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ABSTRACT

Drawing on insight$rom theliteratures orcontextual effects and civil warthis paper develops

a theoretical framework for understanding the
participation and vote choices. Specificallytasts the hypothesis that individuals living under a
violent contexttend to adjust their political behaviors in line with the strategic objectives and
ideological orientations proclaimed by taemedactordominating the aredased ora national
surveyconducted in Colombian 2005by the Latin American Public Opinion Project (LAPQP)
and contextual level data, this papemploys hierarchical regression models to teshe
theoretical framework. Results suggest a stiomgact ofviolent contexts on polital behavior,

and thatthe nature othis impact is closely related to the balance of military power between the
competingarmed actorsand their strategic objectives towards the political syst®mputed
areas exhibited the lowest probabilities of vgtigimilarly, violent contexts demonstrated to
have an important role explaininvgte choice As we move from areas dominated by-l&ihg
insurgents to regions controlled by righing paramilitaries individuals were more likely to

support a presidentiabndidate placed on the right of the ideological spectrum



1.1 INTRODUCTION

An important number of empirical analyses support the general argument that social and political
environments affect individual political behavior and attituffésckfeldt 1979; MacKuen and
Brown 1987; Mondak et al. 1996; Corder and Wolbrecht 2006; Baker et al. 2006; Huckfeldt
1986; Huckfeldt and Sprague 1995; Huckfeldt et al. 2004; Berelson et al. T5exts have
an influence on political behavior as they contribute to define the opportunities and limitations
individuals face when making political decisioss a result political behavior and political
attitudes cannot be explained relying exclusively on individual characteristics, rather they must
be understood in terms of p e op (Heokfeldt 1986) at i o n
Contextual effects literature has focused its attention primarily on how socioeconomic
environments and social networks influence political behavior in develapedres. However,
as electoral democracy has extended to developing nations one can expect that outside Western
Europe and the United States additional cont
behavior and opinionghis paperfocuses on onefahese factors asking howdividualsbehave
in a context characterized by high degrees of political violent®e precisely, what is the
impact of violent contextsonn di vi dual s §andtheair eleciorgireferenoed v ot e

In this paperl arguethat in a situation of civil conflict, armed actors use violence in an
attempt to force individuals to behave in a way consistent with their political objectives;
therefore, one can expect individuals to adjust their political behavior and opinions to the
strategic objectives of the dominant armed adtatso arguethat the nature of the impact of a
vi ol ent context on individualsdé political b eh

armed actors and their strategic objectives towards thiécpbbystemUsing a hierarchical data
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analysis, | show that even though individual factors play a relevant role explaining political
behavi or, vi ol ent cont exts heaecteralparicipation@rdr t an't
vote intention

This paper consists okevensections. After the introduction, the second section discusses
why it is relevant to analyze the relationship between violent contexts and political behavior, and
why Colombia is an appropriate case to study this relationilalsopresents a brief description
of the illegal actors involved in ¢ Colombian conflict. The thirdection summarizes the
literature on contextual effects. The fourth ongoduces some hypothesis about the effects of
vi ol ent cont e xt scal behavior.nThe fifth seéaticn Ipresénts [had and the

analytical strategyThe sixth section discusses the results; and the last one concludes.

1.2 COLOMBIA: ADIFFEREN T KIND OF CONTEXT

Although most Latin American countries experienced processes of deimation during the

past few decades, some of these new democracies continue ifagpiogant environmental
challenges such as corruption, violence, and institutional instability. This challenges may lead
new democracies towards what some authors havedchlbrid regimegDiamond 2002;
Levitsky and Way 2002; Schedler 2008hat is, political systemwhich cannot be considered

full democracies or full authoritarianisms because, although elections serve as the main
mechanism for obtaining political authority, some of the key principles of a functioning

democracy are frequently violated, creating anewem playing field between political



competitors. In most cases hybridegimes emerge as incumbents attempt to manipulate the
democratic rules for their own benefit. That
democracies can also move toward a hybrid regime as external competitors challenge the
authority of the demcratic state, or when the state surrenders some of its power to a private
agent. Here, external competitors and private agents may use violence to seize power or to
influence electoral results. This is the case in Colombia during thitntastecades. On the one

hand, guerrillas increased their actions against democratic institutions in an attempt to undermine
them, and in some cases to Ainfluenceo them.
play a central role in the Colombiant at e s ¢ ount gMaucers2001l:¢b8)these st r at
organizations gained important political influence. Thus, studying the repercussions of
contextual factors such as ©political vi ol enc
represents an important endeavor of any research agenda focusinmplifpced behavior in new
democracies.

Within Latin Ameri ca, Col ombia represents
of violent contexts on political behavior. Despite the persistent political violence that has
characterized this country during teecond half of the twentieth century through the present, the
electoral process has unfolded in a context of relative open competition between parties and
candidates, a relative absence of fraud, and the perceived legitimacy of winning candidates
(Kline 1995; Pecaut 2003)However, during the last decades as the internal conflict has

intensified? it is increasingly apparent that thetstdas been unable to maintain its presence and

! According to Levitsky and Way (2002) functioning democracies have to fulfill the following four principles: 1)
executives and legislatives are chosen through free and competitive elections, 2) all adults possess the right to vote,
3) political and civil ights are protected and, 4) elected authorities possess real authority.

2 SomeColombianscholars have even suggested that, during the last decade, Colombian conflict transformed itself
into a civil war. See: Ramirez Tobén (2000).
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to preserve the democratic rule of law in many parts of the country. Thus, during the last two

decades, guerrillas and paramilitaries organizations have consolidated some control over wide
areas of the countrin ways that have gone beyond mere military domination. In this context, it

is valuable to analyze how electorates behave in a country suffering the effects of an internal

conflict.

1.2.1 The actors of an internal conflict

Although Colombia has struggled wigolitical violence for the last 70 years, the armed actors
currently involved in the internal conflict started to appear in the early 1868as during that
decade when the FARE(erzas Armadas Revolucionarias de Colomhiae ELN Ejército de
Liberacion Nacionad), and the EPLEjército Popular de LiberacignguerrillasappearedLater
on, in the 1970s new insurgent groups emerged. Those were the cases ef3hard other
small insurgent organizationk the early 1980s, righwing paramilitary oganizations joined
the Colombianconflict. All leftist guerrillas were active until the late 1980s; however by the
early nineties only the FARC and the ELN remained active. All ottirgent organizations
were dismantled between 1988 and 1988er a sges of peace talks involving the Colombian
govermment and the guerrillas

Among the currently active guerrillas, the FARC is the strongest organization. This
communist insurgency founded in 196&s experienced an enormous expansionwasrit from
a smd guerrilla grouping a couple of hundred peasants and only active in a few departments, to
an organization with more than 13,000 combatants and present in almost all the national
territory. Originally linked to the Colombian Communist Party, the FARCteldifapart from this
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party in the | ate 198006s, as some communi st
struggleas astrategy to reach power. From the late 1960s to the early 1990s the FARC had some
involvement in electoral processes troutffte Communistparty and the Union Patridtica
(Dudley 2008) However, after approxiately 3,90 militants from these parties were
assassinated between 1986 and 1997, the FARC distanced from elections. Nowadays this
organization considerslectoralcompetition as an unnecessary waste of l(\fesro and Uribe
2002: 144)

The second guerrdl, t he ELN, unlthakeea pgadart origi@dré&at@ indi d n o6
1964 by a group ofurban college graduates with close links to téeoluionary Cuba of the
early 1960st he ELN attempted to ap pHogotheory? AGthis o mbi a
theoryplaces a greater emphasis on the military dimension than quotitieal field, the ELN
remainedrelatively distantfrom electoral politics In fact, this guerrillatraditionally promoted
electoral abstentionHarnecker 1987) Only recently the ELNdecided to develop and
instrumental relationship with local power in an attempt to extract economic resources from local
governmentgCubides 2004: 152)nitially, the ELN grew slowly and focusedsiactions in a
few departmentsAfter almost facing extinction in the 1970s, ireth980s the ELMtarted to
extort oil companies antb kidnap their employeesssuringa constant and important flow of
money that helpethis guerrillato increase its manpower and to expand its scope of dction
Despite its recovery, the ELN experienaenew setbackni the late 1999 as paramilitaries
initiated a process of expansion into areas with presefnibés organization Nowadays the ELN

is still active, however its military initiative has been importantly reduced.

% According to this theory the revolution must be triggered by small and mobile guiertitis(focuses) working in
rural areas.
* This guerrilla increased its combatants from 150 in 1983, to 4,500 in 1998 (Vélez 2000: 31).
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By the early 1980s a new armadtor entered the Colombian conflict: the paramilitaries.
They emerged as a coalition of cattle ranchers, -eghastrid entrepreneurs, drug lords and
members of the armed forc€&utiérrez and Baron 2005: 18Jhese groupsembodieda
counterinsurgeneand antileft prgect, and theyhave beena mechanism to prevent radical
changes in the political and econorarenagRomero2003) Originally, paramilitaries hadlose
connectios with the armed forceand lacked of a central commaitbwever by the 1990shey
gained autonomy from the military and developed a central coiitnelemergence ih997 of a
national paramilitay federation T Autodefensas Unidas de ColombigUC)i, allowed
paramilitary groups to coordinate their counterinsurgent actions, to expand their presence to new
regions, and to increase the number of troops. Between 1997 and 2000, the AUC augmented its
size from 4,000 to 8,000 combatanfRomero 2003)I n 2002 presi dent Ur i b
startedpeace talks ith the AUC that conducted to disasd#img most paramilitary groups.
However, there is evidence that some paramilitary structures remmiact; other groups
reorganized their structures after some paramilitary leaders abahtengeace negotiations.
Thus, the absolute number glaramilitarytroops may havelecreasednonetheless the dnof
this organizatiormemains distantOn the political dimension, paramilitaries have digmlence
to weaken the | eft, and t hegmdtaivegd rdé ardd it da tier

them or by developing alliances with local politicigi¥@lencia 2007 Most of the politicians

® According to the government are than 20,000 combatants were demobilized. However, the number of
demobilized paramilitary troops was apparentlyaitgd
®1n 2001, four paramilitary commanders and 21 politicians (including 2 governors and several congress members)
from the North Cosa t departments signed an agreement to fAbuilt
Ralito Agreement Acuerdo de Ralifp It represents how close the links between paramilitariesCatoimbian
politicians have gone.

7



supported by these organizations belong to the traditional Liberal and rZathae parties.
However, in certain regions paramilitaries have close links with small emerging political parties.
In sum, th guerrillas and paramilitaries haved an important relationship with
electoral politics. In theistruggleagainst the Colombian state, guerrillas have combined the use
of violence with an intervention in elections through extreme left parties. More recently,
guerrillas have centered their efforts towards the blocking of elections and the attack of
politicians from the traditional parties. Similarly, paramilitariégmught a fierce battle against
guerrillas and leftving parties, and developed successful alliances with-wgig politicians

gaining access to the local and national spheres of power.

