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NO (political) Identity, NO (political) Information, NO VOTE: The decline of
electoral turnout among young votersin Britain

Edward Phelps
Abstract

This thesis examines the extent of turnout decline at general elections since 1992. Its
first contribution isto reveal that turnout decline amongst the youngest age groups was
significantly more pronounced in the period 1992-2001 than for other age groups. The
central argument is that there are sufficient grounds for suspecting that life-cycle factors
cannot alone account for the unprecedented decline in turnout between 1992 and 2001,
and that generational factors may be at work. The second contribution of the thesisisto
test avariety of explanatory models of political participation on these youngest groups
to ascertain if the results provide any insights of the dynamics of a suspected
generational change. The thesis argues that a weakening of the psychological anchorsto
socia and political life have left recent generations exposed and more susceptible than
their older counterparts to factors that have been shown to decrease the likelihood of
voting such as weakness of electoral competition; little perceived difference between
political parties and an environment of negative images of politics and politicians.



Chapter 1

Introduction

1.1  Why research political participation?

In the twenty first century with democratic systetmsmphing over all others, all over the
globe, rather than questioning which political systis best or which mostly adequately
addresses or represents the needs of its citiaéesfion has turned to the adequacies or
inadequacies of democracies themselves. One ohtis¢é appealing features of
‘democracy’ is its quintessential popular definitidGovernment by the people’. The
extent to which this is actually the case is theneehaturally likely to be of interest to its
proponents who seek ways in which to facilitatedffective functioning of democracy,
whether this is to strengthen government by theleeand widen citizen participation, or
whether from those who recognise there are limithé extent to which citizens can and
should be involved and who therefore seek to engymeesentative democracy functions
properly. But the extent to which democracy conlesecto being government by the
people may also be of great interest to groups asd@nti-capitalists whose agenda is to
highlight the degree to which modern variants ahderacy deviate from the ideal of
government by the people. This contemporary sndpdhehy political participation might
be important to different groups of people is escdgied in one of the great historical

debates about politics which | will return to incBen 1.3.

1.2 Elections and democracy

These types of concerns are perhaps best exerdgiievhat is for many the defining
feature of democracy: elections. Elections arécatito a functioning democracy because



they confer legitimacy on the political system ihigh they are held. This in turn provides
a degree of stability via citizen’s perceptionsgstem legitimacy. Given that elections
confer legitimacy it follows that participation @ections and voter turnout are an
important measure of how well a democracy functidiss is the underlying reason that
people all over the world study election and eledtbehaviour — because elections are the
prime measure of the health of a democracy.

Table 1.1 shows that in Britain turnout at genetattions has tended to be high
and stable with around 70 per cent of British @lectasting a vote at each general election
since 1964.

Table 1.1 Turnout at British general elections 1962001

1964 77.1
1966 75.8
1970 72

1974Feb 78.8
19740ct 72.8

1979 76

1983 72.7
1987 75.3
1992 77.7
1997 71.4
2001 59.4

Source: Rallings and Thrasher 2007

Young adults have tended to vote at lower leveds tiheir older counterparts and this has
tended to be attributed, as will be discussed iapB#r two, to their age, or position in the
political life-cycle. But as Table 1.2 shows, aft®&92 turnout amongst this age group

began to plummet. In 1997 only 59.7 per cent oR48ear olds reported having voted,



compared to 75.4 per cent at the previous eleatid®992. In 2001 the proportion reporting
having voted dropped even further to 49.4 per cent.

Table 1.2 Reported turnout at British General Elecions among 18-24 year olds
1964-2001

Year 18-24
196¢ 88.¢
196¢ 67.1
197( 73.€
197¢ 78.2
197¢ 70.1
198¢ 73.1
1987 76.2
199z 75.4
199i 59.7
2001 49.¢

Source: British Election Survey data

The central questions this thesis will addresslae: can we best explain this pronounced
decline in turnout post 1992 amongst the younggstgaoups; to what extent do life-cycle
explanations of electoral turnout account for thés@aines; and, is it possible to identify a
generational effect in electoral turnout on theidbasthese declines? In attempting to
answer these questions this thesis makes imparattibutions to our understanding of
contemporary political participation in Britain atite extent to which it may be changing.
It will also identify directions for future rese&ér the area of youth politics and

engagement.



1.3 Participatory democratic theory

The origins of the participatory theory of demograan be traced back to ancient Greece
and most commonly to the work of Aristotle, althbuts later proponents include
Rousseau, John Stuart Mill and the Guild Soci#tistker G.D.H. Cole (Pateman 1970). In
this broad theory, the health of democracy is meakhy the extent of citizen involvement.
Civic virtue was an underlying principle of Athenidemocracy — a dedication to the
republican state and the subordination of prividéetd public affairs and the common good
(Held 1996). In this view it is only possible fordividuals to truly fulfil themselves

through the polis as ethics and politics were meigethe life of the political community.
This view was based on a very different understajndf the individual and his or her
rights and obligations. These were not defendezhtorced by the state as a means of
protecting the private rights of individuals, bugne upheld as public rights and duties
(Held 1996). This was very different to the distion between the people and government,
individuals and the state in the work of other pwdil theorists such as Machiavelli or
Hobbes.

