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Cross-Cutting Identities in American Politics:
Gender, Party, and Attitudes on Gun Reform
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Abstract

For decades, a focus on the gender gap in political attitudes has been a traditional way of understanding public opinion in the
United States. However, as American political life becomes more polarized and partisans more divided, this frame fails to
consider whether the increased importance of partisanship might work to disrupt expected patterns of gender difference.
Examining an issue of significant prominence and salience in American political life — guns and gun policy — we move beyond a
simple gender gap frame to examine gender gaps within each of the parties and the partisan differences among women and
among men on these important issues. Drawing on data from the 2022 Cooperative Election Study, we consider whether
gender and partisanship work together to shape attitudes toward guns and gun policies. We find that gender and party both
work to shape attitudes on guns, but some respondents, Republican women and Democratic men, experience cross-pressures
from their gender and party identities. This results in important complexity among gender and party groups, which we miss

when we fail to account for the impact of multiple identities on the preferences of individuals.
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Americans have a complicated relationship with guns. The
culture and history of the United States is one that mythol-
ogies guns as a central right and a part of our traditions and
heritage. The U.S. is one of only three countries in the world
that enshrines a constitutional right to individual ownership
of guns and about one-third of American adults say that they
own at least one gun. There are more civilian guns in the U.S.
than there are people (Fox et al., 2023; Schaeffer, 2024). At
the same time, our nation experiences horrific and regular gun
violence that is unlike anything found in other countries
around the world. The United States has the highest level of
gun violence among developed nations, with a gun homicide
rate that is 26 times that of peer nations (Jordan, 2022).
Americans have experienced mass shootings in elementary
schools, high schools, on college campuses, in movie theaters
and malls and grocery stores, in places of worship and in
workplaces all over the country. In the contemporary period,
the United States is a country in which gun rights and gun
violence go hand in hand in ways that are unique to our
country and our political culture.

Public opinion on gun rights and gun reform is just as
complex, reflecting the political polarization that is an im-
portant aspect of current debate and policy proposals. In the
wake of a mass shooting, most Americans demand gov-
ernment action on guns, often calling for significant gun

reform legislation. A mass shooting leads to an approximately
15 percent increase in the introduction of firearms bills in an
affected state’s legislature in the year after the shooting, but
not necessarily to the passage of that legislation (Luca et al.,
2019). Then, attention wanes and guns recede from the public
mind until the next mass shooting (Hassell et al., 2020). The
June 2022 passage and signing of the federal Bipartisan Safer
Communities Act was a relatively rare and immediate re-
sponse to a series of mass shootings — the deaths of
19 children and two adults at Robb Elementary School in
Uvalde, Texas and the deaths of 10 Black shoppers in a
Buffalo, New York grocery store within 10 days of each other
in May of that year.

Scholars of public opinion have devoted significant at-
tention to understanding where Americans stand on gun is-
sues and what influences shape these opinions. While there

'Department of Philosophy, Contemporary History, & Political Science,
University of Turku/Turun Yliopisto, Turku, Finland

2Depar‘tment of Political Science, University of Wisconsin Milwaukee,
Milwaukee, WI, USA

Corresponding Author:

Michael A. Hansen, Department of Philosophy, Contemporary History, &
Political Science, University of Turku/Turun Yliopisto, Turku, Finland.
Email: michael.hansen@utu.fi


https://us.sagepub.com/en-us/journals-permissions
https://doi.org/10.1177/1532673X251324132
https://journals.sagepub.com/home/apr
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5116-5751
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7075-8920
mailto:michael.hansen@utu.fi
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1177%2F1532673X251324132&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2025-02-27

294

American Politics Research 53(4)

are numerous personal and political characteristics that can
influence opinion on guns, among the most prominent are
gender and partisanship. There is a longstanding and sig-
nificant gender gap in the U.S. on guns and gun policy issues,
with women expressing higher levels of support for gun
control legislation and men being more likely to favor looser
gun restrictions. As partisan polarization has increased,
Democrats and Republicans have demonstrated wider and
wider gaps in their support for gun control, with Democrats
being in favor and Republicans opposed. Yet, there is rela-
tively little work that examines the intersection of the in-
fluence of gender and party and examines whether there are
simply gender gaps and party gaps or whether there are also
party AND gender gaps. Previous work on public opinion
supports the idea that focusing on a gender gap obscures the
differences among women and those among men and ignores
the influence of other important social identities (Barnes &
Cassese, 2017; Cassese, 2020). The same is true for political
party, where there are often gender gaps in public opinion
within Democrats and within Republicans (Hansen & Dolan,
2020; Hansen et al., 2022). Here we explore whether party
and gender work together to shape opinion on gun policies by
examining data from the 2022 Cooperative Election Study
(CES). These CES data cover an unusually large number of
policy proposals related to guns and clearly support our
hypotheses about the interactions of these two key influences.
While expected party and gender gaps exist, we also find
gender gaps within each party and partisan differences among
women and among men, suggesting that these influential
identities can sometimes work as cross-pressures on indi-
vidual attitudes. Our findings demonstrate the importance of
considering how multiple influences on opinion work to
shape attitudes on this important contemporary issue.

