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Fol lowing t h e  1982 e l e c t i o n s  women held 13 p e r c e n t  o f  t h e  s t a t e  
l e g i s l a t i v e  s e a t s  n a t i o n w i d e ,  and t h e  f i g u r e  f o r  Arkansas s tood a t  5.2 
p e r c e n t . 1 In f a c t ,  o n ly  f ou r  s t a t e s  c u r r e n t l y  have a lower  percen tage  
o f  women s e r v i n g  i n  t h e i r  s t a t e  l e g i s l a t u r e s . 2 The q u e s t i o n ,  "Why so 
few?" opens a P a n d o r a ' s  Box o f  p o s s i b l e  e x p l a n a t i o n s  f o r  t h e  markedly 
low p e r c e n ta g e  o f  female  members o f  t h e  Arkansas L e g i s l a t u r e .  However, 
r e c e n t  s t u d i e s  e x p l o r i n g  t h e  e n t r a n c e  o f  women i n t o  e l e c t i v e  o f f i c e  
t end t o  focus  e i t h e r  on t h e  s e l f - p e r c e p t i o n s  o f  t h e  involved e l i t e s  o f  
t h i s  g roup ,  on s o c i e t a l  and p o l i t i c a l  su ppo r t  o r  o p p o s i t i o n  a r i s i n g  
from t r a d i t i o n a l  s o c i o p o l i t i c a l  c o n s t r a i n t s ,  o r  on sh e er  numbers o f  
f emale  c a n d i d a t e s  and t h e i r  su cce s s  r a t e s  r e l a t i v e  to  t h e i r  male c o u n t e r ­
p a r t s . 3 Because p o l i t i c a l  s c i e n t i s t s  have o n l y  r e c e n t l y  begun to 
de vo te  s e r i o u s  a t t e n t i o n  to  t h e  a r e a ,  t h e r e  e x i s t s  o n ly  a modest l i t e r ­
a t u r e  e x p l o r i n g  campaign s t r a t e g y  and v o t e r  ch o i c e  where a female 
c a n d i d a t e  e n t e r s  c o m p e t i t i o n . 4 To d a t e ,  d i s c u s s i o n s  o f  mass publ ic  
a t t i t u d e s  toward p o l i t i c a l  women, as wel l  as t h e  c a n d i d a t e s '  own s e l f -  
images ,  have n e g l e c t e d  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  o f  t h e  e l e c t o r a t e ,  and th e  
c a n d i d a t e s  t h e m s e l v e s ,  to  th e  l e v e l  o f  f i n a n c i a l  su ppor t  given female 
c a n d i d a t e s .  Yet ,  i t  i s  g e n e r a l l y  acce p ted  t h a t  f emale  a s p i r a n t s  f ind  
i t  d i f f i c u l t  to  r a i s e  campaign c h e s t s  which equal or  outweigh t h o s e  o f  
t h e i r  male op p o n e n t s ,  wi th  an a d d i t i o n a l  v a r i a t i o n  in  th e  sources  o f  
f i n a n c i a l  su p p o r t  (Mandel , 1981: 18 4- 5 ) .

This paper  i s  add re s se d  to  t h e  gender -based  l e v e l s  o f  campaign 
c o n t r i b u t i o n  r e c e i p t s  r e p o r t e d  i n  1982 by c a n d i d a t e s  f o r  t h e  Arkansas 
General Assembly,  wi th  t h e  i n t e n t  o f  a s c e r t a i n i n g  what p a t t e r n ,  i f  any,  
e x i s t s  in  th e  amounts and sou rces  o f  l e g i s l a t i v e  campaign c o n t r i b u t i o n s  
r e c e i v e d  by c a n d i d a t e s  ac co rd in g  t o  gender .

Data

The d a t a  used in  t h i s  s tu dy  a r e  drawn from 664 p r e - e l e c t i o n ,  f i n a l ,  
and supplemental  l e g i s l a t i v e  campaign f i n a n c e  r e p o r t s  o f  c o n t r i b u t i o n s

1 C e n te r  f o r  t h e  American Woman and P o l i t i c s ,  Eag le to n  I n s t i t u t e  o f  
P o l i t i c s ,  Ru tgers  U n i v e r s i t y ,  New York: F eb r u a ry ,  1983.