Even at this early stage in the evolution of thgipipationist theory, thinkers
recognised that differences in ability meant thiétens were not equally able to fill all
roles. But this was not seen as a fundamental @nolals the educative role of democracy
meant that citizens could develop and realise thatientials and skills through
participation. This pre-empted to some degree tiieisms of the second broad set of
theorists whose assumption tends to see the indiidther than the polis or community
as the fundamental unit of political activity. lmetSocial Contract, Rousseau attempted to
address this problem by arguing that in their oa¢jstate of nature, before the
development of civil governments, humans were fomelatally equal. For Rousseau
human weakness, egoistic desires and natural éisative humans to the creation of a
‘social contract’ (Rousseau 2003). This contrasth the assumption of the realist or elitist
theory of democracy that the human traits idertibg Rousseau are inherent to human life
as are the differences between individuals, botlito€h make the ‘social contract’, or

state, a necessary tool for organising and managdigduals.



The participationist model at the very least irapla direct form of democracy, but
in the context of large modern states there aielselimitations to this which primarily
stem from the difficulty of organising huge numbefgeople taking part in a decision
making process at once. But this criticism of taipipationist ideal of maximum citizen
involvement is now far less convincing than evdple The continual rise of the internet
and online methods of citizen engagement makes digsg participation a far more

realistic prospect.

1.4  The ‘realist’ response

The second broad theory of democracy which one tnaigdue is more firmly rooted on the
actual experience of political systems commonlycdbed as democracies is the elitist or
realist conception of democracy. The ‘realist’ sahie sceptical about widespread and
‘deep’ participation. Perhaps the two most impdrearly proponents of this view are Max
Weber (1864-1920) and Joseph Schumpeter (1883-19&jer agreed with many aspects
of Marx’s critique of capitalism, including thatads was fundamental to the understanding
of political conflict. Marx and many Marxists vied¢he state and bureaucratic
organisations as ‘parasitic’ entities. But Websubtle understanding of bureaucracy was
reached partly through his appraisal of the orgdiusal impracticalities of direct
democracy (Held 1996).

Where the group grows beyond a certain size orevtier administrative function becomes
too difficult to be satisfactorily taken care of Agyone whom rotation, the lot, or election
may happen to designate. The conditions of masststes are radically different from
those obtaining in small associations resting upgighbourly or personal
relationships...The growing complexity of the adistirative task and the sheer expansion
of their scope increasingly result in the techngtgleriority of those who have had training
and experience, and will thus inevitably favour toetinuity of at least some of the
functionaries. Hence, there always exists the fitibaof the rise of special, perennial
structure for administrative purposes, which ofassity means for the exercise of rule.
(Max Weber, Economy and Society, Vol. 11, pp. 95dt@d in Held 1996: 162).



Weber clearly understood that whilst there wererg{as of direct democracy among the
aristocracies in late medieval Italian city repablitown-ships in the United States and
among selected occupational groupings — the ‘seplexity and sheer diversity of
modern societies make direct democracy simply ingppate as a general model of
political regulation and control’ (Held 1996: 163).

Schumpeter’s critique of the classical theory asmdemocracy adds a second
dimension to the critique of high levels of citizewolvement in politics, one which is less
about the practicalities of citizen involvement andre about the capacities of citizens
themselves. For Schumpeter democracy was a pbhtiethod — a set of institutional
arrangements for arriving at political, legislataed administrative decisions (Schumpeter
1943: 24). Citizens for Schumpeter were ‘incapaiblaction other than stampede’ (Ibid:
283) and their role in democracy should be limite8eing able to change governments at
elections. Democracy is distinguished by competibetween leaders for the support of the
mass population, which is expressed at periodtieles (Parry et al 1992). Between
elections citizens should refrain from ‘back seatidg’ (Schumpeter 1943: 295).

His most important contribution as far as settipghe research questions for this
thesis was to argue that citizens are only capaitddimited form of participation. In his
eyes citizens are weak and prone to strong emadtimpalses. To encourage participation
by such persons would be to introduce into goventnggmorance and indifference in place
of expertise, however cynically motivated, of thhefpssional politician (Held 1996). So,
whilst the participatory theorists measure thetheafl a democracy by the extent of citizen
involvement, realist or elitist theorists emphagiee stability of the system and its capacity
to permit checks and balances (See also Berelseft Dihl 1956 and Sartori 1962).