Attitudes About Gun Policies in the
United States

Scholars of public opinion have traced several explanations
for attitudes on gun policies in the contemporary period.
Donald J. Campbell argues that the heart of attitudes about
guns in the United States revolves around a cultural divide
between what he calls “Bedrock America” and “Cosmo-
politan America” (2019). Bedrock America values the his-
torical role guns played in the American story and espouses
the values of self-reliance, individualism, and freedom, while
Cosmopolitan America sees the nation’s gun culture as an
anachronism, championing a more complex, interdependent,
and inclusive society that trusts government to solve social
problems. Campbell argues that these two cultural perspec-
tives have had an uneasy co-existence since the early 1900s,
one that is likely more pronounced today as polarization grips
American political life. These cultural perspectives will
sound familiar to scholars of public opinion, as they closely
mirror the cultural and ideological divides between

conservatives and liberals and, increasingly, Republicans and
Democrats. A robust literature on the determinants of atti-
tudes toward gun policies points to these sources of division.

While our focus is on the relationship of gender and
partisanship to attitudes about guns, we acknowledge that
there are a myriad of influences at play. Emotions like fear,
anxiety, and trust can have an impact, as perceptions of crime,
distrust of others, and anxiety about victimization can drive
gun ownership (Cao et al., 1997; Kelley & Ellison, 2021;
Warner & Steidley, 2022; Warner & Thrash, 2020). Episodic
incidents can also move gun attitudes, whether by stimulating
racial resentment or fears of personal harm, which is in line
with demonstrated spikes in gun sales after Barack Obama’s
election in 2008 and during the COVID-19 pandemic (Allyn,
2020; Bohn, 2008; Collins and Yaffe-Bellany 2020; Ratcliff,
2022). Beliefs about the government’s, particularly law en-
forcement agencies, ability to protect people versus indi-
viduals having to protect themselves can also shape views on
gun control and gun rights (Carlson, 2012; Hansen &
Seppala, 2024; Kelsay et al., 2018; Ryan et al., 2022).

Another body of research emphasizes the importance of
individual-level demographic and political characteristics and
lived experiences on attitudes toward guns and gun reform.
Given the increasing number of mass shootings in schools
and on college and university campuses in the United States,
it is hardly surprising that young Americans are more sup-
portive of gun control laws and less likely to own firearms
than older Americans (Adams, 2017; Schaeffer, 2024; Vegter
& Middlewood, 2022). Other work has identified the im-
portant role of race in these attitudes, finding that racial
prejudice reduces support for gun control among white
Americans and that white respondents are less likely to
support firearms availability when a hypothetical gun owner
is black than white (Filindra & Kaplan, 2016; Hayes et al.
(2021). Indeed, a consistent theme in the literature on race and
gun attitudes is the influence of racial prejudice as a differ-
entiator of white attitudes (Dowd-Arrow, 2020; Filindra &
Kaplan, 2016; O’Brien et al., 2013).

Gender and Partisanship and Guns
Gender

Scholars of public opinion have given significant attention to
the impact of gender on attitudes toward guns. The gender
gap, the difference between women and men on political
issues, is a common frame for examining support for public
policies (Barnes & Cassese, 2017; Huddy, Cassese, &
Lizotte, 2012; Shapiro & Mahajan, 1986). Indeed, there is
consistent evidence that women are generally more sup-
portive of gun control policies and less supportive of policies
that expand the presence of guns in public life (Barnes &
Cassese, 2017; Carlson, 2014; Filindra & Kaplan, 2016;
Goss, 2017; Haider-Markel & Joslyn, 2001; Howell & Day,
2000; Lizotte, 2020). This relationship is also robust to the
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consideration of multiple other influences on policy opinion
(Celinska, 2007; Haider-Markel & Joslyn, 2001; Lehmann &
Pickett, 2017). Recent polling data demonstrates a 13-
percentage point gap (64 percent to 51 percent) in
women’s and men’s affirmative response on the question of
whether gun laws in the U.S. should be stricter than they
currently are, which is just the most recent data point in a
longstanding pattern on this issue (Goss, 2017; Schaeffer,
2024). These consistent gender differences are explained by
several theoretical assumptions about the differences between
women and men. Chief among these are the beliefs that 1) the
values of motherhood and care for the vulnerable among
women lead them to be less supportive of use of force in
general than are men, and 2) that women’s lived experiences
cause them to have a different relationship to guns and its
associated violence than men do, which is supported by
significant body of work that finds women less likely to own
guns, more likely to fear them, and more likely to want
government control of firearms (Carlson, 2014; Eichenberg,
Lizotte, and Stoll, 2022; Goss & Heaney, 2010; Hansen et al.,
2022; Huddy et al., 2008).

Partisanship

As is the case on most policies issues, partisanship is a
significant shaper of attitudes about guns, both with regard to
gun control policies and toward the role of guns in American
life. Recent opinion polls demonstrate that 88 percent of
Democrats want gun laws to be stricter than they are now,
compared to 26 percent of Republicans. Democrats are also
more likely than Republicans to favor a ban on handguns, say
it is too easy to buy a gun, and believe gun violence is a major
problem in the country. They are less likely than Republicans
to believe owning a gun makes a home safer and are less
likely to personally own guns (Jones, 2023; Schaeffer, 2024).
Although party polarization is present on most gun issues,
there are some proposals on which there is more general
agreement, where significant majorities of the members of
both parties take a similar position. These include widespread
support for proposals that would limit access to guns for
people with mental illness, increase the age for buying guns to
21, and support for universal background checks (Best et al.,
2022; Schaeffer, 2024).