1.3 CONTEXTS AND POLITICAL BEH AVIOR

The literature on political behavior, with a few exceptions, has emerged from studies of
democracies characterized by a high degree of political stability. Electoral analyses in countries
under stress or crisis usually subscribetite same theoretical and methodological tendencies
developed in stable countries without examining the impact of political crises upon electoral
outcomes and political behavior. Political Sy
the politial or economic system is confronted with challenges with which existing institutions

and organi zations ar e (PESTIN 2Q01) adplesent a wlistibct e t o

framework for the analysis of political behavior. As mentioned befoxeraenew democracies

"These are the casesMbvimiento de Convergencia Popular Civi€onvergencia Ciudadanand Movimiento de
Integracién Popular.
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are facing environmental challenges that may have effects not only on the nature of the political

regi me, but also on citizensd6 political behav
|l ndi vi dual characteristics alone camdnot fo
opinions. Along with these factors, political

relationship with the environment and the environmental factors that affect their individual
choices (Huckfeldt 1986) In other words, individuél £hoice is located at the intersection
between individual preferences on the one hand and environmentally imposed opportunities and
constrainton the othef.

There are least two different mechanisms through which social and political
environments can have an effect on political behavior. First, the reference group or the
structurally imposed conteXtHuckfeldt 1986; Huckfeldt and Sprague 198These are certain
social and political conditions external tbe individual, which may have a direct effect on
political behavior because they | i mit i ndi vi c
factors such as the ethnic and socioeconomic composition of a neighborhood, or the distribution
of political preferences at the work place. Second, social and political contexts can be defined in
terms of social networks. That is, individually constructed interpersonal interactions that,
although are a product of I ndi v iogpartaritisséandc h o i c ¢
constraint{Huckfeldt and Sprague 1987) Her e t he context has an in
behavior as people interchgmpoints of view or are exposed to new information.

The effects of structurally imposed contexts on political behavene studiedfor the

first time in the 1950s. In their analysis of electoral processes and opinion formasoralin

& This broad understanding of a political or social context implies that structural factors, interpersonal networks, as
well as institutions, among othexctors, constitute the environment in which individuals act and make their political
decisions.
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communities,Berdson, Lazersfeld and McPhd&954) showed that political preferences were

more likely to be socially constructed than indivally detemined. At the same timgesocial
psychologistssuch as Kurt Lewin and Herbert Simdmghlighted the effects ofsocial
circumstances om n d i v iperaeptibns dhoices and actions(Zuckerman 208). After a

period in which political scientist focused its attention, almost exclusively, on the individual
determinants of political behavioduring the last decades the study of the social logic of
political behavior has gained interé&Zuckerman 2005) Research has focused its attention on
turnout, vote choice, partissimp and political preferences; asatioeconomic conditions appear

as one of the main contextual deteramts of political behavio(Giles and Dantico 1982;
Huckfeldt 1979; Kenny 1992; Leighley 1990; Mondak et al. 199Gjditional structurally

imposed contexthave been found to have an influence mlitical attitudes and political

behavior the list includesthe eéhnic composition of neighborhood&iles and Buckner 1993)
regional |l evel s of wo me n 06(Banaszak and Rlutzer 1993he n hi g
theologica climate of religious communitie@Vald et al. 1988 andur ban congl omer at
(Oliver 2000)

Recently, some contextual analyses have changed their focus from structurally imposed
contexts to social and political networksi§ line of research has made important contributions
about the influence of other personBrst,ohis i ndi \
line of research has showd#tht people who discuss politics are more susceptible to experience
changs in their opinions that are consistent with the opinions prevalent in a giveriMuta
1997; Huckfeldt 1986)Or as Ma&uen and Browr(1987)argued,ndividuals will tend to align
their views with those dominant in their political milieu (47Bpwever,heterogeneous social

networks tend to make voters more ambivalast they are exposed to diserpoliticalviews
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(Huckfeldt et al. 2004; Baker et al. 2006esearch on the effects of social networks also
demonstrated thandividuals have an important role on the articulation of the social aecabl
networks in which they became involved. In other words, individuals can shape their interaction
networks. Howeverlthough individuals decide with whom they interact, the pool of individuals
from which they can select their discussion partnerenslitioned by thig socialcontex.

As mentioned above, ost of the literature on contextual effects has focused on the
impact of socioeconomic contexts and social networks on political decisions and attitudes.
However, there is a lack of research abda éffects on political behavior of environmental
factors characteristic of developing democracies. That is the case of political violence. This
paperattempts to bridge that gap; but, why would political violence or an internal conflict should

affectindvi dual s6 political behavior? The foll owin

1.4 POLITICAL VIOLENCE A ND ELECTORAL BEHAVIO R

Unlike common violence, political violenagsually grows out of an interaction of opponents,

and serves specific instrumental purposes; in other witridsused to achieve diverse strategic

goals (Tilly 1978)° Accor ding to Powel |, political vi ol e
change the bargaining rules of the democratic game, to undermine the support enjoyed by the
regime or its major parties, or to intimidate the opposition while mobilizing stipféowell

1982: 158) In the same way, other scholars have suggested that one of the central functions of

® The literature on political violence conceives violence as either contingent or inherent. The second perspective
argues that since violence is one of mangralitive channels of group activity, it is chosen as a tactical calculation
(Eckstein 1980). This paper follows the idea that violence is an inherent human behavior.
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violence in civil obtedesncdKalyvad2006;g0\acknextCraviley 1980; t i z e n
Kalyvas 1999)thus in contexts of internal conflict or civil war, the actual use of violence or the
t hreat o ftendetl ® shape the belsaviai of a targeted audience by altering the expected
val ue of paiKalyvas2006 26 acti onso

When an armed actor decides to use violence against the political system or certain
individuals, it attempts to shape the social context in which individaéikspolitical decisions.
By doing so, this actor seeks to force individuals to behave in a way consigteits wolitical
objectives.As a resultindividuals living in violent contexts will tend to adjust their political
behaviors and opinions in line with the strategic objectives and ideological orientations
proclaimed by the dominant armed actor.

This general expectation warrants a more detailed explanation. First, | assume a conflict
in which there are two competing armed actors. These actors may be the government (the
incumbent) and an insurgent force (the challenger); or an illegal armed é&uter to the
government a counterinsurgent force or a paramilitary gfioapd an insurgent grougecond,
I al so assume that these groups have politic
compete in the electoral arena. Some armed actoss tiase linksto political parties as they
share a emmon political project. That was the case of many insurgent granpgsthe
Communist partyor the National Fascist Party and paramilitary groups in l{@&iazar 2000)
Other armed actors develagliances with political parties; howeverthese past may be
temporal and they do not imply a close ideological connection. They may be product of strategic

decisions to reach a common political goal.

9 Violence increases the cost of certain actions; theréfolieiduals have no chance thiw accept the authority of
the dominant armed actor.
12



The political dimension of armed actors suggests that they may also differ in terms of
their drategies toward the political systeBome armed actors may wantfiuencethe politics
by trying to affect, for example, electoral results; while others may waninderminethe
existing political systemby blocking elections or by overthrowing died authorities. In
Colombia paramilitaries represent the first strategy. These counter insurgent forces attempt to
have an influence on local and national politics, using violencantiermine the electoral
support enjoyed by leftwing parties, while theybilize support foicandidates close to them.
Left-wing guerrillas, on the other hand, use violence attemptingnermine the current
political regime(Pizarro 1996) Guerrillas are less interested in promoting candidates than in
blocking elections and killing politicians.

I n some cases armed actors may ©practice &
implies that while a given armed actor is trying to influence pslitat the same time it attempts
to undermine the political systeth.n Col ombi a, the FARC initially
as this organization combined attacks against the state with electoral fgblarcecker 1987)
However, recently this guerrilla has concentrated all its efforts to undermine the cuolrgcelp
regime(Ferro and Uribe 2002) A Mi xedo str at e dthenstiortaldenel, astam t a k ¢
armed actor changes its strategy from one region to another within the same country. At the local
l evel, armed actors have | ess room for a A mi
activities and resources towards aginset of political institutions (mayor and city council),
making inefficient to set in motion contradictogyforts If an armed actor were to develop a
Ami xedo strategy towards a single set of pol
compeitor. An armed actor cannot try to have influence on electoral outcomes while at the same

time it is blocking elections, because it will fail to fulfill one of these two strategies. Thus, at the
13



local level armed actors have to either try to influence® amderminelte political system. Since
myanalysif ocuses on the | ocal l evel I owi || not an

Finally, armed actors maglso differ in terms of their level of control over a given
region. On the one hand, there is taation of fragmented control; this is typically the situation
of disputed orcontested areas in which there are two relatively equal military powers. In
situations of fragmented control, violence can be exercised by both(Kialgsas 1999: 252)

On the other hand, there are areas of full or close to full control. Herefahe competing
armed actors exercises full sovereignty or at least it enjoys a dominant position. In this scenario
the dominant actacontrolsthe violent initiative and the means of violenasother armed actor

was expelfrom the region owasforce to hide in the periphery. In Colombia, during the late

1 9 9 pavasnilitary forces took oveseveral municipalities previously dominated by -eihg
insurgents who were forced to move to the rural highlands.