1.5 Contemporary expression

These broad frameworks of democratic participapimvide a useful entry point to the
contemporary debate on citizen engagement. Whilsthnof the literature on
disengagement reviewed in the following chaptecg@des The Power Report (2006) — it is
particularly relevant here as it embodies the pspuérsion of the participationist critique

of representative democracy in its diagnosis ofpituddlem of political disconnect in



Britain. In her foreword to the report, Helena Kedw, the chair of the Commission, states
that the evidence presented to the inquiry suggleats/oting itself ‘'seems irrelevant to
increasing numbers of people’ and that there exrfg ‘that there is no choice, despite our
living in the era when choice is the dominant podit mantra’. Commenting that the world
has changed enormously during the past fifty yaadsthat lives are being lived in very
different ways she suggests that ‘the politicatiitnons and the main political parties have
failed to keep up.” Drawing attention to the wayhich people continue to volunteer to
raise money for charity, join protest marches, utatke voluntary work within their
communities and sign petitions, Helena Kennedy cenimthat political apathy is a myth.
Accordingly, people ‘no longer want to join a paotyget involved in formal politics’ and
the solution is to download power by ‘rebalancing system towards the people’. Later in
the report the Commission identifies a ‘democratadaise’ which is not just manifested in
the recent downturn in general elections. Apamnfeodecline in party membership the
Commission found that there was a ‘well-ingrainegydar view across the country that
our political institutions and their politicianseafailing, untrustworthy, and disconnected
from the great mass of the British people’ (Pow@d& 28).

The executive summary to the report says it presardetailed analysis of why this
disengagement has occurred and a series of recothati@ms to address the problem. This
is a broad agenda for major political reform’ (Ibid). There are thirty recommendations;
the first group addresses the rebalancing of pdstreen the Executive and Parliament
and between central and local government to ‘atlesvfreedom for our elected
representatives to be the eyes, ears and mouBrdtish citizens at the heart of
government. (Ibid: 21). The second group of recomaaéons includes measures designed
to develop an electoral and party system whicheisponsive to the changing values and
demands of today’s population.’ (Ibid: 21-2). Thia report follows a populist-
participationist vein of thinking is evident in serif its recommendations as well as in the
response from academic specialists and media comtoesn The recommendation to
lower the voting age to 16 is perhaps the best pi@of this which is at best contentious

and for many fundamentally flawed as a mean ofe@asing voter turnout and therefore



reversing democratic discontérieter Riddell took specific issue with the Reort’

demand to more direct democracy, saying:

This is treacherous ground. Direct democracy rigkisig too much influence to
unrepresentative groups of activists - like phanprogrammes. A march by lots of
people, even the one million against the Irag wdtabruary 2003, captures attention
but does not of itself convey legitimacy. Governtremd Parliament have to decide,

as they did over Iraq, and it is up to voters &poad, as they did. (Riddell 2006).

Bale et al (2006) put it succinctly, noting thag tReport overstates the extent to which
most citizens are active and identifies the caon$essconnect as lying with the system
rather than with people. This embodiment of pgsitionist thinking tends to see a so
called democratic deficit from the citizens poiftveew as being the fault of the state, its
institutions and processes and its actors. Raltla@r b ask another question underlying this
thesis, if democratic disconnect is caused by ystem and its actors — the elite — how have
these changed in the period in which citizens fthseonnected? Is it possible to identify
changes that could account for this disconnect®tyidg the research questions posed in
this thesis is a critique of the assumption thaséhtypes of changes have occurred and an
evidence based suspicion that citizens have changedys that might accurately help
account for their political behaviour. An importamantribution to the contemporary debate
is made by Hibbing and Theiss-Morse (2002), skapbtthe will of people to engage en
masse with politics, who argue that:

The last thing people want is to be more involvedadlitical decision-making: They do not
want to make political decisions themselves; theyaot want to provide much input to
those who are assigned to make these decisionshapavould rather not know the details
of the decision-making process...This does not meaingeople think no mechanism for
government accountability is necessary; they jostat want the mechanism to come into

play except in unusual circumstances...

! See Cowley and Denver (2004) for an examinatiah@farguments for and against.



Participation in politics is low not because of thifficulty in registration requirements or
the dearth of places for citizens to discuss pslithot because of the unseemly nature of
debate in Congress or displeasure with a partiqulblic policy. Participation is low
because people do not like politics even in thé tiesumstances; in other words, they
simply do not like the process of openly arrivin@alecision is the face of diverse
opinions. They do not like politics when they vigvfrom afar and they certainly do not
like politics when they patrticipate in it themsedv@Hibbings and Theiss-Morse 2002:
1-3).