There is fairly consistent evidence that Democrats and
Republicans take different positions on gun reform issues.
But, perhaps more important than the fact that the parties are
polarized on gun issues is the way in which being a gun
advocate or gun foe has become a significant part of the
political identity of many Americans. Lacombe (2019) out-
lines the successful efforts of the National Rifle Association
(NRA) over many decades to cultivate a shared social identity
among gun owners around hunting, shooting, and firearms
activities. For many Americans, gun ownership has become
associated with distinct cultural, social, and political values
and is driven by contact with the NRA (Joslyn et al., 2017,

Lacombe et al., 2019). Since about 1980 and the presidency
of Ronald Reagan, this social identity around guns has also
become deeply politicized and increasingly intertwined with
Republican party politics, also as a result of the activities of
the NRA as it becomes an increasingly successful lobbying
organization that spent millions on campaign donations. As
Republicans pursued and became more identified with gun
rights legislation throughout the presidencies of Reagan and
George H.W. Bush, Democratic presidents Clinton and
Obama take increasingly public positions in favor of gun
control, with a key moment becoming the passage of leg-
islation banning assault weapons in 1994. Lacombe (2019)
suggests that this is the period during which public attitudes
on guns start to become polarized by political party. Miller
(2019) also points to the 1994 “Republican Revolution” as a
time period in which gun attitudes became more polarization
and identifies Barack Obama’s election in 2008 as a second
period of acceleration of that polarization. Since then, par-
tisan polarization on guns has only spread, leaving us in a
contemporary time when the leadership of the two parties
have staked out reliably distinct positions on issues, with the
Republican party’s embrace of the Second Amendment and
gun rights as a key part of their ideological and policy
agendas. As a result of party signals and reactions to a
constant stream of high-profile mass shootings in the U.S.,
members of the general public have also retreated to their
different sides.

The Cross Pressures of Gender
and Partisanship

Due to the centrality of gender as a lens through which people
experience and evaluate the political world, a focus on the
gender gap has been a mainstay in the study of public opinion
for decades (Conover & Sapiro, 1993; Lizotte, 2020; Mazza
& Scipioni, 2023; Shapiro & Mahajan, 1986; Woo et al.,
2023). However, one limitation of this approach has been the
evolution of a conventional wisdom that assumes women and
men take opposing positions on most issues, which results in
a masking of what can be significant diversity among women
and among men (Barnes & Cassese, 2017; Hansen et al.,
2022; Huddy et al., 2008). This problem is also evidenced by
the incorrect assumption that the gender gap is driven by
women and that the vast majority of women are Democrats
(Box-Steffensmeier et al., 2004; Kaufmann & Petrocik, 1999;
Ondercin, 2017). Coverage of the number of Republican
women who voted for Donald Trump has shifted the con-
versation (Barnes et al., 2021; Cassese & Barnes, 2019; Sides
et al., 2020), but a default to examining the political world
through the lens of the gender gap is common.

Recent work has begun to situate gender in the context of
other important political influences, including religion, race,
parental status, and partisanship (Barnes & Cassese, 2017;
Cassese, 2020; Cassese & Barnes, 2019; Deckman &
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Cassese, 2021; Hansen & Dolan, 2020, 2023; Klar, 2018).
Indeed, the potential for identities to work to cross-pressure
individuals on political issues is heightened in the current era
of partisan polarization. Although partisanship has tradi-
tionally been an important influence on attitudes and be-
haviors, its influence has strengthened dramatically in the last
20 years (Bartels, 2000; Carsey & Layman, 2006; Iyengar &
Krupenkin, 2018; Layman & Carsey, 2002; Mason &
Wronski, 2018). At the same time, partisanship has be-
come more closely intertwined with social identity, creating a
culture in which parties and their supporters become op-
posing “teams” of partisans (Mason, 2015; Miller & Conover,
2015; West & lyengar, 2022). Thus, we likely need to update
our understanding to examine how party sorting is shaping
positions on issues, which may be driving differences be-
tween women and men, as well as differences among women
and among men (Barnes & Cassese, 2017; Deckman, 2016;
Hansen et al., 2022; Hansen & Navarro, 2023).

The Impact of Cross-Pressures

According to past research, it is not without merit to expect
that women might be closely aligned in their support for gun
reform and gun control issues. Indeed, this work points to
women’s status as the most likely victims of domestic and
gender-based violence, their general opposition to use of
force, and the assumption that they have a more nurturing and
protective nature as the key factors shaping their attitudes
(Lizotte, 2020). At the same time, there is a body of research
that reveals the degree to which gun rights organizations and
movements have made a gendered argument about the im-
portance of gun rights. Key here is the framing of guns as a
way a woman can protect herself, a mother can protect her
family, and keep an ever-encroaching, paternalistic govern-
ment at bay. From Sarah Palin’s calls to “Mama Grizzlies” to
the NRA’s “Refuse to Be a Victim” program, conservative
gun rights organizations have made specific appeals to
women to increase their embrace of and support for guns and
gun rights (Deckman, 2016; Dolan, 2005). These efforts to
frame guns as a positive force for protection to conservative
women hews to a framing more consistent with the Re-
publican party’s position on guns. As Deckman (2016) finds,
Tea Party activists, particularly women, argue that access to
guns is crucial as an “equalizer” for women, who may have
less physical strength than men. Much of this outreach has an
appeal to women as mothers protecting their children and
homes, which is the traditional conservative vision of
women’s primary area of focus.