In sum,the nature of a violent context isfoeed byar med act or soéorl evel
dispute overa region and their political strategiddowever, what are the specific impacts of
different violent context on electoral participati@bectoral preferences, and political opinidns

In a violent coitext one can expedt n d i v ieleaioeal parficipationto decrease
However not all violent contexts are the samse | expect the reduction of electoral participation
to vary as we move from one violent context to anotkiénen an armed actor increasets
control over a region, political competitiois expected todecrease as political parties
representingpolitical ideas opposing he domi nant a r nmeag redace their 6 s i
presence. These partieithdraw frompolitics as a way to protechéir memberdrom violence,
or theysimply disappeadue toviolent actions committedgains their militants. No matterthe

armed actdy strategic orientationdominated areabecome politically homogeneousin this
14



type of macreenvironment political information flow and mobilization efforts decrease
stimulating a reduction ielectoral participatioiGimpel and Lay 2005: 210)

In disputed areas, on the other hahe, individual probabilityof voting is expected to be
evenlower than in controlled municipalitie€ontested regionare characterized by high levels
of indiscriminate violence against civiliaasid politiciangKalyvas 2006, 1999)In theseareas
the expression of any political position may expose individualsidtent attacks from any
competing armed actorCitizens living in these areas face a situation in which there is no safe
action but inaction; therefore they wabstain from voting as a mechanism to protect themselves
from political violence(Garcia 2006) Similarly, in this type of social environment political
parties will temporarily withdrew from the political arena as a mechanism to pribteict
members;as a resultpolitical competitionwill be very low and there will be almost no
mobilization efforts'! In other words in disputed areas individuals will adopt a feisitting
strategy as fAcontestation makes it difficult
(Kalyvas 2006: 226)

Individual electoral preferences, like electoral participatiomay also be affected by
armed actor sod | e vgeh Highdefels of@ontinancd giveoarneed actars thee
chanceof forcing individualsto support thi political counterparts.ndividuals living in these
areas will have a higher probability of voting firesecandidates or political partiethan
individuals living in othernon dominated areasiowever this effect may be moderated by
ar med dratdgiesrt@vards the political systesirmed actors attempting to influence the

politics are more likely to use their dominant status to promote the elestmeéss of certain

1 By the mid 1990s the dispute between guerrillas and paramilitaries reached its peak in the Colombian
municipality of Apartaddé. This caused that in 1994 there were no politicians willing to competiee ftocal
executive.
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candidates or political partieGenerally these parties represent teastingpolitical status quo.
Conversely, armed actoegtemptingto undermine a political order, will use thelominant
position topromoteelectoralsupport for disloyal opposition partiésinz 1978: 27) while they
try to undermine political support for those parties around whiclexising political status quo
it is articulated.

In Colombiaparamilitaries embody the first case. This organizatievelopedyactswith
politicians fromvariouspolitical parties™ Like the paramilitariesthese politicians are located at
the rightwing of the ideological spectrupand they represent the political status quo historically
sustained by the bipartisan hegemo@yerrilla controlled areas represent the second scenario
By the end of the 1990¢he FARC expressed its intention of undering elet¢oral support for
Li ber al and Conservative candidates. An insur
we control, we are not going to allow the traditional parties to make hay Fer r o and U
2002: 140).Thus, in these regions thedividual prokability of voting for parties and candidates
representing the current status quo will decrease compared to areas controlled by the state or by
paramilitary groups.

I n di sputed regions, the violent context v
preferencesArmed actors need to have a minimal advantage over their competitors to have an
influenceo n i n d ieledtodauchdicsA8 an armed actor is able to consolidate its military
control in a certain region, it will be able to generate seareof political order, and therefore it
wi || be capable of having an influence on ind
in contested areas; therefore armed actors will not be able to use violence to have a particular

effect on politcal outcomes.

12 Recently paramilitaries supported several piclans belonging to Presidebitibed songressional coalition
16



Table 1. Expected Effects of Violent Contexts on Voting and Electoral Preferences

POLITICAL STRATEGY
Influence Undermine
7 The probability of voting reaches its lowéstel.
E Contested ]
w 8 There is no effect on electoral preferemice
@)
= 2 The probability of voting The probability of voting
% o decreases. decreases.
wo
-
E Full control The probability of supporting | The probability of supporting
% pro fguamd usandipr o fpUad usand
[ parties increases. parties decreases.
Predominant Armed Actor Paramilitaries Guerrillas

1.5 DATA AND METHODS

Individual level cta used in thipapercomes from anational survey conducted in Colomhima

2005 by the Latin American Public Opinion Project (LAPOP) of Varde University. This

survey isdivided into two samples. The first one is a nationally representative sample of 1,487
adults from 48 municipalities ons(Begotd Atantig| | of
Pacific, Central, Western and the former National Territories). The second one is a sample of
1,596 adults, representative of conflict regiofke latter sampleinterviewed individuals from

28 municipalities. Both samples appliecetsame questionnaire. In short, the LAPOP study
conducted in 2005nterviewed 3,083 adults from 76 Colombian municipalitiés.this paperl

also usecontextual leveldata on political violence andocioeconomic factors for the 76
municipalties includedin the survey. Rta on political violence includes measures, at the

municipall evel , of ar med act or.VUdingthemnurecipa leveldatacnont r o |
17



armed act or s 0 anchiother toatextal faciotstasmpaperwill be based on a
hierarchical data structure, as | hawtormation on individual level variables (levdl) and

municipal level factors (leve2).

1.5.1 Variables

This paperdeals withtwo types ofdependent variables: voi@dvote intentionVoteis a
dichaomous variable measuring whether or not an individual participated in the 2003 local
elections. Vote is coded so thateos equal to vote and zerorion vote Vote intentiommeasures
whether or not an individual was planning to vote for the incumbetttian2006 presidential
elections. Vote intentionis coded so that one is equal to vote intention for President Alvaro
Uribe, and zero is equal to vote intention for any other candidihte.variableallows me to test
the effect of a violent contexin avote choice representing somehow extremeadeological
position. President Uribee mbodi es t he-qu oo r erapnedentdhd rghtwirsy
segments of théiberal party andthe Conservative party. Additionally, severalmembersof
Ur i bcen@yressional coalition have been inem in political pacts or negotiations with
paramilitary group¥.

The differentviolent contextsdescribed in the previous sectiane measuredusing a
groupof variablescapturingthe local balance of power betweguerrillas and paramilitariest

the municipal levelTwo variables measure the level of control exerciseslgiven municipality

13 Alvaro Uribe himself has been recognized as one of the most conservative members of the Liberal party. His
cabinetand congressional coalition is made up the majority of the Conservative partlyeagrdwing rightwing
segments of the Liberal party.

“57 members of Uribeb6s government congressional coal it

links to paramilitary groups.
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by guerrillas and paramilitariesespectively Another variable captures the extent of the dispute
between gueillas and paamilitaries.
These variables where constructedhe following way | started bycreatinga municipal
level database on violent actigreovering the seven electoral years between 1988 and'2003
This database records, on a daily basis, violent eventsnitted by gueillas and paramilitaries
in all Colombian municipalitiesViolent actions included in the database:&ggrorist acts,
attacks on public property, attacks on private property, blocking of roads, ambusimsts,
piracy, massacres, homaes, assaults against individuals, political kidnappings, and assaults
against public officials.Based on these dathproducedtwo annualcouns of violent actions
committed by guerrillas and paramilitaries in every Colombian municiplithese variables
capture the intensity@&@r med act or s 0 Usingthéese vartabldshe foliowirig stepc e .
was to create a classification procedwapableof discriminatingto what extent a given
municipality is controlled by guerrillas or pardiaries, or it is disputed by these armed actors.
First, |1 decided to take advantage of the geograplaicdl longitudinalcharacter of my
dataset on political violencélthough thispaperworks only with 76 municipalities and cross
sectional survey da, using the information on political violence in the surroundirgas of a
given municipality andconsideringe a ¢ h mu n ihistarypoaviolericey aeskey elements to
come up with a reliablmeasure oarmed actorslispute,and guerrilla and parantdry levels of
control Considering time and spabelpedme to avoidmisclassifyingmunicipalitiesthat differ
in terms of armed ¢ t evels 6f contral but that appearasvery similarat a given point in

time. For instancetwo municipalities may register a very low count of violent actions in a given

5| only recorded information for electoral years due to constraints in time and resources.
18 The source of this database was a report on violent actions publisi@enby de Ivestigacion y Educacion
Popular, CINEP.
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year. The firstoneis located ina relatively peaceful regigrandover the yearst consistently
registerdow levels of political violence.In this case, there is no doubtatthis municipalityis
not controlled or disputed by any arthactor The second municipality alsxperiencedow
levels of political violencein that particular yearbut previouslyit experienced high levels of
violence. Here low levels of violencetaone particular year may be the consequence that
guerrillas or paramilitaries finally conquere
anymore. Similarly, an apparently peaceftdwn may be surrounded by municipalitiaffected
by high le\els of violence; thus, although this municipality appears as not affected by political
violence it belongs to a disputed region.

| consideredthe geographicaldimension of political violencecreating a spatially
weighted count of both guerrilland paramilitary violent actionsThese variables were created
using GeoDa0.9.3 mul t i pl ying the yearly countbhga of ar
contiguity weightcontaininginformation on the neighborhood structure of each municipality
(Anselin 2003: 2)This structuras definedusing one of tw types of contigity criteria | useda
neighboringstructurec a | | e d , tha€reates th@ontiguity weightconsidering information
from themunicipalitiessharing a border with a particular locati@md themunicipalitiesplaced
in the vertices of that location.

Using the spatially weighted count of violent actiohgnext step was tasea procedure
to distinguish municipalities controlled or disputed by the different armed adtotengitudinal
analysis there is the possibility thatn di vi dual s or observations
development pattern, instead there may be clustesslmgroups withira populationdescribing
distinctive trajectories(Nagin 2005) Following thislogic, Nagin developed semiparametric

groupbasedmodeling approach that identifiésjectoriesor paths erargingfrom longitudinal
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data This technique allows the identification of groupghin a populationon the basis of a
formal statistical model rather than on subjeetclassification rulegNagin 2005: 15) Via
Nagi n o0 s ,ladpmpfrecdestmdiive trajectorieslescribed by theiolent actions committed
both by guerrillas and paramilitariesln other words | was able to distinguish clusters of
municipalities in which violent actions perpetrated by guerrillas and paramilitaries follow
different patterns.Two smiparametric growpased models were estimatied guerrillas and
paramilitaries violent actionsespectivelyusing SAS PROC TRA@ones et al. 2001)

My analyses started by identifying the optimal numbetrajectoriesand th& shape
Models with two, three, and fogroups as well as models includingftérent time points were
estimatedThe best model fit was obtained usingpormationon political violencerom the last
three time points (1997, 2000 and 2QG8)dincludingfour trajectories In the casef guerrilla
actions all four groups were modkd as quadraticurvesforpar ami | i t ari esd vi ol
was modeled as a flat trajectory, and the remaining groups as quadratic lines. The trajectories for
the final models are depicted in Figuite parameter estimatesnd model fitmeasuresare
provided in Appendix A Solid lines represent the trajectoriespaframilitary violence dotted
l ines repr estienspathsguer ri I | as 6

In the case of paramilitary violence, thear ge st g Veryulpw staleld s ed i
estimated to includapproximately 76% of Colombian municipalities, and it is comprised by
towns registering almostonparamilitary activity The fAModer ate decreasi
about 20% of all municipalities and captures towns in which paramilitaries moved from about 4
actionsin 1997to approximately 2n 2003 Thei | ncr easi ngo trajectory d
experiencing an important augment in paramilitary violence; it includes only 1.6% of all

Colombian towns. Conversely he A Decr easi ngo gnicipalitips théteastier | b e s
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beginning of the period experienced a severe amount of paramilitary violence, and then

decreasegto moderate levels. This trajectory includes around 2.4% of Colombian municipalities.