Thus Hibbings and Theiss-Morse place the emphasis tn people, arguing that
‘deliberation will not work in the real world of pics where people are different and
where tough, zero-sum decisions must be made...eiakdation is quite likely to make
them hopping mad or encourage them to suffer $ylémicause of a reluctance to voice
their own opinions in the discussion.’ (Ibid: 20The American public, on whom,
Hibbings and Theiss-Morse focus their research doésvant a stronger, or more direct
voice as most do not care about politics and wihadefore much rather hand over the
decision making authority to someone else. Whaetis do want, however, is to see that
their system is being run by non-self interesteldip@ans. In fact, ‘their strongest and most

earnest political goal is to get power away frofftserving politicians’ (Ibid: 130).

People appear to want to be more active and indatv@olitics only because it is one of
the few ways they can see (or the only option preskto them) of stopping decisions from
being made by those who directly benefit from thdseisions. People often view their
political involvement as medicine they must takeiider to keep the disease of greedy
politicians and special interests from gettingtiertout of hand. (lbid: 131).

If it is the case that citizens have changed ntoaa politics, institutions, processes and
actors then havperceptions of politics changed more than politics itself? Ahdo, why?
One of the most recent embodiments of the reaitstism can be found in Meg
Russell’'s Fabian Society contribution, where she dglust Politics Disappoint?’ (Russell
2005). For Russell, at the heart of the problestie inability of politicians and the media

to communicate the essence of politics which isuabegotiation and compromise,



10

difficult choices and taking decisions togethebidt 4). Instead, ‘it is now seen as
something largely divorced from everyday life, wdepliticians are expected to “deliver”,
and increasingly talk their profession down ratihan up, within a media environment that
is hostile rather than supportive’(lbid: 4). Of tteuses, Russell identifies consumerism is

one of the main culprits.

The development of mass politics has been accomgdnyi — and indeed has actively
facilitated — mass consumerisnit is difficult to find anything more antithetictd the
culture of politics than the contemporary cultufe@nsumerism. While politics is about
balancing diverse needs to benefit the public @sierconsumerism is about meeting

the immediate desires of the individual. While pcd requires us to compromise and
collaborate as citizens, consumerism emphasizestiamed individual freedom of choice.
While politics recognises that there are alwaysuiese constraints, modern consumerism

increasingly encourages us to believe that we eap h all now. (lbid: 10).

But she also goes on to recognise a variety ofr ddntors including the media coverage of
politics, ideological convergence between the mp@iitical parties, and the growing
mutual autonomy of leaders and the parties thaildrgustain them (Webb 2007).
Russell’s solutions contain some elements of erdthparticipation (e.g., within political
parties) and are mainly concerned with the neeitstruct a new, franker, more open and
positive culture which emphasises the value oftjgsliand its central institutions. ‘Politics
should come to be regarded as a source of prig@use not for despair, but for
celebration’(Webb 2007: 19). Of her proposals &mrannecting, three of seven relate to the
way in which politics is mediated and in which fheblic receive their information about
politics. Emphasis on greater participation is dplaged.

This brief discussion provides a sense of theexdnh which this thesis is set. It
enables the consideration of a variety of questibasrest a level beneath the research
guestions specified in the next chapter such gmliical participation desirable? If so, to

what extent? | will return to discuss these twoddrthemes in the concluding chapter.
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1.6 Structure of the thesis

Chapter two reviews the existing literature on @i participation and situates the work
on youth engagement more firmly within the broadstablished studies of electoral
change and partisan identification. | argue thateustanding how the political behaviour of
young people is changing needs to be groundectiwéll documented literature on
electoral change and partisan dealignment. Thésgvedy long-term changes are the lens
through which the impact of short-term changes khba viewed. It is argued that there is
currently insufficient evidence on the relationshgiween the new forms of social and
political participation that young people are inxexd in to suggest that these may be
replacing formal participatory norms such as voangd party membership. Moreover,
Chapter two suggests that, even if this is the taseecessary to understantly this is

the case and what explanatory factors are involVbed.chapter identifies a number of
major gaps in the existing research and questionsrder of assumptions that run through
it. It concludes by outlining the key research d¢ues to be addressed in the remainder of
the thesis.

Chapter three provides a detailed rationale fomtkeéhods selected to address the
proposed questions and sets out in detail the rdsthnd data to be used in the
investigation. It argues that given the primaryasmn of the thesis is over-time changes in
electoral turnout, a quantitative methodologicglraach is most appropriate. It outlines
some of the key methodological concerns and probliat the research design was forced
to face and details how these were overcome, agxtent to which the conclusions are
limited. The chapter also introduces the main sedata for the investigation, the British
Election Survey.

