver growing up?
Mother/guardian 
Father/guardian
Both parents 
Other 

Q20 While you were growing up, who performed most of the housework?
Mother/guardian 
Father/guardian 
Both parents 
Other 

Q21 Please select the choice that best describes the composition of your parents/guardians while you were growing up.
A married opposite-sex couple 
A married same-sex couple 
A non-married opposite-sex couple 
A non-married same-sex couple 
A single mother 
A single father 
Other (write in box)  ____________________
Prefer not to say 

Q22 Did you have any siblings while growing up?
Yes, brothers and sisters 
Yes, only sisters 
Yes, only brothers 
No 

Q23 What is your class year?
First-year 
Sophomore 
Junior 
Senior 

Q24 How old are you?
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 or older 

Q25 With which gender do you identify?
Male 
Female 
Other (Would you like to elaborate?)  ____________________
Prefer not to say 

Q26 What race/ethnicity do you identify with most?
White 
Black or African American 
Native American
Asian/Pacific Islander 
Multiracial (write in box) ____________________
Other (write in box) ____________________

Q27 Do you identify as Latino/Hispanic?
Yes 
No 

Q28 With which religion do you affiliate?
Christianity 
Judaism 
Islam 
Hinduism 
Atheist 
Agnostic 
Other (write in box)  ____________________
Prefer not to say 

Display This Question:
If With which religion do you affiliate? Christianity Is Selected
Q29 With which denomination do you affiliate?
Methodist 
Presbyterian 
Baptist 
Evangelical Protestant 
Catholic 
Other (write in box)  ____________________
Non-denominational 


Participants by Gender





Other
[VALUE]




Other
[VALUE]





Other
[VALUE]


Total	Other
[VALUE]


Female	Male	Other (Would you like to elaborate?)	Prefer not to say	0.73728813559322004	0.23728813559322001	1.6949152542372899E-2	8.4745762711864406E-3	
Participants by Race



Other
[VALUE]

Multiracial
[VALUE]






Multiracial
[VALUE]

Other
[VALUE]





Multiracial
[VALUE]

Other
[VALUE]


Total	Asian or Pacific Islander
[VALUE]


Multiracial
[VALUE]
Other
[VALUE]

Asian/Pacific Islander	Black or African American	Multiracial (write in box)	Other (write in box)	White	7.6271186440677999E-2	8.4745762711864406E-3	1.6949152542372899E-2	8.4745762711864406E-3	0.88983050847457601	
Participants by Percent Latino (any race)










Total	[CATEGORY NAME]t Latino
[VALUE]
Latino
[VALUE]

No	Yes	0.94915254237288105	5.0847457627118703E-2	
Mother's Highest Level of Education



Associate's/2-year Degree
[VALUE]




Doctoral or Professional Degree
[VALUE]


Associate's/2-year Degree
[VALUE]


Doctoral or Professional Degree
[VALUE]





Associate's/2-year Degree
[VALUE]


Doctoral or Professional Degree
[VALUE]




Total	Associate's or 2-year degree
[VALUE]

Doctoral or Professional degree
[VALUE]


Associate's/two-year degree	Bachelor's degree	Doctoral/Professional degree	High school	Master's degree	Some college	3.3898305084745797E-2	0.45762711864406802	8.4745762711864403E-2	8.4745762711864403E-2	0.21186440677966101	0.12711864406779699	
Father's Highest Level of Education



Doctoral or Professional Degree
[VALUE]

Associate's/2-year Degree
[VALUE]






Associate's/2-year Degree
[VALUE]


Doctoral or Professional Degree
[VALUE]






Associate's/2-year Degree
[VALUE]


Doctoral or Professional Degree
[VALUE]





Total	Associate's or 2-year degree
[VALUE]

Doctoral or Professional degree
[VALUE]

Do not know
[VALUE]

Associate's/two-year degree	Bachelor's degree	Doctoral/Professional degree	High school	I do not know	Master's degree	Some college	4.2372881355932202E-2	0.38135593220338998	0.12711864406779699	0.101694915254237	8.4745762711864406E-3	0.27118644067796599	6.7796610169491497E-2	
Paritipants by Political Party Affiliation