Figure 1. Trajectories of Paramilitary and Guerrilla Violence
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responsiblefor about 4actions in 1997to perpetrate approximately olent events in 2003
Finally, the-dBElrghsi ngoegsbng represents only
guerrilla violence starts relatively high, reaches its highest level in 2000 and thefers and
important decrease in 2003.

By crossing paramilitary and gudla trajectories Iclassifiedall municipalities according
to different levels of guerrillaor paramilitary contrgl aswell as varous levelsof dispute
betweerthesearmed actorsTable 2displays the scenasof dispute and controésultingfrom
the intersection between guerrilla and paramilitargjectories Municipalities in which both
guerrilla and paramiltaryact i ons descr i be pathseare domsgleryareas ow s |
controlled by the Colombia state i@gionsnot affected by the armed dbat. Townscontrolled
by the guerrillasresult from the intersection betweenuer r i | | asé #ALow stab
decreasingo andedHegédi mgandpeaarajneigtiotraireisesd A Ver
trajectory; and from the crossing between gue i | | as 6 nHiegh e pahtandgasi ng
paramilitariesd6 fAiModerate decreasingo traject
i ntersection bet ween par anmillnictreeraise snd 0 1 Mandde r fal
trajectories and guetasdoin Ver y | ow st abl e o0 . ke idtersédtian wetwedna bl e 0
paramilitariesé6 nDecreasingo trajectory and
define municipalities controlled by the righing paramilitaries. Finallydisputed munigpalities
are defined by the intersectitnet ween paramilitariesd AModer at
pat hs and guerrill asb AModer at e decreasi ngo
|l ncreasingo and fADecreasi ngeeasnggdageebasrngse and

define disputed municipalities as well.
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Table 2. Scenarios of Guerrillas and Paramilitaries Control and Dispute

Guerrillasd6 Trajector.i
Moderate High Increasin
Very Low Stable Low Stable . g ) g
Decreasing Decreasing
_ Very Low No Conflict Guerrilla Guerrilla Guerrilla
— Stable
I= ,g Moderate Paramilitaries Paramilitaries Dispute Guerrilla
< o | Decreasing
NN : Paramilitaries Paramilitaries Dispute Dispute
o If_g Increasing
o o o . .
. Paramilitaries Paramilitaries Paramilitaries Dispue
Decreasing

Finally, | created four continuous variablegpturing the local balance of power between
guerrillas and paramilitaries at the municipal levehssigned to each cell resulting from the
intersection between the different trajectorregnericalvalues measuring the level carmed
act or s bor dspute (Table [2) | created a integrated measure of control and dispute
(Guerrillas v. Paramilitaries). This variable goes frord to 4, where values fromd to -2
represent different levels of guerrilla control, scores from 2 to 4 describe the \degnees of
paramilitary control.Disputed municipalities where coded when guerrillas show a ght
advantage over paramilitaries, and 1 when paramilitaries are the armed actor having a minor
advantage. &ro indicates absence of armed actors. Then | broke up this measure into three
variables, one capturingaramilitary contro| another measuringuerrilla control, and the last
one capturingdispute Thesevariables are coded in a 0 to 3 scale in which O represents no
control or dispute, and 3 represents the highest level of camtdi$pute

In addition to the contextual variables capturing the different scenarios of military

balance and strategic objectives, my analysis controls for the impact of other contextual and
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individual level variables on political behavi@ne of the factors founathave an influence on
i ndi vi du apariopatipnatepntektualaetonomic conditior{&iles and Dantico 182;
Huckfeldt 1979; Kenny 1992; Leighley 1990; Mondak et al. 1996)account for the effect of
this environmentalfactor, | include in my analysisf voting a poverty measure known as
Unsdisfied Basic Needs (UBN) index. This variabtientifies the proportion of households
having one or more unsatisfied basic ne@dsres and Mancero 2001Jhis variable was
measured in a 0 tb00 scale, in which higher values representlavatedevel of poverty:’

In the case of the effect of violent contexts waste intention one could make the
argument that armed actors move to plagbsrethe populatbn already shares their political
preferences t herefore the relationship betw®en arr
choicemay be endogenou3o control for thisoption| created avariablecapturing contextual
ideologicalpreferencesUsinglocal electoralresultsfrom 1988 t02003,| codedevery winning
partyusing a 1 to 5 scaléeft-wing parties were codel] while rightwing parties were assigned
ab Thenl createda score capturing each municipality
between 1988 ah2003 solow scoresndicate consistent support for lefing partiesin local
elections, while high scores show regular support for the right.

Since he hierarchical structure of the data allome to control for the effects of
individual level varialkgs, | include in myanalyss several individualevel factorsthat the
literature on political behavior has found to have an impact on participainchyote choice.
Thesevariablesare: age, gender, education, socioeconomic status, system support, external

political efficag/, political sophistication, political engament, party identification,and

' The basic needs considered by the index are: adequate living space, adequate provision of utilities, number of
persons per room, household income, and household memb
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sociotropic evaluations of the economydetailed description of these variables is preged in

AppendixB. Table 4displaysthe descriptive statistics.

Table 3. Descriptive Statistics

Standard

Name N Mean o Min. Max.
deviation

Dependent variables

Vote 3055 0.60 0.49 0 1
Vote intention forthe Incumbent 2972 0.71 0.46 0 1
Level2 Independent Variables

Guerrilla Control 75 0.40 0.64 0 3
Paramilitary Control 75 0.36 0.80 0 3
Dispute 75 0.16 0.49 0 3
Guerrilla V. Paramilitary 75 -0.43 1.55 -4 3
Poverty (UBN) 75 40.90 23.84 9.96 100
Ideology 75 3.2 0.43 1.83 429
Levell Independent Variables

Education 3063 8.05 4.37 0 18
Age 2859 36.57 14.10 18 86
Age (2003) 3065 35.80 13.73 18 84
System support 2983 59.65 20.76 0 100
Gender (male) 3065 0.49 0.50 0 1
Socioeconomic status 3065 47.25 21.58 0 100
External efficacy 2936 0.55 0.50 0 1
Sophistication 3065 46.13 27.25 0 100
Party ID (traditional) 2984 0.49 0.50 0 1
Current sociotropic eval. 3049 39.81 20.30 0 100
Prospective sociotropic eval 2891 42.44 37.65 0 100
Political engagement 3038 10.46 22.60 0 100
Ideology 2489 64.71 27.32 0 100

1.5.2 Analytical Strategy

To analyze the impact of violent contextsmmiitical behavior inColombia, | estimated a
series of hierarchical models, with voend vote intention modeled at lev&l nested within

municipalities at leveR. These estimations were conducted in HLM66.¥ote and vote
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intention were modeled using a thevel model for binary outcomé¥.For each of the
dependent variables | estimated tiypes ofHLM models: thefully unconditional modeand the
conditional model

The fully unconditional modepredicts the dependent variable within each ldveinit
with just one leveR parameter, thenterceptby, where the intercept is the mean outcome for the
jth unit. In addition, it provides information about the outcome variability at each of the two
levels (withinmunicipalities and betweemunicipalities). The variance components represent
the within-group variability () and the betweegroup variability (). By comparing the
variance components this model allom® to gauge how much variability in the dependent
variable is attributable to municipalities versus individuals, and providesnatmn on whether
or not contextual level factors must be considered to model the ou{@andenbush and Bryk
2002 :23).

For binary outcomg the levell equation for the unconditional model is:
h, = Iogé / ‘
Gt/
grj :Oj‘
and the leveR equation is:bg; = g+ Uoj; Ug ~ N(O, Wo). Whereay is the average legdds of
occurrence gffor instance voting in local electios across municipalitiesldy is the variance

between municipalities in municipaligverage logpdds of the outcome variable, ang;

represents the random effect associated withj Riaudenbush and Bryk 2002:297)

8 The HLM model for binary outcomes uses adshial sampling model and a logit link function (Raundenbush and
Byrk 2002; 294).
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Having estimated the outcome variability at each of the two levels, the next step will be
to build an explanatory adel to account for this variability. Tlewnditional modeWwill take into
account levell and level2 predictors, and it attempts to understand why some municipalities
have higher outcome means than othensd why in some municipalities the relationship
between the level predictors and the outcome variable is stronger than in othettés model,
the units at level ar e i ndividuals and each personos
characteristics. At leve? the units are municipalities, and thegression intercept (the mean
outcome)or the levell slopesareconceived as the dependent varialtatare hypothesized to
depend on certain contextual fact@®audenbush and Bryk 2002)

In this paperl will estimate two types o€onditional moded. First, | start by modeling
only the interce (interceptsas-outcomes modgIThis will allow me toknow whether different
violent contexts predict significant differences in mean vote and mean vote intenharh is
my main theoretical interestThen, Iwill model both intercepts and levElslopes(intercepts
and slopesasoutcomes modgl By predicting the level slopes usingantextual variables, |
will be able to discover whether tis&rength of theassociatioa betweerncontextuallevel factors
and the outcome variablebangest different levels otheindividual variablesin other words,
| will try to capturewhich individuals arenoreaffected byiolent contextsand which arenore
resistant to environmental influenc&ecause my theorgg 0 e s n 6 dn holw enanicipallevel
factors affect individual predictors of vote and vote intention, | will model the -lev&ébpes
following a more inductive approach. One alternative is to model every slope using all
contextual variablehowever crosgevel interaction can introduce into the model problems such

as lost of efficiency in parameter estimati@audenbush and Bryk 200ZJhereforea more

19 These types of models are also known as Inter@epButcomes models.
28



parsimoniousapproach was preferred in which | will model the slopes including only those
contextual variables withstatistics greater than 103°

In all HLM conditional modelshe continuousndependenvariables will be centeredn
the grand mean, and thdummy variables will be included uncentered. Bgntering the
variables inthiswayt he model s& 1 nt er c e p-6dds offcerfain eveneart t h e
the average value of the dependent variable, when the continuous variables take their mean

valuesand the dummy variables are equal to zero.

1.6 RESULTS

This section presents results framo sets of hierarchical modetiealing withthe effecs of
violent contexs$ on political behavior. The ifst subsection focuses on electoral participathonl

the seondone deals with vote intention.

1.6.1 Electoral Participation Models.

The first column in Table displays the results for tHelly unconditional model of voting. The
intercept coefficientoyy shows the average lagdds of voting across municipalities, which
corresponds to a probability of votimg approximately.622* In addition, a significant intercept
indicates that individuals were found to vary significantly around their municipal meakisg

into account the intercept coefficient (the mean) and the municipal level vatigniceund that

20 Lee and Bryk (1989) and Weld (2006) follow a similar estimation strategy when working withlevess
interactions.
21 Using the odds ratio (OR) | estimated the probabifijyusing the following formulap = OR/(1+OR).
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95% of the municipalities lie between .42 and .79 with respect to the average probability of
voting in local election&: In sum, thefully unconditbnal model suggests that there is a
statistically significant variation in the probability of voting that may be associated with
municipal or contextual level factors.