2 Women's E l e c t i o n  C e n t r a l ,  N a t i o n a l  Women's Educa t ion  Fund, Wa s h in g -  
to n ,  DC: Oc tob er ,  1982. The f o u r  s t a t e s  a r e  Alabama, 4 .2  p e r c e n t ;  Penn­
s y l v a n i a ,  3 .9  p e r c e n t ;  L o u i s i a n a ,  1 .4  p e r c e n t ;  M i s s i s s i p p i ,  1 .1  p e r c e n t .

3 See K i r k p a t r i c k ,  Chap te r  7; a l s o  Mandel,  T o l ch in ,  MacManus,
Hedlund,  E ks t r an d  and E c k e r t ,  and Welch.

4 K i r k p a t r i c k ,  Mandel,  and Susan and Mart in  To lch in  a r e  n o t a b l e  
e x c e p t i o n s .
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and e x p e n d i t u r e s  f o r  t h e  1982 pr imary and general  e l e c t i o n s ,  on f i l e  in  
the  S e c r e t a r y  o f  S t a t e ' s  o f f i c e . 5

Findings

Tab le  1 shows campaign c o n t r i b u t i o n s  r e p o r t e d  f o r  General Assembly 
c o n t e s t e d  e l e c t i o n s  in  1982, d iv id e d  among s i x  c a t e g o r i e s .  In t h e  p r i -  
a r y  e l e c t i o n s ,  c r i t i c a l  in  a o n e - p a r t y  dominated s t a t e ,  more c o n t r i b u ­
t i o n s  (and hence h ig he r  e x p e n d i t u r e s )  were r e p o r t e d ,  on th e  a v e r a g e ,  
than in  t h e  genera l  e l e c t i o n s .  In th e  House pr imary and general  e l e c ­
t i o n s ,  t h e  t h r e e  h i g h e s t  r an k in g  c a t e g o r i e s  were l ed  by i n d iv i d u a l  
c o n t r i b u t o r s  o f  l e s s  than  $250.00 ,  fo l lowed by s e l f - c o n t r i b u t i o n s ,  and 
then  p o l i t i c a l  a c t i o n  committee fund s .  Combined, funds coming from 
i n d i v i d u a l  small c o n t r i b u t o r s  p lus  t h e  c a n d i d a t e s '  own funds c o n s t i t u t e d  
over  78 p e r c e n t  o f  t h e  t o t a l  c o n t r i b u t i o n s .

When t h e  f i g u r e s  a r e  c a t e g o r i z e d  ac cor d in g  t o  gen de r ,  a p a t t e r n  
emerges.  Table  2 shows t h a t  wh i le  t h e  t h r e e  h i g h e s t  r ank in g  c o n t r i b u ­
t i o n  c a t e g o r i e s  were th e  same f o r  male c a n d i d a t e s  fo r  t h e  House in  both 
the  pr imary and genera l  e l e c t i o n s ,  t h i s  was not  t r u e  f o r  female c a n d i ­
d a t e s .  The h i g h e s t  p e r ce n t ag e  o f  pr imary e l e c t i o n  c o n t r i b u t i o n s  came 
from t h e  women th em se lv es .  Whereas male c a n d i d a t e s  in  th e  House p r i ­
mary e l e c t i o n s  s e l f - c o n t r i b u t e d  an average o f  $ 1 , 8 5 5 .0 0 ,  or  about  26 
p e r ce n t  o f  t h e i r  own campaign f u n d s ,  female c a n d i d a t e s  c o n t r i b u t e d  an 
average  $ 5 ,6 4 6 .0 0 ,  o r  n e a r l y  57 p e r c e n t  o f  t h e i r  own funds .  This  was 
fol lowed by persona l  c o n t r i b u t i o n s  o f  under  $250.00 ,  and then  by t h o s e  
over  t h a t  amount.  In t h e  House genera l  e l e c t i o n s ,  small c o n t r i b u t o r s  
were the  g r e a t e s t  source  o f  income f o r  women, fo l lowed by t h e  women 
t he m se l ve s ,  and persona l  c o n t r i b u t i o n s  over  $250.00 .  In th e  Senate  
genera l  e l e c t i o n s ,  no c o n t r i b u t i o n s  from non-personal  sources  were 
rece ived  by female  c a n d i d a t e s .