These attempts to appeal to (some) women can be suc-
cessful since there is fairly clear evidence that gender is a less
relevant influence for creating a sense of group identity than
race or religion, as American women are much less likely to
possess a sense of gender consciousness than, say, African
Americans are to have a shared sense of racial identity. As
Klar (2018) frames this, women in the U.S. lack a shared

understanding of what it means to be a woman. This lack of a
common understanding, she suggests, is what makes it more
challenging for women to put their identities as women first
against the potential influence of any of their other social
identities. Her argument echoes earlier work on women’s
interests and women’s identities as women, such as argu-
ments over the meaning of “feminism” in women’s lives or
what position on abortion is truly the “women’s perspective”
(Deckman, 2016; Klatch, 1987; Schreiber, 2008; Swers &
Larson, 2005).

The potential for partisanship to divide women or men on
gun issues is strengthened because the two parties take po-
larized positions on guns, as a series of court decisions and a
continual string of mass shootings have reinforced Demo-
cratic support for gun control measures and Republican
opposition (Barney & Schaffner, 2019). Cross-pressures,
then, can appear when an individual’s social and political
identities might pull in opposing directions on some issue.
Here, in thinking about the potential cross-pressures of
gender and partisanship, Democratic women and Republican
men are more likely to experience consistent influences from
their gender and party. These influences could be at cross-
purposes for Republican women and Democratic men,
making it more challenging for these individuals to develop
clear issue positions as they wrestle with different expecta-
tions and influences, particularly on an issue like guns, which
is highly salient to both gender and partisan groups.

Among members of the public, the impact of cross
pressures could take the form of identifiable gender gaps
within each party and partisan differences among women and
among men. Recent scholarship suggests that these patterns
are emerging on a set of issues. In examining attitudes toward
the use of force, Hansen et al. (2022) find that gender and
party cross-pressures clearly affect Republican women and
Democratic men across a range of issues involving the use of
force. On a series of domestic issues, Barnes and Cassese
(2017) find Republican women holding more moderate po-
sitions than their male colleagues because of gender differ-
ences in attitudes about the role of government and gender-
based inequality. These patterns of cross-pressures for Re-
publican women and Democratic men also appear on atti-
tudes about sexual harassment, suggesting that partisanship
can be a strong influence even on highly salient gendered
issues (Hansen & Dolan, 2020, 2023).

In thinking about how gender, party, and cross-pressure
influences shape attitudes toward guns and gun reform
proposals, we need to consider the party interests and gender
interests of women and men. As such, we can identify the
crosscutting influences of party and gender on individual
evaluations of the movement. Party interests identify the
expected partisan position on gun reform issues. For Dem-
ocrats, this takes the form of advocating for expansive gun
control laws and measures to ensure public safety. For Re-
publicans, party interests involve an emphasis on individual
rights, more gun rights policies, and acceptance of guns in
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public spaces. In terms of gender interests on guns, the as-
sumption is that women, who are much more likely to ex-
perience domestic violence than are men and have a stronger
aversion to violence in general, will be supportive of efforts
aimed at controlling guns. For men, a greater focus on the link
between guns, masculinity, and individual rights leads them
to be less likely to favor gun control policies. Based on the
consistent influence of their party and gender interests,
Democratic women and Republican men should be the most
and least supportive of gun control efforts. Republican
women and Democratic men, however, could potentially
experience the cross-pressures of party and gender interests.

Hypotheses

In examining attitudes toward gun reform, we have several
goals. First, we want to examine whether the expected gender
gap in these attitudes is present in our data. To do this, we
compare reactions of women and men to a series of proposed
gun reforms, both pro-control and pro-rights. Since we also
seek to assess the impact of partisanship on the gender gap in
these attitudes, we examine the gender gap within the
Democratic and Republican parties as well as the party gap
among women and among men. In doing so, we will be able
to see whether some respondents, namely, Republican
women and Democratic men, demonstrate evidence of being
cross-pressured by their gender and partisanship. We test
three hypotheses. First, we examine the gender gap between
women and men and the party gap between Democrats and
Republicans. Second, we test whether gender gaps exist
within each party. Third, we observe partisan differences
among women and among men. Finally, we note that the
surveys we employ offer an unusually large and varied
number of items about gun control and gun rights, which
allows us to more fully test a series of hypotheses that ex-
amine both the gun control and gun rights positions.

H;: In general, women will have more positive attitudes
toward gun control proposals and more negative feelings
toward gun rights proposals than will men and Democrats
will have more positive/negative attitudes than will
Republicans.

H,: Women in each party will be more likely than their co-
partisan men to exhibit positive attitudes toward gun control
proposals and more negative feelings toward gun rights
proposals. Because of the traditionally strong gender influ-
ence on gun issues, the potential cross-pressures on Re-
publican women should lead to a larger gender gap among
Republicans than among Democrats.

Hj: Democratic women will have more positive feelings
toward gun control proposals and more negative feelings
toward gun rights proposals than Republican women and
Democratic men will have more positive feelings toward gun
control proposals and more negative feels toward gun rights
proposals than Republican men. Due to potential cross-

pressures on Democratic men, we expect the party gap
among men to be larger than the party gap among women.

Data and Methodology

The data for this project come from the 2022 Cooperative
Election Study (CES). The 2022 CES is a survey administered
to a national stratified sample of 50,000 respondents, carried
out in two waves before and after the U.S. midterm con-
gressional elections. Respondents were surveyed on a range of
political topics, including political ideology, partisan identifi-
cation, vote intention, public issues, and issues pertaining to the
2022 midterms. An important strength of these survey data is
the large number of items that asked respondents for their
reactions to gun reform issues and that these items included
both gun control and gun rights positions.