The first conditional model for voting in the 2003 local elections includes indivieuveal
variables, and models the lexklintercept using four contextual variablegierrilla control,
paramilitary control disputeandpoverty(UBN). Its functional form is the following.

For the dependent variable vote the levedquation is:
dj = of byj (Education) + by (Age); + bsj (System supporf) bs (Gende); + bsj (SES)

+ bg; (External efficacy)+ b7 (Sophistication) + bg; (Traditional Party 1Dy +
bg; (Political Engagemeny)
and the leveR model is:

Boj = 900 + %1 (Guerrilla Contro); + %, (Paramilitary Contrg|+ oz (Dispute)+ 24 (UBN); + Ug;

22 To obtain this interval, first | estimated the dodds interval using the following formulafao0 NL.QG «f o -

Then | tansformed the logdds interval into an odds ratio interval (OR = B%"), and finally into a
probabilities interval using the formula presented in foot note 25.
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Table 4. HLM Models of Vote in Local elections

Model 1
Fully
Unconditional

Model 2
Conditional

Model 3
Conditional
Cross-level
Interactions

Fixed Effects

Coefficient
(Robust SE)

Coefficient
(Robust SE)

Coefficient
(Robust SE)

Level-2 predictors

Il Nt ergpc ept o} 0.488*** 0.402*** 0.388***
(0.064) (0.102) (0.091)
Guerrillpa Cc -0.04 -0.061
(0.111) (0.109)
Par amil itggry -0.181* -0.189**
(0.071) (0.071)
Di spgat e o) -0.232* -0.436***
(0.094) (0.091)
Povertyogu(UuB» 0.009** 0.009**
(0.003) (0.003)
Level-1 predictors
Educahi on o} 0.062*** 0.063***
(0.014) (0.013)
Agey 2 0.024 *** 0.024 **=
(0.003) (0.003)
System uppc -0.001 -0.001
(0.002) (0.002)
Diggput e ¢ 0.010*
(0.005)
Gendgr o 0.026 0.022
(0.105) (0.105)
Soci oec onogmi 0.001 0.000
(0.003) (0.003)
E x t Eff i cac 0.228** 0.242**
(0.079) (0.080)
Sophi sty cat. 0.001 0.001
(0.002) (0.002)
Party | D (gfr 0.436*** 0.457 ***
(0.097) (0.092)
Dissput e c 0.406**
(0.135)
Pol i ti cal gET 0.02 *** 0.021 **=
(0.003) (0.003)
Povergy ( 0.000*
(0.000)
Randon Effects
Variance Components
Muni ci pal o e voelr7*e f f @135** U 0.106***
I ndi vi dual? | eowdrll ef 0.362t G 0.326
Reliability of intercept 0.56 0.43 0.38
Percentage explainad 24 40
*p < .05; **p < .01; **p < .001
A Between municipalities variance
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Following the literature on political participation.ekpectthat individuals with higher
socioeconomic and intellectual resources will have a higher probability of voting than their
poorer, less educated, and less sophisticated counte(Baaity et al. 1995; Plutzer 2002;
Rosenstone 1982; Verba and Nie 1972; Wolfinger and Rosenstone $880arly, the chance
to vote is expected to be high among citizens witbease of external efficacyengaged in
politics, andfor those whdelievein the legitimacy of the sta{&inkel 1985; Ragsdale and Rusk
1993; Seligson 2002) also expect a positive effect of being a Liberal or Conservative party
identifier on voting, as these parties are very efficient organization mobilizing their electorate to
vote.

According tothe contextual theory presented in the previous@edtexpect voting rates
to decrease as guerrillas and paramilitaries increasecthaiol levels. However,municipalities
disputedby the competing armed acs are expectetb havethe lowestvoting rates. Finally, |
expect poorer municipalities to V& higher voting rates than richer ones. Unlike the American
literature on contextuaffects, in a previous analydisound that poverty was positively related
to electoral turnou{Garcia 2006)probably as a consequence of the prevalence of clientelistic
networks inpoorer municipaties, and the ability of these networks to mobilize the electorate to
vote (Leal and Davila 1990)

The conditionamodel for voting(Model 2, Table 4)ndicates that, among the municipal
level variables, the legdds of votingare negativéy related toparamilitary control anddispute
and positive related tgoverty (UBN) They arenot significantly relatedo guerrilla control.

Resultsindicate that as paramilitaries increase their leweélcontrol over a regionthere is a
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significantdeclinein voting ratesStill, in contexts in which both armed acten® competingas
dispute increasesoting rates sufferedhe biggest reductionFigure 2 shows a comparison
between predictegrobabilities of votingfor these two scenariddln municipalitieswhere there
is no paramilitary controlthe average probability of voting is expected to be .59; as
paramilitaries reach a high level of contriotrops to 49. This probability goes from .59 to .43
as we move from no dispute to its highest level

As | expectedelectoral participation reached its lowest level in contested municipalities.
There is no doubt thatontestation makes it difficult for mostdividualsto align with a single
political actor because thre is a higlrisk of sufferingviolent retaliations In these areapeople
abstain from voting as mechanism to protheimfrom political violence. Similarly, politicians
are less willing tgparticipate in elections, political competitiomay be very low and there will
be almost no mobilization efforts, stimulating a reduction in electoral participatiwas also
expecting areas controlled by a single armed actor to have a significanioedutbe logodds
of voting however my model only supports this expectation for paramilitary controlled
municipalities. This indicagethat paramilitariesare having a stronger impact alectoral
politics than guerrilladn fact during the last decadsaramilitaries were very efficient increasing
their influence in local and national politicby developing alliances with politicians and
attacking lef-wing militants. Thus, & paramilitariesncreasetheir control over a region, they
promote certain cadidatesand stimulate the reduction gpolitical competition, creating a
politically homogeneous context that fosters electoral abste@mthe contraryresults suggest

that at least in 2003yuerrillasf ai | ed or d i asmafegy ofddekingdlentionsiot i o n

Z predicted probabilities were estimated in HLM holding other predictors equal to zero
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Figure 2. Effect of Paramilitary Control and Dispute on the Predicted Probabilities of Voting
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Results also support the hypothesis thabrer municipalities have higher voting rates
than their richer counterparts. Municipalities with poverty levels one standard deviation below
the mean are expected to haveamerage probability of votingqual to .64; this probability
increases to .72 for municipalities having poverty levels on@latdrdeviation above the mean

Comparing leveR variance componentd) from the unconditional and the conditional
models, there is a reduction \@§from 0.177 t00.135.2* In other words, about 24 of the total
betweeAmunicipalities variance in legdds of voting in local elections is accounted for by the
level2 variables included in the conditional model. This suggest that other contextual level
factors not considered here should have an influence on voting; however some of tH2e level
variables intuded in this model do have a significant effect on the outcome variable.

Regarding the individual level controls, results are consistent with some general findings

of the literature on electoral participation. My model indicated a significant and pasfeat of

% The percentage of variance between municipalities is expressed formally as:
Variance explained s3gfully unconditionahRgconditional model) B&fully unconditional).
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educationage external efficacyparty identificationandpolitical engagemern the probability
of voting in local elections. However, results suggested that there was no relationship between
the averagegorobability of voting andystensupport gender socioeconomic statyandpolitical
sophistication These results show théti nt el | ect ual 60 and fApsychol og
role explaining electoral participatipaseducationgexternal efficacypartisanshipand a direct
involvement in local political activities are factors that seem to drive local vote in Colombia
addition the significant effecton voting of identificationwith the traditional parties, not only
suggest that having a traditional partisan identificaticga®s the political decision making
processstimulating electoral participatiobut it also indicates thahe Liberal and Conservative
partiesmaybe very efficient mobilizing ther electorate to vote

After analyzing the direct effect of violent contexia electoral participationl also
attemptto exploreto what extenthe strength of the associations between individual level factors
and vote are affected by differences in violent contexdss ment i oned befor e,
between levell and level2 variables can be captured modeling the ldvedlopes using
contextual factorsMost of the ontextual level variablesesulted int-statistic values less than
1.50, sahe final model included crodsvel interactions for only thraadividual level varables.
The equations for therosslevel interactions are:
bsj = 230 + 231 (Dispute)
Bgj = 280+ 81 (Dispute)
Boj = 290+ 394 (UBN);
By = o
Wheredg is the intercept for theystem supposlope andas; is the effect odispute g is the

intercept for thdraditional party ID slope andag; is the effect ofdispute a9 is the intercept for
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the political engagemenanday; is the effect ofpoverty Finally, oc are the remaining intercepts,
for the individual level variables which didbnhave significantly different effects across violent
contexts.

Results from the conditional model with crdssel interactions (Column 3, Table 4),
confirm the direct effects of the contextual variables on voting. Tthedpgodds of votingare
negaive related tgparamilitary control anddispute positive related t@overty and unrelated to
guerrilla control. In the same waythe effects of the individual level variables on the probability
of voting were found to be similar tthose presented itme previous modelHowever, he last
HLM model of voting indicates thdhe effects oflisputeandpovertyon the logodds of voting
areconditionedby system supparpartisanshipandpolitical engagement

Figure 3 displaying the crostevel interaction beveen system supporand dispute
indicates thatwhen there is no dispute between guerrillas and paramilitahiese are no
significant differences in the probability of voting fidre different levels of system support
However, in contexts in which aed actorscompete the chance o¥oting significantly varies
for different levels of system supportm®dng individuals with a low level of system suppain,
increase in thentensity of the dispute between guerrilla and paramiigar generates a small
decrease o the average probability of votinyet, for individuals with average arnigh levels
of system supporthis probability increaseas the level of dispute between the armed actors
augmentsAs we move from no dispute to the highest levetaflict between armed actors, the
expected probability of voting for individuals with an average level of system support increases
from .56 to .71. For individuals with a high level of system support, this probability goes from
.56 to .81 (Figure 3).It seens that, hose individuals who believe in tHegitimacy of the

political systemare willing to take the riskassociated with participating in electiansa context
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in which armed actors are disjmg the control of a given areperhapsvotingis a mechaism to

express their support to the political system

Figure 3. Effect of Dispute on thePredicted Probability of Voting

for different levels of System Support
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As mentioned above, individuals who identified themselves with Itiberal and
Conservative (traditional) parties are expected to have a higher probability of voting than
identifiers of other parties. The crdewvel interaction betwegparty ID anddisputesuppors this
finding; however it also evidences thathe effect of the dispute between guerrillas and
paramilitaries on the average probability of voting, significantly differs for traditional parties
identifiers versus identifiers of other political parties. Figure 4 shows that, individuals who
belong tathe former grouparepracticallynot affected by changes in the level of dispute between
guerrillas and paramilitarie®©n the contrary, the average probability of votfogidentifiers of
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nonttraditional parties is expected decrease by almost 30 poirffsom .59 to .30as we move

from contexts in which there is no clash between guerrillas and paramilitaries, to areas in which

armed actors reach the highest level of dispute.
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Figure 4. Effect of Dispute on the Predicted Probaliity of VVoting,