Table  3 shows t h e  outcome o f  c o n t e s t e d  r a c e s  by l a r g e s t  spender .  
Although t h e  r e s u l t s  must n e c e s s a r i l y  be tempered by c o n s i d e r a t i o n s  o f  
incumbency (o b v io u s ly  f a v o r i n g  m a l e s ) ,  and p a r t i s a n  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  ( in  
the  genera l  e l e c t i o n s ) ,  they  do show a marked r e l a t i o n s h i p  between the  
l evel  o f  campaign f i n a n c e  and t h e  i n c id e n c e  o f  e l e c t o r a l  s u c c e s s ,  as 
would be exp ec te d .  However, when the  outcome o f  c o n t e s t e d  r a c e s  by 
l a r g e s t  c o n t r i b u t i o n  r e c e i p t s  i s  c a t e g o r i z e d  by gende r ,  shown in Table
4,  ag a in  a gend er -based  d i f f e r e n c e  i s  prominent .  In House e l e c t i o n s ,
80 p e r c e n t  o f  male c a n d i d a t e s  n e t t i n g  h igh er  c o n t r i b u t i o n s  than t h e i r  
opponents  u l t i m a t e l y  won e l e c t i o n s ,  but t h e  pe r cen tage  dropped to  67

5 The r e p o r ts  are req u ired  by the  Campaign F inance Act ( S e c .3 -1109 -  
1 118). C andidates f i l i n g  ab ove-zero  c o n tr ib u t io n s /e x p e n d itu r e s  
numbered as  fo l lo w s :  House primary, 153; House g e n e r a l ,  76; Senate  
prim ary, 68; Senate  g e n e r a l ,  35.
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Table 1. Average Contributions in 1982 Contested General Assembly Campaigns

HOUSE SENATE
Primary General Primarv General

Source
n=?7 n=40 n=41 n=22

S e l f  a $2,298 $ 778 $5,680 $2,695
Personal  b 639 382 2,250 2,695
O th er  c 3,525 2,949 8,334 5,955
PAC d 826 424 1,733 1,037
B u s in e s s  e 124 59 663 442
P a r ty 0 137 0 119
TOTAL $7,412 $4,730 $18,660 $10,694

A ll m onies, whether reported as a con trib ution  or "loan" derived from 
the cand idates' own funds. In ca ses  where expenses but not contribu­
t io n s  were reported , and where expenses exceeded co n tr ib u tio n s, the 
g i f f e r e n t ia l  was added to  and tabulated  under t h is  category.

Personal co n tr ib u tio n s in  ex cess  o f  $250.00 (item iza tio n  required). 
^Personal con tr ib u tion s under $250.00 (no item iza tio n  requ ired).

C ontributions from s e lf -d e f in e d  p o l i t i c a l  a ction  committees as w ell as 
e le c tio n -y e a r  "arms" o f  in te r e s t  groups not e x c lu s iv e ly  p o l i t i c a l .
For con tr ib u tion s made in  the name o f b u sin esses owned by the candi­

dates to  th e ir  own campaigns, the amount was entered in  "Self" column.

Table 2. Average C o n t r i b u t i o n s  in  1982 Co nt es t ed  L e g i s l a t i v e  Campaigns
by Gender

H O U S E  SENATE 
Primary General  Primary* General

Source
Male Female Male Female Male Male Female

S e l f $1,855 $5,646 $ 667 $1,071 $5,680 $2,730 $2,344
Personal 624 750 325 532 2,250 650 621
Other 3,570 3,188 2,758 3,454 8,334 6,276 2,745
PAC 896 299 422 432 1,733 1,140 0
Bus iness 134 56 81 0 663 486 0
P a r ty 0 0 130 155 0 131 0
TOTAL $7,078 $9,939 $4,383 $5,644 $18,660 $11,412 $5,709

*There were no female candidates in contested Senate primary e le c t io n s .