Chapter four investigates turnout amongst youngleeat British General
Elections since 1964 and reveals strong, thougltartlusive evidence of a generational
change in electoral turnout, witnessed througretbetoral characteristics of the two
youngest age groups voting in 1997 and 2001. lesdhat whilst conclusions as to the
existence and extent of a possible generationatei electoral turnout are limited by the
difficulties associated with separating life-cygberiod and generational effects, it is at

least possible to conclude that young voters enhiged since 1992 are unique and their
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electoral turnout characteristics have not beenegged before. Chapter five introduces a
series of explanatory models of electoral turnooifthe existing literature on political
participation. In Chapter six these models are afp@ralised and subjected to rigorous
multivariate analysis to ascertain which, if anyplanations best account for declining
turnout amongst today’s young people. It conclutiesthe general incentives model fares
best amongst the models tested, mirroring therigglof Clarke et al (2004). However, the
analysis shows that there are a number of unigpkeatory factors of the disinclination of
young people to vote in 2001. Social capital, dadass, political knowledge and political
recruitment were influential factors in determinimbether or not this group voted. The
second section of Chapter six advances a thegyguih disengagement from voting based
on these results. The results of the data anadygiport the interpretation of the literature
advanced in Chapter two and | argue that the paligocialisation of those young people
who came of voting age in 2001 meant that they warguely affected by a combination

of long-term and short-term factors for declinirger turnout. This theory is tested in
Chapter seven using evidence from the existingplitee combined with additional data
analysis and concludes by testing a multivariatdehof youth turnout. The chapter argues
that the decline in partisanship and working ckssal networks in the Thatcher era meant
that working class young people became particukuceptible to other influences on their
voting behaviour. Exposure to a unique array oftstewsm factors during their formative
political socialisation impacted on their decistonvote in 2001. In Chapter eight |
conclude by returning to the research questionsifsge at the end of Chapter two,
outlining the contributions made by the thesis a#i as discussing future areas of research

that need addressing as a result of the findings.
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Chapter 2

Political Participation in Transition?

2.1 Introduction

The purpose of this chapter is to present a review of the key theoretical anidaypir
based literature underpinning the present research. Firstly, the discussitines

some of the key literature on the sociological underpinnings of political paribcipat
Britain and explores how the early research examining how citizens beonahozed to
political parties is crucial to our understanding of contemporary politicatipation. |
argue that explanations for youth disengagement tend to emanate from two schools of
thought: the traditional political science understanding of youth turnout based on life-
cycle explanations (eg, Verba and Nie 1972), or the anti-apathy approach, which has
tended not to situate young people’s political activity within its context aof ploditical
life-cycle. The increasing dominance of rational choice models of politicétipation

in the wider literature of political participation has meant that explandonveter

turnout among young people have tended to focus on short-term factors. | argue that
crucial gaps in our understanding of youth participation in politics are rooted in this
shift away from sociological understandings of participation. Furtherntereational
choice explanations have greater explanatory power than ever because of the thange
the social structure that have occurred, particularly since the 1950s. Thegescha

mean that voters are socialised into a political world that is different to thagiof
predecessors and these differences are critical to understandimggnenpatterns of
political behaviour. The chapter concludes by identifying gaps in understanding about
young people’s participation in politics and how it has changed over time and
formulates a number of research questions that the subsequent chapters will seek to

answer.
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2.2 The social basis of political support

One of the aims of this thesis will be situate the research on youth paiditipat

politics into the context of the broader literature on political change iaiBand

Europe. The central research question lying at the heart of this thesis ahdwilihic
underpin the more defined specific research questions that | will develbyg t®

young citizens abstain from voting at general elections at a greater rate than previous
generations? The thesis is concerned with understanding the political behaviour of
young citizens in Britain, but as will become explicit throughout the chaptgrs, m
approach is to view changing youth behaviour in the context of broader social and
political changes, rather than to concentrate on ‘young people’ as separate frest the
of the electorate. Before we can understand political change it is aBctss
understand the underlying social reasons for change and to understand whiag were t
traditional social bases of political support prior to any change. At the core tifdisis

is the investigation of voters, as stipulated above. However, as voters vote through
political parties and parties have traditionally reflected the social cotigmosr
cleavages of a polity, considerable attention will be paid to the way partiesdraee
into being, how they adapt to changes in the electorate and their success in doing so.
Finally party competition will be a crucial factor in understanding paliscipport.

One of the fundamental ideas for understanding the social basis of political
support has been that of social ‘cleavages’. These divisions in society hawkglaye
critical role in the development of political parties in Europe. What we mightttex
orthodox sociological model of electoral stability and party formation consedida
around the classic work of Seymour Martin Lipset and Stein Rokkan (1967) who | will
return to shortly. But the ground for understanding cleavages and particuladgsbe c
cleavage was laid by Marx who placed emphasis on class as the key antagonism in
capitalist societies. Class became particularly relevant irmivedlly homogenous
British society that experienced industrialisation earlier than other Eurcpeatries
and where the class division between owners on the one hand, and workers on the other,
became most distinct. For Lipset and Rokkan (1967) social cleavages were giogluce
complex historical processes, most notably the national and industrial revolutions
experienced by European societies from the Seventeenth century on. Taesgede
became the basis of political support in western European countries, accordipggto Li