Dependent Variables

The dependent variables employed represent attitudes toward
both gun control and gun rights expansion. In the CES pre-
election survey, respondents were asked, “On the issue of gun
regulation, do you support or oppose each of the following
proposals?” Three of the proposals represented the expansion
of gun rights: 1) Prohibit state and local governments from
publishing the names and addresses of all gun owners, 2)
Make it easier for people to obtain concealed-carry permit,
and 3) Allow teachers and school officials to carry guns in
public schools. Three proposals assessed support for gun
control: 1) Ban assault rifles, 2) Provide federal funding to
encourage states to take guns away from people who already
own them but might pose a threat to themselves or others, and
3) Improve background checks to give authorities time to
check the juvenile and mental health records of any pro-
spective gun buyer under the age of 21.

The gun reform questions are similar to other longstanding
measures represented in large-scale national election studies,
such as the CES since 2014 and several American National
Election Studies (ANES). The measures were intended to ex-
plore a baseline understanding of public sentiment for national-
level gun reform. It is important to note that these measures do
not account for local variation in current gun laws and the
reforms vary in terms of how well they would reduce gun
violence, as well as varying in their prospects for im-
plementation. For our purposes, the intended use of these
measures is to understand general support for a range of reforms.

Independent Variables

Because of our focus on the potential for cross-pressures on
respondents based on their gender and party identification,
these are our two main predictors of interest. Gender is coded
as woman = 1, man = 0. For party identification, we use a
three-category variable, folding leaners into the relevant
partisan categories. To test for cross-pressures between
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gender and partisanship on support for gun reforms, we in-
clude interactive terms in the regression models with the two
independent variables. Beyond these, we include important
demographic and attitudinal influences on attitudes toward
gun policy: age, gender, race, education, income, and
ideology in our models (Patten, Thomas, and Wade 2013;
Vegter & Middlewood, 2022). Variable coding and de-
scriptive statistics for all variables are included in Appendixes
A and B. In the empirical analysis, regression models are
estimated utilizing the “common weight” post-stratification
survey weight to reduce sampling error and potential non-
response bias.! We estimate logistic regression models with
survey weights incorporated due to the binary measurement
of the dependent variables.

Analysis

While our goal is to examine the potential impact of cross-
pressures identities on attitudes toward guns and gun policy,
we begin by confirming that the bivariate relationships on
which our hypotheses are built are demonstrated by our
respondents. Table 1 presents the results for the six items,
three on gun control and three on gun rights, by the gender of
the respondent and by party of the respondent. For each of the
gun control items — ban assault rifles, remove guns from
people who are a threat, and improving background checks
for people under 21 — there are significant differences be-
tween women and men. While majorities of both groups
support these gun control measures, women support each
potential policy at higher levels than do men, ranging from
seven to 20 percentage points higher. For the three gun rights
items — prohibiting the publication of personal information
about gun owners, making it easier for people to obtain
conceal/carry permits, and arming public school teachers and
administrators — men are significantly more likely to support
each proposal than are women by nine to 16 percentage points
and majorities of both groups only support one of the three

items. The expected patterns also exist among respondents
based on their party identification. Democrats are signifi-
cantly more likely to favor the gun control proposals than are
Independents and Republicans, with differences ranging from
14 to 55 percentage points, depending on the items. Im-
proving background checks has very high levels of support
from both Republicans and Democrats, but the higher level of
support from Democrats is still significant. Republicans are
more likely to support the gun rights items than Independents
and Democrats by between 48 and 55 percentage points.
There are no items here on which there is majority support
from both parties and larger overall differences than on the
gun control measures. Given the partisan polarization that
characterizes many issues in the U.S., the reality that partisan
gaps are significantly larger than the gaps between women
and men is not surprising.

Table 2 supports the expected finding that these bivariate
relationships between gender and gun attitudes and parti-
sanship and gun attitudes withstand a series of additional
influences on these attitudes included in the multivariate
models.” Here we see that women are significantly more
likely than men to support all three gun control items and less
likely than men to support all three gun rights items. Party
performs as expected, with Democrats being significantly
more likely than Republicans to support the gun control items
and less likely than Republicans to support the gun rights
items. These findings support our first hypothesis and
demonstrate the expected gender gaps and partisan gaps on
both gun control and gun rights issues. These findings, along
with the results in Table 1 offer confirmation of our first
hypothesis about gender differences and partisan differences
on gun reform items.

Because our subsequent hypotheses examine gender
differences in party effects and party differences in gender
effects, we also include an interaction term that captures
gender and party. Here we see that the interaction term ac-
counting for Republican women performs differently across

Table I. Support for Gun Policy Reform Full Sample and by Partisan Identification and Gender (2022 CES).

Gun control

Sample Dem Ind Rep Men Women

Ban assault rifles

Provide federal funding to encourage states to take guns away from people who 61.53% 85.48% 52.77%"

63.71% 8829% 54.47%  33.12%* 53.63% 72.25%"

31.59%" 54.76% 67.21%"

already own them but might pose a threat to themselves or others

Improve background checks to give authorities time to check the juvenile and 89.53% 96.30% 84.79%"

82.25%" 85.77% 92.79%"

mental health records of any prospective gun buyer under the age of 21

Gun rights Extension

Prohibit state and local governments from publishing the names and addresses of 55.81% 38.39% 61.35%"

all gun owners
Make it easier for people to obtain concealed-carry permit

Allow teachers and school officials to carry guns in public schools

78.01%" 62.32% 50.37%"

65.53%" 46.78% 30.98%°
76.94%" 50.17% 41.15%"

38.19% 16.76% 44.92%"
45.85% 21.29% 50.10%"

®Indicates statistically significant bivariate difference at p < .05.
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Table 2. Models Predicting Support for Gun Reform Proposals.