58



T ab le  3. Outcome o f  Races by L a r g e s t  Spender

HOUSE SENATE
Won L os t Won L os t

P r i m a r i e s 2 7 6 11 8
G enera l  E l e c t i o n s 14 6 7 4
TOTAL 77% 23% 60% 40%

T ab le  4 .  Outcome o f  Races by L a r g e s t  Spender  A ccord ing  t o  Gender

HOUSE SENATE
Won L o s t Won L o s t

M F M F M F M F
P r i m a r i e s  24 3 6 0 11 n /a 8 0
General  E l e c t i o n s  11 3 3 3 7 n / a 3 1
TOTAL 80% 67% 20% 33% 62% n / a 38% 100%

T ab le  5. E l e c t o r a l  S uccess  A ccord ing  t o  Gender 
G enera l  E l e c t i o n s

f o r  1982 House

Male Female
C a n d id a te s 29 f72.5%) 11 (27.5%)
E le c t e d 16 (80.0%) 4 (20.0%)

T ab le  6. O t h e r - t h a n - s e l f  C o n t r i b u t i o n s  A cco rd ing  to  Gender 
.House P r im ary  and Genera l  E l e c t i o n s

Male
P r i m a r i e s  $5 ,223  
General  E l e c t i o n s  3 ,716

Female
$4 ,293

4 ,572
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percent for t h e ir  female counterparts.
Further, Table 5 shows that the higher average leve l  o f  campaign 

contributions reported by women (Table 1) was Inversely  re la ted  to the 
Incidence o f  e lec tora l  success .  Whereas males were 72.5 percent o f  a l l  
House general e le c t io n  candidates ,  they claimed an 80 percent success  
rate  o v e r a l l .  Thus, reporting greater contributions (and thus greater  
expenditures) than one's  opponent did not a f f e c t  the outcome o f  races  
for female candidates as p o s i t iv e ly  as males, and the overall  higher 
l e v e l s  o f  contr ibutions  to female  candidates did not tra n s la te  Into 
corresponding v ic to ry  a t  the p o l l s .

F in a l ly ,  Table 6 shows to ta l  contributions according to  gender, 
excluding s e l f - c o n t r ib u t io n s ,  and thus a c lea rer  picture o f  actual out­
s ide  contr ibutions .  In primary campaigns, male candidates c o l le c te d  20 
percent more money than did the women; y e t ,  the s i tu a t io n  was reversed 
in general e l e c t io n  campaigns.

In b r i e f ,  then, Arkansas s t a t e  l e g i s l a t i v e  campaigns were large ly  
se l f - f in a n c e d  by both male and female candidates ,  though s ig n i f i c a n t ly  
more so by women, who reported higher average contribution l e v e l s  1n 
both the primary and general House e l e c t io n s .  Moreover, male candi­
dates who raised more funds than th e ir  opponents won overwhelmingly, 
while  females with higher campaign Incomes than th e ir  opponents were 
also  s u c c e s s fu l ,  but at  a much lower r a te .  Past the c r i t i c a l  primary 
s tage ,  females were able to r a ise  s l i g h t l y  more funds from other-than-  
s e l f  sources than were males.

Discussion

Female s t a t e  l e g i s l a t i v e  candidates 1n general have been described 
as s e l f - s t a r t e r s .  Lacking what might be c a l le d  e l i t e  partic ipation  in 
p ro fess io n a l ,  economic, and partisan a c t i v i t i e s ,  and hence the oppor­
t u n i t i e s  for recruitment and support, women have n ecessa r i ly  been forced 
to depend upon th e ir  own resources 1n order to gain access to l e g i s l a ­
t iv e  s e a t s .

As evidenced 1n Table 1,  however, th i s  s e l f - r e l i a n c e  apparently 
applies  to a l l  Arkansas l e g i s l a t i v e  candidates ,  regardless  o f  gender, 
though there 1s a substantial  d i f feren ce  1n degree. Table 2 shows the 
extent to which women r e ly  upon th e ir  own funds compared to men. What 
Table 2 does not show, however, i s  the extent to which women are 
a c t iv e ly  pursuing and c u l t iv a t in g  o u ts id e  sources o f  f inancia l  support, 
a question which must n ecessa r i ly  be addressed 1f th e  wide variation  
1n sources o f  f inancia l  support 1s to be exp la ined ,7 There are ,  however,

6 See Mandel.
7 This question  was included in  in terv iew s o f seven candidates for  

e le c t iv e  o f f ic e  during Spring, 1982, Although the respondents claimed 
to a c t iv e ly  seek non-personal co n tr ib u tio n s, the responses were vague 
(only two named s p e c if ic  fundraising s tr a te g ie s )  and therefore not 
included here.
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a number o f  f a c t o r s  i n h e r e n t  i n  t h e  s t a t u s  o f  A r k a n s a s '  l e g i s l a t i v e  
p o l i t i c s  which do a t  l e a s t  o f f e r  p a r t i a l  e x p l a n a t i o n s  o f  t h e  f i n d i n g s  
p r e s e n t e d  h e r e .