and Rokkan, and one which the party systems of these countries would be built on.
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Four lines of cleavage opened up in the development of modern industrial
societies, according to Lipset and Rokkan. Centre-periphery issues werstthe fi
these sources of division to develop in the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries, centring
on the reformation and counter-reformation and were part of the process of ‘national
revolution’. The first issue to be reconciled was whether the society’sorelgas to be
national or international. But in Britain, there was the absence of any sighdispute
with an alien church for the loyalties of its citizens (Ware 1996). The secotrd-ce
periphery issue was the conflict between Latin as an international unifyiggage and
indigenous languages. In the British case as a single language was sptilen by
majority, it became possible to impose its use on the peripheries. The second cleavage
to arise out of national revolutions was that between state and church. This was a
conflict between the standardising nation state and the historicalbjigis¢al corporate
privileges of the church. This was a particularly salient cleavage inr@smnith large
Catholic populations such as Italy or France, but remained relatively minatamBr
The remaining two cleavages, arising out of the industrial revolution areybemtiy
salient to the British case. Firstly, the land-industry cleavage emergetitbat o
industrial revolution between agricultural and industrial issues. In Britaiidla m
nineteenth century conflict over the tariff on corn production produced a crisis for the
governing Conservative party, but in the longer term it paved the way for the coming
together of landed and industrial elites (Ware 1996). These durable sociabelea
meant that the party systems of Europe were characterised by a resnddgiele of
stability. Deeply rooted and prolonged cleavages led to voters strongly anchored to the
social segment resulting from these historical developments and in turorig str
associations with the political parties who represented these social segment

Until 1918 the dominant cleavage in British politics had been religious.
Established national churches in England and Scotland provided a support base for the
Conservative Party, whilst support for the Liberal Party came mainlyriicom
conformist Protestant sects (Franklin 1992). But by 1964 earlier cleavagesmost
completely lost their political salience. The crucial cleavage, paatigibr
understanding the development of the British party system was that betweerandne
worker. The Russian revolution in 1917 crystallised the division between workers and
owner, although not as Marx had envisaged it. It produced two conflicting claims: thos
of a commitment to an international revolutionary movement and those of the national
polity (Ware 1996).
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Lipset and Rokkan argued that after these European party systems were
established they froze as parties consolidated their support bases, absorbadatew s

cleavages and developed long standing party images (Norris 1997):

The party systems of the 1960s reflect, with few but significant exceptiens,
cleavage structure of the 1920s. This is a crucial characteristic of Western
competitive politics in the age of ‘high mass consumption’: the party
alternatives, and in remarkably many cases the party organisations, are olde

than the majorities of the national electorates (Lipset and Rokkan 1967: 50).

Essential to Lipset and Rokkan’s theory was the idea that in order to survive political
parties needed to reflect older divisions in society. This will become impavkeant we
consider the debate around class dealignment and partisan dealignmentt iimipleci
idea that parties formed to express the functions of cleavages with sedleywhere
cleavages began to wane, so did support for political parties.

Party group linkages, founded on the dominant cleavage in each society,
permeated all aspects of electoral politics stabilising and ifrgethese party systems.
Some organisations were mobilised into politics and once well entrenched, it proved
difficult for new parties to challenge the status quo. Lipset and Rokkan provided
important insights into the stability of western European party systems.pddes
insulated and captured their supporters, developing political sub-cultures which gave
supporters a psychological sense of belonging (Norris 1997). Writing shortly afte
Lipset and Rokkan, Rose and Urwin’s study of nineteen western nations between 1945-
1969 showed that except in countries with a regime change, ‘the electoral strength of
most parties has changed very little from election to election, from decadmatteder
within the lifespan of a generation’ (Rose and Urwin 1970). Lipset and Rokkan’s work
provide the socio-structural context in which studies of voting behaviour can be
understood. As Lipset (1960) noted, the key cleavage in many European countries
meant that lower income groups came to vote mainly for parties on the left, while
higher income groups vote mainly for parties on the right’. It is cleartibaet
cleavages detailed by Lipset and Rokkan were the social basis for polippals But
what did the early studies of voting behaviour have to say about the strength of these
cleavages in forming political support and how far can we understand electoigé chan

based on the waning of political cleavages?
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The notion that a ‘frozen’ party system gave rise to stable patterns aadoliti
support was strengthened by the earlier work on the social basis of votingoame
to be very influential in British voting studies. The proponents of sociological mofdels
voting argued that it was possible to predict with some accuracy how an indimidual
individuals would vote on the basis of a few social characteristics (Lazarsfeld k944)
their later work Berelson et al (1954) paved the way for those who later focudesl on t
salience of the psychological aspects of group membership for voting. They drgued t
social group differences are reinforced through these groups having diffexiagahor
symbolic interests which are affected by government policy. They alsedatgat
conditions of physical and social proximity meant that these differenaes we

transmitted across generations.