Traditional Parties Identifiers v. Identifiers of Other Parties

Dispute Level

- ==TradID=0 TradID=1

What makes traditional parti@sidentifiers resistant to the effect of a context

characterized bg dispute between both armed actors? A possible answer to this queshian is

violence against militants of the Liberal and Conservative parties is not as common as violence

against militants of other parties, particularly members of leftist parties. Although both

paramilitaries and guerrillas have used violence againstansilipoliticians and state agents,

there are important differences in terms of their main targets. Paramilitary violence has primary

effected civilians, and militants of leftist partiégetween the late 1980s and the mid 2000s more
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than 3,500 members digleftist Unidn Patridtica (UP) were either murdered or disappeared by
state agents and paramilitari@@udley 2008: 32) On the othehand, guerrillas have targeted
mainly state agents and politicians from the Liberal and Conservative parties. Civilians also have
been victims of guerrilla actionsspecially of kidnappings; anéaently the leftist insurgency

have attacked groups of dians accused by this organization of being sympathizers of
paramilitary groups. However, this organization never set in motion a systematic strategy of
physical elimination of a particular political group comparable to the one developed by
paramilitarieswith the consent of some state ageiiisus, n contexts characterized by a high
level of conflict between armed actors, independents and mainly leftist militants may be more
likely to be victims of violence than traditionpla r tidergif@ers. Thus, they may abstain from
participate in any political activity as a mechanism to protect themselves from paramilitary
violence.

The crosslevel interaction betweenpolitical engagementnd poverty shows tlat as
individuals increase theilevel of political engagement, the effect of the contextual level of
poverty on the average probability of voting tends to decrease its magnitude. As displayed in
Figure 5 among individuals with a high level of political engagement, an increase in the
contextual level of poverty from zero to its highéstel only augmerd the average probability
of participating in elections by about 4 percentage points. On the other th@nddds of
participating in electiongor individuals with average ankbw levek of political engagement
tend to be more affected leppanges in contextual lewsdf poverty.For citizenswith a typical
level of political engagement, as we moved from no poverty to the highest level of contextual
poverty, the average probability of Wy goes from 66 to .78. Among the low political

engaged, this probability increases 25 points, as it goes from .54 to .79.
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Figure 5. Effect of Poverty on the Predicted Probability of Voting

for Different Levels of Political Engagement
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As mentioned abovehe positive effect of contextual poverty on {bg-odds of voting
may be consequenad the prevalence of clientelistieetworks inpoorer municipalitiesand the
ability of these networks to mobilize the electorate to vbidividuals with a high level of
political engagement may be less affected by the mobilization efforts of political networks
becausehey are alreadyinvolved in politics;they may be part of those political networks so
their chances of participating in elections are already high. Conversely, the less engaged in
politics may be more affected by the politica
probability of woting of the less engaged in politics suffers a substantial increase asve
from richer to poorer municipalities, because in the latter areas potidbabrks arexpected to
be strong and very effective mobilizing the electorate to vote.
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Finally, a comparisorbetween thevariance component$jf) of the fully unconditonal
model and the conditional modelth crosslevel interactiongindicates that about 40%ae total
betweernmunicipalities variance in legdds of voting in local elections is accwed for by the
level2 variables included in the conditional mod&hus modeling some of the levél slopes
represented a significant increase in model fit with respect to the conditional model without

crosslevel interactions

1.6.2 Vote Intention Models

The second set of models haste intention for the incumbeas the dependent variableke in
the previous sulection | start discussing results from the fully unconditional model; then |
analyzethe direct effects of violent contexts on the probabilidl supporting a righwving
incumbent such as Alvaro Uribe. Finally, | discuss how contextual effects are moderated by
individual level variables.

A significant intercept in thdully unconditional model indicates important variation
among municipalitiegn ther mean vote intentioiModel 1, Table5). The intercept also shows
that the average probability of expressing an intention to vote for President Uribe was equal to
.73 in other words the probability of supporting the incumbent in the 2088ions was high.
This result is not surprising as Uriibes g o v enaimamedratpopular support above%0
during his first term in office(RodriguezZRaga and Seligson 2007) However , t he
variance componentj, shows a significant variation between municipalities in the average

probability of vote intention for Uribe. In fact, 95% of theinicipalities lie between .45 and .90

% p= OR/(1+OR); OR = 2.7, therefore 2.7/(1+2.7) = .73.
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with respect to this probability. It appears that while in some municipalities about 90% of
citizens intended to vote for Uribe, in others only about half the adwelts planningo support

the incumbent in the 200deetions. In short, théully unconditional model suggesthat the
between municipalitie changes in support for Urilshould be associated with contextual level
factors.

The Conditional HLM model for vote intention includes as individual level variables
education age ideology gender socioeconomic statugarty identification and current and
past sociotropic evaluations of the economgnodel the levell intercept using two contextual
level variables:guerrillas versus paramilitariesa continuous mnesure capturing the local
balance of power between these two armed actors at the municip4], lavetla municipal level
measure oifdeology Its functional form is the following.

For the dependent variable vote intention for the incumblemievell equation is:
dj = offr by (Education) + by (Age); + bg; (Ideology); + by (Gendey; + bs (SES) +
bg; (party ID); + by; (Current sociotropigH bg (Prospective sociotropig)

The level2 equation for vote intention is:
Boj = 200+ %1 (Guerrillas v. Paramilitarigst oo, (Ideology; + Ug;.

As discussed above, | expect guerrilla controlled municipalities to have lower average
probabilities of supporting the incumbent than paramilitary controlled regions. Thus, | anticipate
guerrillas versus paramilitarieso have a positive sign also anticipate municipal level ideology
to have a positive effect on vote intention for a rgiig incumbent, as higher scores of

contextualideology indicate a municipal historyf support for parties closer to the right

% This variable goes fromd to 4, where values fror# to -2 represent different levels of guerrilla control, scores
from 2 to 4 describe the various degrees of paramilitary control. Disputed municipalities where lcodszh
guerrillas show a slight adutage over paramilitaries, and 1 when paramilitaries are the armed actor having a minor
advantage. Zero indicates absence of armed actors.
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Following the literature on vote choi¢Bladeau and LewiBeck 2001; Lockerbie 1991; Lewis

Beck and Rice 1984; Kinder and Kiewiet819 Fiorina 1978; Bartels 200@nd recent findings

on the determinants of vothoicesin Colombian presidential electiorfsloskin et al. 2003)I

expect thatbeing older and male, having high socioeconomic status, being liberal or
conservative, having a positive evaluation of the current economic situation, and having a
positive evaluation of the future economic situation will increase vote intention fod@mnesi

Uribe. On the other hand, | expect education to decrease the chances of supporting Uribe, as
educated individuals are anticipated to be more li&Gkser 2001; Shaffer 198and therefore

less supportive of a righwing incumbent like Uribe.

43



Table 5. HLM Models of Vote Intention (Presidential Elections)

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
Fully Conditional Conditional
Unconditional Cross-level
Interactions
Fixed Effects Coefficient Coefficient Coefficient
(Robust SE) (Robust SE) (Robust SE)
Level-2 predictors
I nterpcept o 0.993*** 0.939*** 0.978***
(0.085) (0.115) (0.117)
Guerrilla vg F 0.117* 0.197**
(0.050) (0.059)
l deojpogyo 0.413* 0.825**
(0.169) (0.219)
Level-1 predictors
Educai on o -0.041** -0.046**
(0.015) (0.015)
Il dgol ogy o -0.043~
(0.020)
Agey, O -0.008* -0.008*
(0.003) (0.003)
|l deojpogyo 0.012%*** 0.012***
(0.002) (0.002)
Gendspgr o -0.156 -0.156
(0.093) (0.094)
Soci oeconogni c 0.001 0.001
(0.003) (0.003)
Party I D (gfrac 0.437** 0.370**
(0.134) (0.120)
GuerrillagV. Paramilitaries 2 165"
(0.079)
|l dgol ogy o -0.827"
(0.328)
Sociotropipc (Current) 0.014*** 0.014™**
(0.002) (0.002)
Sociotrogic (Past) o 0.009 0.009***
(0.001) (0.001)
Randon Effects
Variance Components
Municipal of evel 08@f+e ct U0.297%= 0.297*+*
Individual? |l eveloewffect @545 0.545
Reliability of intercept 0.67 0.54 0.54
Percentage explainedA 19 19
*p <.05; **p < .01; ***p < .001
A Between municipalities variance in vot
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Results from the conditional model displayed @Golum 2 of Table 5 confirm my
expectationsThe logodds of expressinmtention to vote for President Uribe were positively
related toguerrillas versus paramilitaries and contextualideology In areas controlled by
guerrillas,the average probability of exgssing support faPresidentAlvaro Uribe appears to be
significantly lower than in muuipalities controlled by the righwing paramilitariesHolding all
other variables constardt the highest level of guerrilla contritie average probability of vote
intention for Uribeis expected to babout.62 this probability reaches approximately .i0
municipalities where rightving paramilitariesexperience a high level of control (Figu.