Welch has s u g g e s t e d  t h a t  one i m p o r t a n t  r e a s o n  f o r  f ema le  e x c l u s i o n  
from p u b l i c  o f f i c e  i s  t h e i r  s e v e r e  u n d e r r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  in  t h e  " e l i g i b l e  
pool"  o f  t h e  p o p u l a t i o n  from which c a n d i d a t e s  f o r  p u b l i c  o f f i c e  a r e  
d rawn ,  t h e  " e l i g i b l e  pool"  be ing  d e te r m i n e d  p r i m a r i l y  by e d u c a t i o n a l  
and o c c u p a t i o n a l  s t a t u s  (1978:  3 7 2 -8 0 ) .  In  a r e l a t e d  r e c r u i t m e n t  s t u d y ,  
Rule  r e p o r t s  t h a t  a s m a l l - s i z e  l e g i s l a t u r e  and low income l e v e l s  f o r  men 
i n  o c c u p a t i o n s  o u t s i d e  t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e ,  a s  wel l  a s  a Democra t i c  p a r t y '  
domina ted  l e g i s l a t u r e  h e lp  to  e x p l a i n  t h e  v a r i a n c e  in  women's l e g i s l a ­
t i v e  r e c r u i t m e n t  (1981:  6 0 - 7 7 ) ,  While t h e  problem o f  e x t r a c t i n g  f ema le  
c a n d i d a t e s  from t h e  " e l i g i b l e  pool"  o c c u r s  n a t i o n w i d e ,  t h e  Arkansas  
General  Assembly i s  one  o f  t h e  most  h e a v i l y  Democrat  p a r t y  dominated  in  
t h e  n a t i o n  (R o se n t h a u ,  1981:  1 4 0 ) .  A l s o ,  low income l e v e l s  f o r  men in  
o c c u p a t i o n s  o u t s i d e  t h e  l e g i s l a t u r e  would f o l l o w  from t h e  lower  s t a t e -  
l e v e l  soc ioeconomic  s t a t u s  found in  Democra t ic  p a r t y  domina ted  s t a t e s  
(Gray ,  J a c o b ,  and V in e s ,  1983: C ha p t e r  4 ) .  Thus,  i n t e n s e  c o m p e t i t i o n  
a g a i n s t  men f o r  l e g i s l a t i v e  s e a t s  may o c c u r  s i m u l t a n e o u s l y  w i t h  d i r e c ­
t i o n  o f  s u p p o r t  t o  t h e  " l o c a l  b o ys " . 8

While Arkansas  would seem t o  conform t o  t h e  r e s u l t s  o f  R u l e ' s  
a n a l y s i s ,  Democra t ic  p a r t y  d o m in a t io n  per se  i s  o n l y  one o f  a number o f  
m a n i f e s t a t i o n s  o f  t h e  t r a d i t i o n a l i s t i c  p o l i t i c a l  c u l t u r e  o f  t h e  South .  
F u r t h e r ,  p o l i t i c a l  p a r t i e s  have been shown to  be n e g l i g i b l e  s o u r c e s  o f  
campaign funds  f o r  bo th  male and f ema le  c a n d i d a t e s ,  and hence c a n n o t  be 
s a i d  t o  p r e s e n t  a d i s c r i m i n a t o r y  o b s t a c l e  to  f ema le  c a n d i d a t e s  i n  r a i s ­
ing  campaign f u n d s .

The l a c k  o f  c o n t r i b u t i o n s  to  f ema le  c a n d i d a t e s  by o r g a n i z e d ,  group 
s o u r c e s  i s  r e a d i l y  a p p a r e n t  i n  Tab le  2.  I t  i s  c l e a r  t h a t  i n  t h e  House 
p r i mary  s t a g e ,  t h e  f em a le  c a n d i d a t e s  t h e m s e l v e s  were t h e i r  own g r e a t e s t  
s o u r c e s  o f  f i n a n c i a l  s u p p o r t ,  sp en d i ng  more t h a n  t h r e e  t im es  o f  t h e i r  
own money o v e r  male  c a n d i d a t e s .  A l though t h e  d i f f e r e n t i a l  was l e s s  
marked,  t h e  same he ld  t r u e  f o r  g en e ra l  e l e c t i o n s .  What i s  no t  so c l e a r  
i s  w he the r  funds  were w i t h h e l d  o r  s imply  no t  pursued by t h e  f ema le  
c a n d i d a t e s .  Th i s  r a i s e s  a t  l e a s t  two q u e s t i o n s .