Other
[VALUE]





Other
[VALUE]






Other
[VALUE]



Total	
Other
[VALUE]

Democratic	Independent	Other (Please specify)	Republican	Unaffiliated	0.5	0.194915254237288	2.5423728813559299E-2	0.161016949152542	0.11864406779661001	
Participants by Political Ideology


Other
[VALUE]








Other
[VALUE]





Other
[VALUE]

Total	
Other
[VALUE]

Conservative	Liberal	Moderate	Other (Please specify)	0.152542372881356	0.55084745762711895	0.22881355932203401	6.7796610169491497E-2	
Composition of Participants' Parents






Other
[VALUE]






Other
[VALUE]






Other
[VALUE]

Total	


Other
[VALUE]

A married opposite-sex couple	A married same-sex couple	A non-married opposite-sex couple	A single mother	Other (write in box)	0.83760683760683796	2.5641025641025599E-2	5.1282051282051301E-2	5.1282051282051301E-2	3.4188034188034198E-2	
Children by Political Party Affiliation





Other
[VALUE]





Other
[VALUE]






Other
[VALUE]



Total	
Other
[VALUE]

Democratic	Independent	Other (Please specify)	Republican	Unaffiliated	0.5	0.194915254237288	2.5423728813559299E-2	0.161016949152542	0.11864406779661001	
Children by Political Ideology


Other
[VALUE]








Other
[VALUE]





Other
[VALUE]

Total	
Other
[VALUE]

Conservative	Liberal	Moderate	Other (Please specify)	0.15254237288135594	0.55084745762711862	0.2288135593220339	6.7796610169491525E-2	
Mothers by Party Affiliation





Other
[VALUE]


Do not know
[VALUE]



Do not know
[VALUE]


Other
[VALUE]





Do not know
[VALUE]


Other
[VALUE]



Total	Do not know
[VALUE]
Other
[VALUE]

Democratic	I do not know	Independent	Other (please specify)	Republican	Unaffiliated	0.42372881355932202	2.5423728813559299E-2	0.13559322033898299	8.4745762711864406E-3	0.36440677966101698	4.2372881355932202E-2	
Mothers by Political Ideology



Do not know
[VALUE]



Other
[VALUE]



Do not know
[VALUE]



Other
[VALUE]



Do not know
[VALUE]



Other
[VALUE]

Total	Do not know
[VALUE]
Other
[VALUE]

Conservative	I do not know	Liberal	Moderate	Other (Please Specify)	0.38135593220338981	4.2372881355932202E-2	0.33898305084745761	0.2288135593220339	8.4745762711864406E-3	
Fathers by Party Affiliation




Do not know
[VALUE]


Other
[VALUE]




Do not know
[VALUE]


Other
[VALUE]





Do not know
[VALUE]


Other
[VALUE]



Total	Do not know
[VALUE]
Other
[VALUE]

Democratic	I do not know	Independent	Other (please specify)	Republican	Unaffiliated	0.26271186440678002	5.0847457627118703E-2	0.169491525423729	2.5423728813559299E-2	0.45762711864406802	3.3898305084745797E-2	
Fathers by Political Ideology


Other
[VALUE]

Do not know
[VALUE]



Do not know
[VALUE]



Other
[VALUE]



Do not know
[VALUE]



Other
[VALUE]

Total	Do not know
[VALUE]
Other
[VALUE]

Conservative	I do not know	Liberal	Moderate	Other (Please specify)	0.48305084745762711	5.0847457627118647E-2	0.25423728813559321	0.17796610169491525	3.3898305084745763E-2	
Participants by Class Year 












Total	
First-year	Junior	Senior	Sophomore	0.23728813559322001	0.110169491525424	0.29661016949152502	0.355932203389831	
Participants by Age






















Total	
18	19	20	21	22	23 or older	0.22881355932203401	0.305084745762712	0.11864406779661001	0.26271186440678002	5.93220338983051E-2	2.5423728813559299E-2	
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