The solid foundations of American political parties are in distinctdegas groups that
not only have “interests” involved but have sufficient social diffeagion from other
groups, sufficient continuity between generations, and sufficient closedyomup
contact in successive generations to transform these initiatpbiitterests into

persistent and durable social traditions. (Bereleson et al 1954: 147)

These early writings were influential in the development of social detesticiand

socialisation models of political behaviour in subsequent years.

2.3 Electoral alignments

Within this framework of historical cleavages we can understand how the atedtor
Britain and in other west European countries became aligned around spscég and
how the party system came to reflect that of these cleavages. The impression of a
‘frozen’ party system based on stable patterns of electoral alignmentiwisced in
the 1960s by the work of Angus Campbell and colleagues (Campbell et al 1960). The
Michigan model of partisan identification became one of the central modelstorale
research.

Campbell et al argued that many Americans voters lacked sufficient atiorm
about politics as well as political sophistication. For Americans to vote on theobasis
issues, Campbell et al argued that firstly, people had to be familiar withstle;

secondly, the issue needed to arouse some feelings, and; thirdly, people had to see a
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party difference on the issue (p. 170). These insights are important for understanding
modern voting. The authors point to ways in which we might understand declining
turnout since 1992 in Britain. As we shall see, for voters (particularly young ones)
unshackled from political parties to make choices, they need information/knowledge of
issues familiarity in Campbell et al's terminology) and they need to be able ascertain
differences between parties which give them choice.

According to Campbell et al, in addition to voters lacking the information and
sophistication about politics to vote on the basis of ‘issues’, they also lacked a coherent
set of beliefs, or an ideology, to order their political attitudes. Even in the alifence
these factors Campbell et al found that American voters, despite being féced wi
range of complex electoral choices for candidates at Americaimeaekeaid vote, and
consistently so. The central finding of Campbell et al’s study was that Anosticans
have an enduring partisan orientation, a sense of party identification, whicldieas w
effects on their attitudes toward the things that are visible in the politczéd.’

(Campbell et al 1960: 529). This sense of partisan identification, according to Campbell
et al, became a guide through which voters structured their understandings of complex
political issues, candidates and campaign events. This work also offered the
measurement of partisan identification still used by political sctertbslay; measuring

both the direction of and strength of partisan identification.

Crucial to this social psychological conception of partisanship is that individual
party identification developed before an individual had their formative partvgpati
experiences. They were learnt within an individual's immediate social enwerdrand
particularly from one’s family: ‘It is apparent from his presentation thaireentation
towards political affairs typically begins before the individual attainmgatge and
that his orientation strongly reflects his immediate social milieu, inqodati his
family’ (Campbell et al 1960: 146-7). This is interesting in itself, althoughl discuss
this in relation in the British context shortly and return to it both explicitly aoem
implicitly at various points in the thesis. One of the changes to the politicalisattal
of young people in Britain is that the social group points of identification have
weakened. As a result, rather than these familial social group referencebeangts
crucial to political socialisation, it would appear, in their absence, that feenati
political experiences have a stronger effect in the absence of other faetofsr(s
example Franklin 2004). In most cases this is likely to be either an eldtigon (

experience of voting itself) or an election campaign (context).
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Changing political socialisation is one of the key underlying themes of this
thesis and | will argue throughout the course of the later chapters that in order to
understand the changing British electorate we need to understand changes in the
political socialisation received by different cohorts. Social changeatigtameans that
the environment and contexts in which voters receive their early political expesie
are different. In their influential work dPolitical Changein Britain (1969, 1974)
Butler and Stokes similarly emphasised the role of social groups in fosteengeaaf
party identity. In particular they argued that the family had a cruaelin transmitting
parental political loyalties to the sibling. This process was seen to beufatti strong
where both parents shared the same party loyalty

A child is very likely indeed to share the parent’s party preferencésdeship over the
individual's lifetime has some of the quality of a photographic reprastuttiat
deteriorates with time: it is a fairly sharp copy of the parent{ral at the beginning
of political awareness, but over the years it becomes somewhat blltiredgh

remaining easily recognisable (Butler and Stokes 1974: 50).

Perhaps critically, this identity with a political party was founded on tHeabclass
identities. As discussed in Lipset and Rokkan’s model of stable party aligs)rokasts
became the pre-eminent influence on party identification. For Butler and Sthlees
individual, identifying with a particular class, forms a positive bond to the péuitth
looks after the interests of the class’ (1974: 88). Butler and Stokes were alsméwar
the significance of groups within the individual’s ‘social milieu’ such as
neighbourhood, workplace and community. These social groups served to reinforce and
strengthen existing attitudes. As we will see later in this chapter anbseguent
substantive chapters, one of the contributions of this research to the literature on
political participation will be to place the recent work on youth participatromyfi
within the wider literature on political and particularly electoral chandgitain. In
addition it is argued that attempting to understand how social group involvement has
changed and how the identities associated with these changes have declined kekey t
investigation of youth politics.