The f i r s t  q u e s t i o n  r e g a r d s  t h e  o f t - m e n t i o n e d  problem o f  f emale  
p o l i t i c i a n s :  c r e d i b i l i t y .  Did t h e  l e v e l  o f  o t h e r - t h a n - s e l f  c o n t r i b u ­
t i o n s  to  women i n c r e a s e  d u r i n g  t h e  g e n e ra l  e l e c t i o n  campaigns o n l y  a f t e r  
t h e y  had proven t h e m s e l v e s  c a p a b l e  o f  e l e c t o r a l  v i c t o r y  a t  t h e  p r imary  
s t a g e ?  Reca l l  i n  Tab le  2 t h a t  whereas  d u r i n g  p r i ma ry  campaigns  t h e  
u n d e r - $ 2 5 0 . 0 0  c o n t r i b u t i o n s  were g r e a t e r  t o  men, t h i s  was r e v e r s e d  in  
g e n e ra l  e l e c t i o n  cam pa igns ,  s u g g e s t i n g  more p u b l i c  s u p p o r t  f o r  women in  
t h e  p o s t - p r i m a r y  s t a g e  w i t h o u t  a c o r r e s p o n d i n g  p u b l i c  r e a c t i o n  to  male 
c a n d i d a t e s .  From a d i f f e r e n t  p e r s p e c t i v e ,  a second q u e s t i o n  emerges .

8

See Welch, Diamond.
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Of t h e  29 male c a n d i d a t e s  f a c i n g  c o m p e t i t i o n  in  th e  genera l  e l e c t i o n ,
12 (41 p e r c e n t )  were incumben ts ;  o f  t h e  11 female  c a n d i d a t e s ,  3 (27 p e r ­
c e n t )  were incumbent s .  Given th e  t enden cy  o f  incumbents  t o  c o l l e c t  more 
in  campaign c o n t r i b u t i o n s  than  c h a l l e n g e r s ,  t h e  m a l e s '  o t h e r - t h a n - s e l f  
c o n t r i b u t i o n s  might  have exceeded t h e  f e m a l e s '  on t h i s  p o i n t  a l o n e ,  y e t  
t h e y  d id  n o t .  In f a c t ,  women's c o n t r i b u t i o n  r e c e i p t s  o u t d i s t a n c e d  men's  
i n  eve ry  c a t e g o r y  ex cep t  b u s i n e s s ,  which p l aced  l a s t  on th e  l i s t  f o r  
both males and f e m a le s .  Somehow, f emale  c a n d i d a t e s  c i r cumn av ig a te d  
t h e i r  en t r en ch ed  male c o u n t e r p a r t s  s u f f i c i e n t l y  to  o u t - f i n a n c e  them,  but  
no t  to  d e f e a t  them,  as  shown by Tables  3 and 4,

P o l i t i c a l  a c t i o n  commi t t ees ,  w h i l e  ac c o u n t i n g  f o r  l e s s  t h a n  t en  
p e r c e n t  o f  t h e  t o t a l  c o n t r i b u t i o n s  i n  t h e  House campaigns ,  p laced h igh ­
e s t  among t h e  o r g a n i z e d ,  group c o n t r i b u t o r s .  As in  t h e  c a s e  o f  i n d i v i ­
dual small  c o n t r i b u t o r s ,  PACs f avored  male c a n d i d a t e s  by a wide margin 
in  p r imary  e l e c t i o n s ,  y e t  t h e  gap was c l o s e d  in  gene ra l  e l e c t i o n s .
Again ,  t h i s  r a i s e s  t h e  q u e s t i o n  o f  c r e d i b i l i t y ,  but  o f  a d i f f e r e n t  
n a t u r e ,  Whereas i n d i v i d u a l  c o n t r i b u t o r s  may have myr iad r e aso n s  fo r  
s u p p o r t i n g  a c a n d i d a t e ,  i n c l u d i n g  i d e o l o g y ,  p e r s o n a l i t y ,  p a r t i s a n  id e n ­
t i f i c a t i o n ,  o r  personal  f a m i l i a r i t y ,  p o l i t i c a l  a c t i o n  commit tees  i n v e s t  
i n  c a n d i d a t e s  to  s e c u re  s p e c i f i e d  economic o r  o t h e r  p o l i c y  ends .  
A c co r d in g l y ,  c o n t r i b u t i o n s  a r e  r e g u l a r l y  made in  sup p o r t  o f  male c a n d i ­
d a t e s  (Mandel , 1981: 192) ,