Ban Assault Take Away Improve Background  Prohibit Publish Conceal Carry  Carry Guns
Rifles Guns Checks Names Easier School
Constant [.33%* 2.30%* 2.67%* —0.55%* —1.45% — .47+
(0.05) (0.05) (0.08) (0.05) (0.05) (0.05)
Party ID - independent —1.21%* —1.22%* —1.15%* 0.55%* 0.98** 0.81%*
(0.04) (0.04) (0.06) (0.04) (0.04) (0.04)
Party ID - Republican —1.90%* — .54 —1.29%* I 2% 1.62% 1.59%
(0.04) (0.04) (0.06) (0.04) (0.04) (0.04)
Woman 0.75%* 0.34%* 0.52%* —0.43%* —0.58%* —0.17%
(0.04) (0.04) (0.07) (0.03) (0.04) (0.03)
Age 0.02+* 0.00 0.02** —0.00** —0.01** —0.00**
(0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00)
Race - black 0.31%* 0.45%* —0.17** —0.12%* 0.28** —0.12%*
(0.04) (0.04) (0.05) (0.03) (0.03) (0.03)
Race - Hispanic 0.33** 0.43*+* 0.14* —0.18** —0.08* —0.1I**
(0.04) (0.04) (0.06) (0.04) (0.04) (0.04)
Race - other 0.14%* 0.19%* —0.11* —0.16** 0.04 —0.09*
(0.04) (0.04) (0.05) (0.04) (0.04) (0.04)
Education 0.05%* 0.00 0.01 0.01 —0.04%* —0. 12+
(0.0l) (0.0l) (0.01) 0.01) (0.01) 0.01)
Income —0.00 0.01* 0.02%* 0.01 —0.02%* —0.01*
(0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00)
Political ideology —0.37% —0.34% —0.23%* 0.20%* 0.26** 0.34%*
(0.0l) (0.0l) (0.01) 0.01) (0.01) 0.01)
Independent*fWoman —0.02 0.11 0.08 0.08 —0.01 —0.17*+*
(0.06) (0.06) (0.10) (0.05) (0.06) (0.06)
Republican*Woman  0.17** 0.06 0.32%* 0.00 —0.12% —0.15%
(0.05) (0.05) (0.08) (0.04) (0.05) (0.05)
N 51,844 51,844 51,845 51,842 51,844 51,846
PRE 0.39 0.38 0.02 0.25 0.31 0.45
ePRE 0.35 0.30 0.08 0.16 0.26 0.31
Log Likelihood —23,824.4 —25,580.6 —15,363.8 —29,585.0 —26,780.0 —26,105.9

*p < .05; ¥p < .0l; standard errors in parentheses; survey weights incorporated.

the six items. For two gun control items, banning assault
weapons and strengthening background checks, the signifi-
cant interaction suggests that gender has a larger effect on
support for these items than it does for Democrats. The same
is true for the significant and negative relationship for two of
the gun rights items — allowing conceal carry and arming
teachers and staff in schools.

Gender Gaps within Parties

To this point, our analysis confirms the expected gender and
party gaps in attitudes on gun control and gun rights issues.
Given that our hypotheses about the potential for gender and
partisanship to cross-pressure individuals, our next step is to
examine more fully the gender gaps among Democrats and
among Republicans. Given the long-standings patterns of the
gender gap on gun issues, we hypothesize that women in each

party will be more likely to have higher levels of support for
the gun control items and lower levels of support for the gun
rights items than their co-partisan men. Given the potential
cross-pressures of gender and party here on Republican
women, we expect a larger gender gap among Republicans
than among Democrats, as indicated by the interaction result
that showed a greater impact for gender among Republicans
than Democrats. To examine these gender gaps within the two
parties, we calculate predicted probabilities from the esti-
mated models with the samples split by partisanship while
holding other independent variables at their survey-weighted
means (See tables in Appendix D).

Figure 1 demonstrates the gender gap within the two
parties on each of the gun policy items. Beginning with
Democrats (top panel) we see that, while the expected pat-
terns of women’s and men’s support for gun control and gun
rights are maintained, the gaps between their positions on the
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various items are small, suggesting that Democratic women
and men are more similar in their positions on guns than more
divided. On the gun control items, both women and men
articulate high levels of support, with more than 85 percent of
each in support of all three items and women exhibiting
higher support than men. To the degree there is a gender gap
on these items, it is quite small, ranging from almost complete
agreement on improving background checks, with a one
percentage point difference, to a three-percentage point gap
on taking guns from those who pose a threat, to a relatively
small gap of six percentage points on whether government
should ban assault weapons.

The expected pattern of lower levels of support for gun
rights policies is also present among women and men
Democrats, with no item getting the support of a majority of
women or men and women voicing lower support on each
item than men. Again, the gaps are small, but a bit larger than
those on the gun control items. Women and men demonstrate
the smallest gap on whether to arm teachers and staff in
schools (two percentage points), a seven-percentage point
gap on easing conceal carry laws, and the most diversity on
whether government should prohibit publishing the names of
gun owners (10 percentage points). Taking all of the items
into account, the average gender gap on gun reform among
Democrats in our sample is 4.8 percentage points.