Results also support the argument that armed actors need to consolidate a minimum level of
military control t o have a significant I nfl
unconditional model showedahthe national average probability of vote intention for Uribe is
about.73. Following the conditional model, it is clear that disputed municipalities have average
probabiities of vote intention forthe incumbent somehow close to the national average
probability. For municipalities in which guerrillas only have a slight military advantage over
paramilitaries this probability is .70and in @aeas in which paramilitaries have a minor military
advantage over theanemy theaverage probability of vote iméon forthe incumbent reaches

.74 (Figureo).
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Figure 6. Effect of Guerrilla v. Paramilitary Control on the

Predicted Probability of Vote Intention for the Incumbent
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electoral preferences with thgolitical orientation of theviolent organizationcontrolling the
area. Howeverf hi s #fAi nfl uenceod behavior audmentasdannzed sots pol it
increase their level of controff a given municipality. Areas in which an armed aa®ercises
close tofull sovereigntyare politically homogeneousind less competitiveoffering citizens a
limited array of electoral optiondRodriguezRaga and Gomealbarello 2007) Additionally,
under theseontexts, political dissent represents a risk to d i v isetwity $0$hé threat of
violencecompelsvotersto behave consistently with the political preferences proclaimed by the
dominant armed actor

The vote model showed that Colombian guesilla di dn 6t have a signi
electoral participationon the other hand, theote intention model indicates that municipalities

controlled by thisarmed actor have a loaverage probabilityf supporting president Uribe.
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These results may indicatieat guerrillas are more interestedmore capabl®f havingan effect

on electoral results than oelectoral participation. As a FARC commander declared, his
organizationis less interested in blocking elections, and more concerned with trying to
under mine traditional [FemrotanddJsbé 20828nc¢he sase ottt p ol i
reelection of Alvaro Uribe, guerrillas might have been particularly interested in undermining
electoral support for the incumbent, due to his Figlrtg ideobgical orientation, and because

Uribe has been one of the most fierce enemiesCofombian guerrillas.Conversely,in
paramilitariescontrolled municipalitied)r i b e 6 s reaahedhé hijlzest popular suppoft

This outcomemay be explainedonsideringdifferentfactors. Anideological proximity between
paramilitaries and the nc umb e nt may have motivated this
candidate representing political project favorable to their interestslowever, &en ff
paramil it aroteddg i dhied s 6 wwghtpvidg palitictays,tend to perform weih

regions controlled by this organizati@as the most conservativeegments of the traditional

parties emerge as sole competitors in elections, lefitt parties havebeen dismantled
comsequence of paramilitaryiolence (Dudley 2008; Lépez 2007 Finally, in several regions
politicians belongingg o Ur i beds <congressi onalinceasathart i on
electoral returns intimidating the electorate #melr political competitorgLopez2007; Valencia

2007y If politicians from outside Uribeds coalitdi
were also unable to pronetheir presidential candidatesonsequentlythere is a chance that

Uribe emerged almost assingle candidatén regions in which politicians from his coalition

were backed by the righting paramilitaries

2" Uribe has been one of the most popular presidents of Colombia, enjoying strong nationwide support. As | showed
in the unconditional model the average probability of vote intention for Uribe was .73. This probability reached .78
in municipalities controlled by the paramilitaries.
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Regarding contextual ideology, results indicate that municipalities with a history of
electoral support for rightist parties have a significantly higher aegpagpability of supporting
a rightwing incumbentthan municipalities in which parties closer ke tleft have won the local
executive In the first type of municipalities the predicted probiypibf supporting Uribas .95
this probability is .79 fomunicipalities traditionally governed by theft. This result suggests
that citizens have a higher chancebaickingcandidates and political parties representing an
ideological orientation that has achievedlominant status\s a party consistently gas access
to power it will be in a privileged position to promotis political views among the citizenry,
and to consolidate a political netwattkat will helpthis organizationto maintain or increase its
electoral base.

A comparison between the uncamohal and conditional models lev2l variance
components [§), indicates that there was a reduction(dsn from 0.3@ in the unconditional
model to 0.297in the conditional one. Thigseduction suggests that about%d%f the total
betweernmunicipalities variance in legdds of vote intention for Uribe is accounted for by the
level2 variables.

Finally, levell results are consistent with the literature on the effects of partisanship and
economic evaluations on voteedsiors. Being Liberal or Conservative (traditional party
identification) significantly increases the probability of supporting Uribe, a president backed by a
bipartisan coalition in CongresSimilarly, ideology has a significaritnpact on vote intention
for the incumbentso the closerthe selfidentification with the right, the higher thendividual
probability of supporting a righving incumbent like Uribe. Beyond partisan and ideological
identifications, the economy has a significant impact on votention for the incumbent.

Individuals with positive assessmeifisthe current and future state tiie Colombiareconomy
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have a high probability ofewardng the incumbent with their electoral support. On the other
hand,educationandagewere found tchave a negative and significant impact on vote intention

for Uribe. More educated individuals are probably less supportive of the incumbent as they are
able to have access to more and better sources of political information; or because a rightist
incumbentlike Uribe finds less support among educated citizens as they tend to be more liberal
(Glaser 2001; Shaffer 198Zinally, gender and socioeconomic statu® thhé@ve an impact on
support for the incumbent. This result is not surprising because Colombian political parties are
not aticulated around class lines; and although Uribe abandoned the Liberal party, he attracted
an important contingent of conservative and liberal politicians that have helpei faild a
bipartisan and mukHtlass electoral coalition.

The last HLM modefor vote intention exploethe extentto whichthe strength of the
associations between individual level factors and ugtntion for the incumbens affected by
differences in violent context#\s, most of the contextual level variables resulted-statistic
values less than 1.50, the final model included elegsl interactions for only twandividual
level variableseducationandpartisanship The equations for the creksvel interactions are:

Byj = 210 + 211 (Ideology);

B = 360+ %1 (Guerrilla v. Paramilitarigs+ 25, (Ideology);

By = o

Whereoyis the intercept for theducationslope andy; is the effect ottontextual ideologyoso

is the intercept for théraditional party ID slope and J; andds, are therespective effectsf
guerrilla v. paramilitaries and contextual ideologyo. are the remaining intercepts, for the
individual level variables which did not have significantly different effects across violent

contexts.
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Results displayed in the last column of Table 5, cantine findingsof the conditional
HLM model without crosgevel interactions.This model also shows that the effects of
contextual ideology and the variable capturing the balance of power between guerrillas and
paramilitaries are moderated laducationand partisanship Thus, there is a negative and
significant effect of contextual ideology on the education slope. This @sutiborateshat, on
averageindividuals living in municipalitiesvith a history of electoral support for rightist parties
in local elections have a significantly higher averageobabilitiesof supporting a rightving
incumbent, thardwellers of municipalities in whichleftist partiestraditionally win the local
executive. However, as show in Figure 7, these probabilities are signily higher for
individuals with a low level of education compared to individuals with a higher level of

schooling.

Figure 7. Effect of Contextual Ideology on the Predicted Probability

of Vote Intention for the Incumbent for Different Levels of Education
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In municipalities with a history of electoral support for the left, individuals with zero
years of education are expected to support a-vighg incumbent with an average probability of
.85; this probability is about .72 for citizens with 10 years of schooling. On the other hand, in a
political context where the right has reach a hegemonic status in local elections, the probability
of supporting a rightving incumbent increases t89 for indviduals with no education, antb
.93 for those citizens with 10 years of education. There is no doubt that the municipal political
atmosphere has a strong effection d i v pditicah decs@is, so once a political party gains
a hegemonic status, will easily promote its political views, ant will find a fertile ground to
sustainandincrease its electoral base. However, educated individual are less susceptible to this
contextual influence. Education may give individuals the necessary tollstaon abore and
diverse sources of political informatipthus educateditizens will be able to contragblitical
information generated in a homogeneous political context.

A significant effect of the variable capturing thalance of power between guerrillas and
paramilitarieson theparty identificationslopeindicates that there are significant differences in
the impact of a violent context on the average probability of supporting the incumbent for
Liberal and Conservativepartie® sympathizersversus supporters of other parties. This
conditional ef fect captured in Figure 8 indi
change in the armed actor dominating a municipality has a very small effé¢beio average
probability of supporting the incumberit other words, identifiers of these parties have a high
chance of supporting a right wing incumbent, regardless of the armed actor dominating the area.
Fornont r adi ti onal parti es o ielydiffetentdecaesens groupef si t u e

voters is way more affected by changes in the dominant armed Hotwy,. in areas in which the
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left-wing insurgency exercise any level of control, the average probability of supporting-a right
wing incumbent such Uriheranges from .59 to .69n the same way, in areas in which
paramilitaries enjoy a small advantage over the insurggmgyrobability increases to . &hdit

reaches® maximum ot83for those municipaties totally controlled by theskegal armedacibr.

Figure 8. Effect of Guerrilla v. Paramilitaries on the Predicted Probability of Vote Intention for the

Incumbent, Traditional Parties Identifiers v. Identifiers of Other Parties
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Similarly, the crosdevel interaction betweempartisanship and contextual ideology
shows, on the one hand, tliat members of traditional parties a change in contextiedlogy
has no effect on thaverage likelihood of supporting a riglving incumbent. Regardless of the
context, they are expected to support the incumbent with a probability of about .79 (Figure 9).
On the other hand, for members of other parties this probability suffers a significant increase as

contextual ideologynoves to the right. In municipalities withhistory of support for the left the
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average probability of supporting a righitng incumbent is about .86; this probability reaches

.99 in municipalities traditionally governed by the right.

Figure 9. Effect of Contextual Ideobgy on the Predicted Probability of Vote Intention for the

Incumbent, Traditional Parties Identifiers v. Identifiers of Other Parties
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Why Liberal and Conservative identifiers are almost not affected by changes in the
political environmer? Despite of areduction, during the last decadés,the percentageof
Colombiancitizens identified with the Liberal and Conservative paﬁ‘?aﬂ,ese organizations
still enjoy of a very loyal base of supportdlst tends to vote fothe candidates of their
respectie parties(Hoskin et al. 2003)In 2002 and 2006 Uriles el ect or al coal it
from this group of voters Although Uribeabandoned the Liberal party 2002 his dissidence

was supported by the most conservateaders of the.iberal party whoat t r act ed t o U

2|0 1993 61% of Colombians identified themselves as liberal or conservative. In 2007trda o n a | partiesé
dropped to 39% (Hoskin et al. 2003; RodrigiRemga and Seligson 2008).
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camp an imprtant number of partisan vote@n the other handhé Conservative parigyave its
full supporttoUr i be 6 s dahm chi kaDDVi2zesand 2006 as itdolwvn s par
presidential candidates. Thus, the high level of suppojyedfor Uribe among Liberal and
Conservativadentifiersmaybe a consequence thfe bipartisan nature of his electoral coalition.
The consistencyf this support, as the political context chan@es as we move frorguerrilla
controlled regions to municipalities undgaramilitary dominange may beexplainby a strong
commitment of Liberal and Conservative militants withiibe andtheir party leaders. This
loyalty may leadhiem to resist the influence of a dominant armed amt@hegemonic political
party, when thee organizationsaodét share their political vVviews

The bigger influence of the political environmenbn the probability of supporting the
incumbent amongwont r adi t i onal parti es oby a thekrot paftisare r s m
identities amongthis group of voters. Most individuals included in this group identified
themselves as independentsamei ng t hat t Ispedficpdldioal@drty. Thod, thew w a
political preferences are expected to be unstable and highly influenced by changes in the political
context. For instance, @ an armed actor consolidates its control in a regionstraalitional
partieso6 i dent i f iakgnsheirmp@fgrendes with thee political rosentatidn o
proclaimed by the dominant armed actor.