Because t h e  numbers o f  c a n d i d a t e s  r e p o r t e d  in  t h i s  s tu dy  a r e  so 
s m a l l ,  i t  would be premature  to  s u g ge s t  t h a t  Arkansas -based  p o l i t i c a l  
a c t i o n  commit tees  might  w i th ho ld  c o n t r i b u t i o n s  to  fema le  l e g i s l a t i v e  
c a n d i d a t e s  because  o f  a pe rce ive d  i n a b i l i t y  to  produce d e s i r e d  p o l i c y  
ends .  I t  i s  i n t e r e s t i n g  t o  n o t e ,  however ,  t h a t  two r e c e n t  surveys  t aken  
o f  members o f  t h e  73rd General  Assembly asked l e g i s l a t o r s  t o  r a t e  t h e i r  
c o l l e a g u e s  in  terms o f  (1)  t h e i r  e f f e c t i v e n e s s  as  l e g i s l a t o r s ,  and (2) 
t h e i r  va l ue  as  sou r ces  o f  a d v i c e  and o p in i o n s  to  be sought  by o t h e r  
l e g i s l a t o r s  ( W h i s t l e r ,  1983) .  On n e i t h e r  p o i n t  d id  any o f  t h e  female 
l e g i s l a t r s  ga in  in - h o u se  suppo r t  from t h e i r  c o l l e a g u e s ,  male or  
f e m a l e . 9 These f i n d i n g s  would sugge s t  t h a t  any l a c k  o f  c o n f i d e n c e  in  
female  l e g i s l a t o r s  canno t  i n  t h i s  c a s e  be t o t a l l y  a t t r i b u t e d  to  gender  
d i s c r i m i n a t i o n  o r  p o l i t i c a l  p a r t y  do m in a t io n ,  i n  view o f  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  
t h e s e  female  l e g i s l a t o r s  d id  no t  even ment ion each o t h e r .

The q u e s t i o n  o f  p o l i t i c a l  a c t i o n  commit tee  supp or t  a l s o  r e t u r n s  to  
t h e  q u e s t i o n  o f  whether  female  c a n d i d a t e s  pursue  t h a t  sou rce  o f  f u n d s ,  
o r  whethe r  t h e y  a r e  a t t e m p t i n g  t o  ga in  a c c e ss  to  t r a d i t i o n a l  c e n t e r s  o f  
p o l i t i c a l  s u p p o r t .  Mandel , w i th  o t h e r s ,  s u g g e s t s  t h a t  women a r e  wary 
o f  a c c e p t i n g  money t h a t  has s t r i n g s  a t t a c h e d ,  s u s p i c i o u s  o f  t h e  expected 
repaymen t ,  because  th ey  a r e  s t r a n g e r s  t o  r e a c h i n g  g o a l s  v i a  h i g h - r i s k