The attitudes of Republican women and men are also in the
expected directions on each issue (bottom panel), with
women having higher support than men on each of the gun
control issues and lower levels of support for the gun rights
issues. However, here we see that the size of the gender gaps
among Republicans are considerably larger than among
Democrats. On the gun control items, the only item on which

Republican women and men exhibit majority support is on
improving background checks, with a 12-percentage point
gap among them. The smallest gender gap is on whether
government should take guns from those who pose a danger,
at nine percentage points, and the largest is the 20-percentage
point gap on whether to ban assault weapons. Although
support for this idea is below a majority for each group,
44 percent of Republican women are in favor, compared to
only 24 percent of Republican men. This is the largest gender
gap among Republicans on any of the six items.

On gun rights issues, majorities of both Republican women
and men support these proposals, but, again, there are bigger
gaps than we see among Democratic women and men. The
smallest gender gaps among Republicans are on arming
teachers and staff in schools at five-percentage points, and on
prohibiting the publication of information about gun owners, at
eight percentage points. There is a much larger gender gap
among Republicans on the issue of making conceal carry
easier, with only 57 percent of Republican women in favor and
75 percent of Republican men. Taking all issues together, the
average gender gap among Republicans is 12 percentage
points, a substantially larger gap than the 4.8 percentage points
among Democrats and in line with our hypothesis about the
cross-pressures on Republican women.> While these Repub-
lican women are clearly anti-gun control and pro-gun rights,
they are much less so than their men co-partisans. The results
would suggest that gender is a stronger influence among
Republicans than among Democrats, with the resulting cross-
pressures on Republican women pulling them farther away
from their men co-partisans. This finding for Republican
women is also consistent with earlier work that found gun
control to have the largest gender gap across 10 policies issues
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examined and to be the issue least likely explained by related
attitudes such as conservatism or attitudes on the scope of
government, pointing to a likely role for women’s rejection of
violence and greater fear of crime (Bares & Cassese, 2017,
Huddy et al., 2008). In total, the analysis of gender gaps within
parties confirms our second hypothesis.

Partisan Differences Among Women and
Among Men

We have demonstrated that there are gender gaps in attitudes
on guns within each party and that Republican women ex-
perience cross-pressures from these two identities. At the
same time, it is important to acknowledge one of the primary
limitations of consistently examining public opinion through
the gender gap frame. This focus can lead to a misunder-
standing of the dynamics of women’s and men’s attitudes and
easily disguises the diversity of opinion among women and
among men (Hansen et al., 2022). To contribute to a broader
focus on opinion on guns and to examine the impact of
partisanship on gender groups, we examine differences
among women and among men. Figure 2 presents the pre-
dicted probabilities for the models with the samples split by
the gender of the respondent, holding other variables at their
survey weighted means. Among women (top panel), we see
considerable differences of opinion on guns based on
partisanship. On the gun control issues, Democratic women
are more supportive than Republican women and the reverse
is the case on the gun rights items. Two interesting patterns
emerge here. First, on each of the three gun control items, a
majority of women of both parties support these policies. The

difference is the size of the gap among them. For example,
59 percent of Republican women support banning assault
weapons, which is a somewhat surprising result. We can
compare that to the 90 percent of Democratic women who
support this proposal, which results in a 31-percentage point
gap among women in the sample. The gap clearly suggests
the importance of examining difference among women,
particularly on partisanship. Theories about gender would
suggest that women are more opposed to guns and violence in
general, but the findings here remind us of the importance of
partisanship in a polarized era. On whether the government
should take guns from people who pose a threat, 54 percent of
Republican women and 84 percent of Democratic women are
in favor, a 30-percentage point gap. The smallest gap is on
improving background checks, a gap of six points, with more
than 90 percent of women of each party voicing support.
Large gaps in attitudes among women partisans is also the
pattern on gun rights policies. On government publishing
names of gun owners, 67 percent of Republican women are
opposed, compared to 39 percent of Democratic women
(28 percentage point gap). There is a 31-percentage point gap
among women on making conceal carry easier, with
47 percent of Republican women, fewer than a majority, and
16 percent of Democratic women supporting. Finally, the
largest gap among women is on the question of arming
teachers and staff in schools, with 61 percent of Republican
women and 26 percent of Democratic women favoring this
approach. Among women, we see large gaps in opinion when
we examine their partisan affiliation, even when we see
Republican women evidence higher levels of support for
some gun control positions and lower levels of support for
some gun rights positions than their partisanship might have
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caused us to expect. In total, the party gap among women on
the six items is 26.8 percentage points.

Among men (bottom panel), we see that the overall gaps
between Democratic men and Republican men are generally
larger than the gaps among women partisans. As expected,
Democratic men have higher levels of support for the gun
control items and Republican men higher support for the gun
rights items. However, while we saw majorities of Repub-
lican women support the three gun control items (above), here
we only see Republican men provide a majority of support for
improving background checks. In fact, the smallest gap
among men on any of the six items is on improving back-
ground checks, where 82 percent of Republican men and
94 percent of Democratic men are in favor (12 percentage
point gap). Other than on this item, the gaps among men are
quite large. While 77 percent of Democratic men support
banning assault weapons, only 35 percent of Republican men
do, resulting in a 42-percentage point gap. There is a 36-
percentage point gap between Democratic and Republican
men (76 percent to 40 percent) on whether government
should take guns from people who pose a threat.