To finish, the comparison between thariance componentslgg) of the fully
unconditonal model and the conditional model with cregel interactionsindicates that about
19% the total betweemunicipalities variance in legdds of voting in local elections is
accounted for by the lew@l variables included ithe lattermodel. This indicates thatboth

conditional models, with and without crdswvel intera&tions, had similamodel fitscores
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1.7 CONCLUSIONS

This study suppostprevious findings on the effects of social and political contexts on political
behavior, accordingo which individuals tend to line up their political views with those
prevailing in their political milieHuckfeldt et al. 2004; MacKuen and Brown 1987; Mondak et
al. 1996) However, this study represents an important contribution to thetditeran political
behavior as it deals with a type of context previouslyanalyzed by the research on contextual
effects, namelya violent environmentResults from this analysis indicated that taitical
violence characteristic ofmany Colombian muicipalities has an important impact on
i ndi v elecworallpastigipation and vote choic&ore important, the nature of this impact is
closely related to the balance of military power between the compatingd actorsguerrillas
and paramilitaries and their strategic objectives towards the political system.

Dispute between guerrillas and paramilitaries demonsttatédve thestrorgesteffect
on electoral participatiorContested areas exhilitéhe lowest average probabilitiesvoting in
local elections. Individualiving in this type of politicalenvironmens are less likely to vote
presumably becausthe high levelsof indiscriminate political violence generated by the
competing armed actqrdiscourageheir electoral participatiarAny type politicalinvolvement
may trigger violent reprisad, so citizensabstain from voting as a mechanism to protect
thenselvesfrom political violence Indiscriminateviolence also discourages politicians from

participatingin politics, consequentlypalitical competition will be very low and there will be
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almost no mobilizationefforts which stimulatea reduction in electoral participation.
Paramilitaries, unlike guerrillas, revealed to havesignificant negative effect on electoral
participaion. This organization has been very efficient reducing political competition and
helping rightwing politicians to create political hegemoni€¥alencia 2007) Thus as
paramilitaries increase thepntrol of a givenregion the political macreenvironment becomes
more homogeneous, which has been plaeeincrease electoral abstentig@impel and Lay
2005)

Violent contexts also demonstrated to have an important role explaining political
preferences. As we move from areas dominated bywief insurgents to regions controlled by
right-wing paramilitary groupsindividuals were more likely to supportpaestdential candidate
placed orthe right of the ideological spectrumndividuals living in municipalitiesontrolled by
guerrillas or paramilitarieare more likely to align their electoral preferences with the political
orientation of the dominating orgaatiron Under these contexts, political dissent represents a
ri sk to individual sbé security, so the threat
and political parties preferred by the dominant armed actor. Additionally, dominated regions tend
to bepolitically homogeneous, offering citizens a limited array eicébral options.

Results on the relationship between violent contexts and political behavior showed that
political violence isa very effective tool modeling political behavioArmed actorsemploy
violence or the 't hr eatpolitical behdvisr byadtezingthe exgebtedp e i r
val ue of certain political actions. However,
political actions and preferences when they use violdnceedefine political equilibriums.

Results from this study suggested thate an armed actor consolidates its control over a region,

it is in a privileged position to create a political hegemony by eliminating political competitors.
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As the contextualliterature has demonstrateablitically homogeneous environments tend to
generate a correspondence between individual preferences and surrounding preferences
(Huckfeldt et al. 2004)] n t hi s sucoargliag pteferenceé8 ar e dthd strongest by
violent organization.

This paper studied theffects of additional contextual factors on electoral participation
and vote intentionthese weremunicipal level poverty and contextual ideologyhe former
contextual factorappeared to have a positive impact on the probability of voting in local
electons. Although, this finding contradicts the American literature on the effects of
socioeconomicontextson participation, it makes sense for the Colombian CHseprevalence
of strongclientelistic networks irpoorer municipalitiesandthe capacityof thesestructuresto
mobilize the electorate to votd eal and Davila 199Q0)may explains why in Colombia
contextual poverty fosters votin@n the othe hand, ontextual ideology was found to have a
significant impact on vote intention. Municipalities with a history of electoral support for rightist
parties revealed a higher average probability of supporting a-wiglgt incumbent than
municipalities inwhich the left hasraditionallywon the local executive. This result highlighted,
once againthat when certain ideological orientation achieves a hegemonic status, individuals
will support political parties and candidates representing the dominant ideas.

The hierarchicahature of my analyses all@a me to test the effect of several individual
level factors on electoral participation and vote intention. In germesallts from these variables
supported previous finding of the literature on ifpdl behaior. More important, the
hierarchicalapproactpermitted meo explorethe extent to whiclthe strength of the associations
between contextual level fackoand the outcome variables wareo d er at ed by i ndi

characteristics. Partisanship showed #@wéh a very important role moderating the effect of
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several contextual factors on participation and vote intention. Lilseed Conservative
appeared to be less affected than followers of other pdoyiesolent environments and other
political contexts Among sympathizers of netnaditional parties, higher levels of dispute
significantly reducd their probability of voting; similarly, they aligned their political preferences
with the dominant armed actadeologicalorientation This was not the case sympathizers of
the Liberal and Conservative parti&#8hat explainghat Liberals and Conservatives aafmost
not affected by changes in the political environment? Tler® doubt that political violence
has not affected Liberals and Conservatives withsame strength as it has hit leftist militants.
As mentioned above, more than 3,500-¥iftg politicians and sympathizers were massacred by
paramilitaries and state agenfBhus, even under a violent contexdympathizers of the
traditional parties mabe in a relatively safegposition to express tirepolitical preferencesOn

the other hand.iberals and Conservatives have degpetisan loyalties than militants of other
parties consequently atrongcommitmentto their partiesmay explain whythese individuals are
somehowesistant to the influena& a political context that is at odds witieir political views.

The findings of this paper are only applicable to the Colombian case. However, they
highlight the relevance of taking into accoumintextual factors in the analysis of political
behavior in developing democracies. In Latin America only Colombia suffers from an internal
conflict; however, outside the regioseveral countries are trying to consolidate or built
democracies in the midsf a violent conflict. These are the cases of Iraq, Philippines and Sri
Lanka just to mention a few countries. Thus, further comparative analyses are appropriate in
order to extend the results of this paper to other cases, and to strengthen our knowtbdge on

impact of conflict, violence and political unrest on political behavior.
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APPENDIX A

Parameter Estimates for Trajectories of Paramilitary Actions

Group Coeff. SE
Very Low Stable Intercept -0.503 *** 0.077
Moderate Intercept 17.854 *** 4.066
Linear Slope -2.082 *** 0.625
Quadratic Slope 0.069 ** 0.024
Increasing Intercept 58.214 *** 11.747
Linear Slope -10.310 *** 1.868
Quadratic Slope 0.472 *** 0.072
Decreasing Intercept 149.606 *** 10.079
Linear Slope -19.855 1.574
Quadratic Slope 0.672 *** 0.060

*p <001
BIC =-5416.75 (N= 3123) BIC =5409.06 (N= 1041) AIC=5374.42

Parameter Estimates for Trajectories of Guerrilla Actions

Group Coeff. SE

Very Low Stable Intercept -7.851 *** 1.116
Linear Slope 1.281 *** 0.176

Quadratic Slope -0.050 *** 0.007

Low Stable Intercept -10.360 *** 1.560
Linear Slope 1.933 *** 0.250

Quadratic Slope -0.075 *** 0.010

Moderate Decreasing Intercept -24.889 *** 2.637
Linear Slope 4.867 *** 0.420

Quadratic Slope -0.199 *** 0.016

High Increasing Decreasing Intercept -86.580 *** 6.014
Linear Slope 15.120 *** 0.953

Quadratic Slope -0.591 *** 0.036

*p <001
BIC =-4912.10 (N= 3123) BIC =4903.31 (N= 1041) AIC=4863.73
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APPENDIX B

LEVEL -1 VARIABLES

Age.Thi s variabl e was meanderofgedrs.as t he respon

Gender This is a dummy variable coded 1 if male, and 0O if female.

Educaton Thi s variable measures each responde

Socioeconomic status Thi s i s an index of consuchptioni dual s
goods. These goods are: television, refrigerator, conventional telephone, cellular telephone,
automobile, washing machine, microwave, indoor running water, indoor bathroom, and personal
computerThis index is measure in a 0 to 100 scale.

System suppartt is ameasure of legitimacy of the political system developed by Muller
(Seligson 2002)This variable is an index based on five items, each scored on a 1 to 7 scale.
These items fAattempt to tap Eastonds general.
of o6l egiti macsyGcrindtictersutplpar t f (Seligsan2002: §i65)v e N a
The five items ask: 1) ATo what extent do yo
guarantee a fair t ri al ? oct tBe) polificdl onstitwtiorss tin yaux t e n t
country?0 3) ATo what extent do you believe t

countrydés political system?0 4) fATo what exte
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of your coyuynfitp?dawhaaneéxbhent do vyhiioal systtrmafk one
your country?0 Answer s t o tran$fensed intgqaOdoslOOiscale.s wer

External political efficacy This variable measures to what extent an individual has a
seng that his or her electoral participation can influence governmental action. This concept was
measured using the question Ado you think tha
do you believe that no matter how ov@te, t hi ngs n ehe guestion Was codeel 2id T
the respondent answered fithe vote can change
you voteo.

Political sophistication This variable measures the quantity and organization of a
personb6s pol (Luskind287) The vagable s andndex based on four questions on
gener al politics. These questions are: 1) A Do
United States?o0. 2) Do you remember how many
is the term of the Col ombian Pr e sthedPesideri?af And
B r a zRositivecanswers were added a@rahsformed into a 0 to 100 scale.

Political engagemenT hi s measure captures an individu
politics. Political engagement is an index based on three questionartizipation in public
activities. These questions are: 1) During the last 12 months, have you attended to meetings
called by the major? 2) During the last 12 months, have you attended to municipal council
sessions? 3) During the last 12 months, have atbended to debates on the local budget?
Positive answers were added arathsformed into a 0 to 100 scale.

Traditional Party identification.This is a dummy variable coded 1 if an individual self

identified herself with the Liberal or the Conservativetiear and 0 otherwise.
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Current sociotropic evaluation of the econoniyhi s vari abl e capture
opinion on the current situation of the national economy. It is based on the following question:
What is your evaluation of the state of the natie@nomy? Individuals had 5 response options
in which 1 was fivery goodo and 5 was fAvery po
a 0 to 100 scale.

Prospective sociotropic evaluation of the econoimh i s v ari abl e captur e
opinion on tte future situation of the national economy. It is based on the following question: Do
you think that in the following year the state of the national economy will be better, the same, or
worst than today? Individual sehadr8, r2swassaéat

and 3 was fnworsto. Thi s scale was inverted an
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