9Points were assigned according to first mention, second mention, 
and so forth. Of the five female legislators, only one received a 
positive score, the result of a fifth-mention by a single colleague.
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wheel ing and d e a l i n g ,  and p r e f e r  i n s t e a d  a s t e p - b y - s t e p  goal r e a l i z a t i o n  
process  (1981: 197) .  A d d i t i o n a l l y ,  Schramm has specul a t e d  t h a t  whi le  
women's t r a d i t i o n a l  "amateur" s t a t u s ,  de f ine d  as  i s s u e - o r i e n t e d  and not  
l i k e l y  to  compromise, has gained them a f a i r  number o f  convent ion d e l e ­
ga t e  s e a t s  because t h e i r  suppor t  can come from groups not n e c e s s a r i l y  
p a r t  o f  t h e  r e g u l a r  p o l i t i c a l  m i l i e u ,  1 t  might a l so  exp la in  t h e i r  slow 
I n t e g r a t i o n  In to  e l e c t e d  l e g i s l a t i v e  pos ts  when compared t o  " p r o f e s s i o n ­
a l s "  who a r e  de f ined  as  preoccupied wi th  winning e l e c t i o n s  (1981: 46-59).  
P o l i t i c a l  a c t i o n  commit tees ,  t o o ,  a r e  preoccupied wi th  winning e l e c t i o n s ,  
and to  th e  e x t e n t  t h a t  PAC suppor t  makes a c l e a r  s t a tement  about  th e  pe r ­
ce ived e f f e c t i v e n e s s  o f  a l e g i s l a t o r ,  an o b j e c t i v e  s tudy exp lor ing  t h e  
r e l a t i o n s h i p  between p o l i t i c a l  a c t i o n  committee su p p o r t ,  as well as o t h e r  
non-personal  sources  o f  funds ,  and l e g i s l a t i v e  c a nd id ac ie s  run by women 
would be he lpful  in  dete rmining d i f f e r e n t  degrees  to  which male and 
female c a n d id a t e s  a c t i v e l y  pursue o u t s i d e  C o n t r i b u t i o n s .

Conclusion

In pragmatic t e rms ,  i t  makes l i t t l e  d i f f e r e n c e  i f  t h e  publ ic  o f f e r s  
i d e o lo g ic a l  support  f o r  female l e g i s l a t o r s  i f  co n c re te  a c t i v i s t  and 
f i n a n c i a l  suppor t  i s  not  for thcoming.  While t h e  numbers conta ined in 
t h i s  paper  a r e  much too small to  permit  pe r suas ive  g e n e r a l i z a t i o n s ,  they 
may se rve  as  a sp r ingboard f o r  a s s e s s i n g  t h e  c u r r e n t  behavioral  p o s i t i o n  
o f  groups known to  f in an c e  l e g i s l a t i v e  campaigns and th e re by  d e f i n i n g  
l i n e s  o f  suppor t  and non-suppor t .  More s t u d i e s  a r e  needed in  t h i s  area 
to f u r t h e r  c l a r i f y  th e  e x t e n t  to which women running fo r  t h e  Arkansas 
L e g i s l a t u r e  a r e  re qu i re d  o r  a r e  w i l l i n g  to  f in anc e  t h e i r  own campaigns;  
t h e  f i n a n c i a l  o b s t a c l e s  they face  dur ing  t h e  primary s t age  r e l a t i v e  to 
male c a n d i d a t e s ;  and t h e  lower c o r r e l a t i o n  between campaign f in anc e  and 
e l e c t o r a l  success  than exper ienced by men.

In the  absence o f  o t h e r  s t u d i e s  exp lor ing  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  o f  
pub l ic  op in ion  to  campaign. f in an ce  1n Arkansas l e g i s l a t i v e  r a c e s ,  and 
f u r t h e r  i n t o  the  a l l o c a t i o n  o f  c o n t r i b u t i o n s  based on the  gender o f  
c a n d i d a t e s ,  th e  po in t  to  emerge here 1s t h a t  women a r e  r e p o r t i n g  more 
money and winning fewer e l e c t i o n s  than male c a n d i d a t e s .  Because such a 
l a r g e  percentage o f  t h e i r  r e p o r te d  c o n t r i b u t i o n s  came from t h e  female 
c a nd id a t es  themse lves ,  the  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between publ ic  support  fo r  
female l e g i s l a t o r s  and th e  l evel  o f  campaign c o n t r i b u t i o n s  from o u t s i d e  
s o u r c e s ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  in  the  primary s t a g e ,  might be f u r t h e r  explored 
wi th  a view toward dete rmin ing  t h e  ac tua l  f u n d ra i s i n g  s t r a t e g i e s  employed
by female c a n d i d a t e s .

In the  case  o f  t h e  general  e l e c t i o n s ,  where t h e  o t h e r - t h a n - s e l f  
c o n t r i b u t i o n s  came more r e a d i l y  to  women y e t  t h e  vo tes  did n o t ,  f u t u r e  
s t u d i e s  to  determine a p o s s i b l e  d i f f e r e n t i a l  p a t t e r n  o f  male/ female  
media expend i tu res  would be helpful  in d i s c ov er in g  a c o r r e l a t i o n  between 
gender-based methods o f  campaign exposure and subsequent  r a t i o s  o f  
e l e c t o r a l  succes s .
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