On gun rights issues, partisan differences among men
remain large. The gap among Democratic and Republican
men on prohibiting the publication of gun owners’ names is
24 percentage points, on making conceal carry easier, the gap
is 37 percentage points, and on arming teachers and staff in
schools, the gap is 37 percentage points. In total, the gap on
gun attitudes among men is 31.3 percentage points, higher
than the overall gap in opinions among women. As with
Republican women, these findings suggest that Democratic
men, who receive cross-pressured messages from their gender
and party alignments, experience a push and pull on gun
issues in a way that Republican men do not.

Discussion

Guns and public opinion on the appropriate policies to control
or allow their use are an important contemporary political
issue in American life. The prominence and salience of gun
policies is driven by the near-daily occurrence of mass
shootings and other incidents of gun violence in the U.S. and
by the deepening partisan polarization that has taken place
among elites and members of the mass public. As such, we
must be aware of the ways in which people’s attitudes toward
this important topic are influenced by multiple personal in-
fluences. We examine the impact of gender and partisanship,
both as solo influences and as potentially interactive effects.
Personal experiences and political expectations can send
signals to individuals regarding the “appropriate” opinion on
any given issue for members of their group. Since people hold
multiple identities, these influences can lead to multiple
signals, which can be consistent or inconsistent. People
whose identity groups send consistent messages likely have
their opinions reinforced, resulting in stronger attitudes on
political issues. Others whose identities send mixed or

inconsistent messages on issues can experience Cross-
pressures from these competing messages. This is what we
see when we examine contemporary gun attitudes among
Americans.

As expected, our results confirm the presence of both a
gender gap and a partisan gap on both gun control and gun
reform proposals. Women and Democrats are more likely to
support gun control policies and less likely to support gun rights
proposals than are men and Republicans. And when we examine
the gender gap within parties and the partisan gap within gender
groups, we see the impact of cross-pressured identities. The
typical gender gap in attitudes on both gun control and rights
issues is present among both Democrats and Republicans.
However, the gender gap among Democrats is quite small, with
women and men in the party clearly having more consistent
attitudes. The gap is considerably larger among Republicans,
with Republican women having more pro-gun control and anti-
gun rights positions than their male co-partisans. The gender gap
among Republicans is more than twice the gender gap among
Democrats, highlighting the cross-pressures of gender and party
messages on guns for Republican women.

In an effort to move beyond an exclusive focus on the
differences between women and men, we also examine
whether there are partisan differences among women and
among men. Among women, we see that majorities of both
Democratic and Republican women are in favor of the three
gun control items. The difference is in the size of the gaps in
these attitudes. For women, larger differences emerge on the
gun rights items. For men, we see evidence of a cross-
pressure of gender and party on Democratic men, as we
find larger gaps in positions on both gun control and gun
rights issues among men than among women based on party.
The result suggests that Democratic men experience tension
from the somewhat inconsistent messages sent by their
gender and partisan identities. These findings support other
recent work that examines the diversity among women
(Barnes et al., 2021; Barnes & Cassese, 2017), which we
argue is important for bringing greater understanding to the
diversity among women and among men, whether on policy
issues or other political topics like vote choice.

These findings are in line with others that suggest that
Americans, while polarized on guns, are not nearly as polarized
as political leaders (Cook & Goss, 2020). This understanding
may be useful for advocacy groups or political leaders as they
navigate policy demands and proposals. There are some con-
sensus items on which compromise is likely possible, similar to
what we saw in the Bipartisan Safer Communities Act of 2022.
Gun control organizations have clear allies among Democratic
women and men on many potential reforms and can likely make
special appeals to women on issues like banning assault
weapons and limiting conceal carry laws. And, while less
supportive than Democratic women, majorities of Republican
women support several gun control proposals.

In the end, this analysis of attitudes on a highly salient
public issue demonstrates the need to take a fuller look at the
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determinants of public opinion. While a focus on the gender
gap is a standard approach in opinion research, our findings
demonstrate that there is more diversity among women and
among men than we generally acknowledge. Individuals are
clearly influenced by multiple identities and it important to
consider whether the signals sent by different identities result
in consistent or inconsistent messages, since clear messages are
more helpful to citizens and voters as they develop their at-
titudes and vote choice behaviors (Levendusky, 2010). Future
work on the influence of multiple identities and cross-pressures
should focus on arange of issues and a range of identities, since
different identities may pressure individuals differently across
issues (Barnes & Cassese, 2017; Hansen et al., 2022). Since
polarization and social sorting show no signs of slowing in
U.S. political life, continuing a focus on the complexity of
public opinion will remain an important goal.
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Notes

1. The pre-election survey was administered between September
and October of 2022 and the post-election survey was conducted
in November 2022. Since the six dependent variables of interest
were included in the pre-election survey, we do not utilize the
post-election survey weights. There are no variables included in
the analysis that derive from the post-election survey.

2. We analyze the dependent variables separately because there are
statistically significant differences in support levels across the six
variables, as well as substantively important differences in how
predictor variables relate to these dependent variables. However,
for interest, Appendix G reports the analysis for a latent variable
that generally supports the findings reported in Table 2.

3. We conducted the same analysis using a seven-point measure of
party identification, which we report as Figure F1 in Appendix F.
This analysis supports the results reported here. There are no
instances of significant differences among women and men
across “strength of ID” categories for either Democrats or Re-
publicans. And the general pattern of larger differences among
Republican women and men than among Democratic women and
men is confirmed.
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