Butler and Stokes identified what has become known as the ‘paradox of voting'.
Using British Election survey data from 1963 to 1970 they showed that the majority of
the electorate has little involvement in political life outside voting:
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only one in two voted in local elections and only one in ten went to an electidingnee
Only one in fifty took an active part in the campaign and the number engaged in party

activities between campaigns was altogether negtidiButler and Stokes 1974: 21).

In the context of this research, | will argue that one of Butler and Stokesmpustant
arguments was that: ‘the limits of the public’s overt political activigyraatched by the
limits of its political information’ (Ibid: p.22). The argument was based om shevey

of the existing literature which found a range of evidence showing how limited the
electorates’ knowledge of political issues was. One of the central modéistofra!

turnout this thesis will come to discuss, test and evaluate teghéive mobilisation

model and it will be fully detailed and operationalised in Chapter six. The theksis wil
suggest that there is at least some evidence that the huge increase in educdt®n and t
availability of mass media resources since the 1950s has not had purely positiige eff
on civic engagement.

Butler and Stokes found that most British citizens were not well informed about
politics and did not have consistent opinions or deep rooted positions on particular
policies. However, despite seemingly not being engaged with politics, the paradox
emerged that around three quarters of the electorate turned out to vote at general
elections in Britain. They argued that, as found in the United States by Camgabell et
(1960), voters in Britain were rooted to one of the major political parties for long

periods of time, or even for the duration of their lifetime:

It is clear that millions of British electors remain anchored to one gfatiges for very
long periods of time. Indeed many electors have had the same party loyaitig¢hd
dawn of their political consciousness and have reinforced these loysities

participating in successive elections (lbid: 47).

Butler and Stokes used the idea of class and partisan ‘self image’ to understand how
voters became attached to political parties for long periods of time. Rahraents
provided a frame of references which allowed voters to process new problems into an
established pattern (Norris 1999).

I will argue that the decline in this informational function of partisan identit

and of wider social group identity has meant that young people in Britain are now



21

without one of the basic tools for their psychological engagement with politi¢ee In t

second edition of their book, Butler and Stokes (1974) reported on changes in these
enduring patterns of political support that characterised the British etectdfa can

see these changes in the electorate as being the foundations for undergialitaial

support amongst young people today. One thing we can observe from the above passage
is that Butler and Stokes argue that party loyalties were reinforceartigipating in

successive elections. This is confirmed in more recent cross-nationathe@eanklin

2002). As these identities have weakened, firstly people have become les®likely t
participate in elections, and, second the election context itself has becooregarstr

factor in nurturing future participation.

For Butler and Stokes, given the class based nature of British politics and the
existence of homogenous class groups, long-term political change was only likely to be
the result of generational changes in the distribution of partisanship. Theyl dng
there were two possible reasons for inter-generational change. Havimgefadence
of a long-term drift to Labour in the distribution of partisanship they sought to explai
this. Firstly, older voters leaving the electorate were more likely te aavonservative
partisanship than younger voters. This was not because people became more
Conservative as they got older, but because when older voters had entered trageslector
- in some cases before 1914 - Labour was not an established major politicahgarty a
consequence they were much less likely to have been socialised in childhood into a
Labour vote.

The second reason was that partisanship was most subject to change during early
adulthood. As a consequence new voters were particularly likely to be influenttesl by
political climate of the day. Butler and Stokes argued that if there wagoa change in
that climate then voters entering the electorate at that time may welthdr partisan
cues learnt in childhood in favour of those received at their first voting experience.
Butler and Stokes argued that 1945 was one such occasion as this happened with the
election of the first majority Labour government. A particularly largeoct of new
voters (there had not been an election since 1935) exhibited unusually strong pro-
Labour sympathies and this further bolstered Labour’s partisan strength.

Later in the chapter | will review in detail the contemporary liteeatunich
focuses on the importance of the political period, but here Butler and Stokes provide an
important impetus for this research — showing that long-term change can beettjgge

or accelerated by factors associated with the political period. This widhiee one of
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the central arguments developed in the course of the thesis. One thing that wikk becom
clear is that these shorter-term aspects of the political period have bewyme

important to young people’s political socialisation as the long-term anchorsttogbol
support have declined. Butler and Stokes, in the second edition of their book, were
amongst the first to notice that important changes were taking placeaiithed that

there had been a weakening of class alignment, finding that while the I&xaddamir
partisanship was weaker amongst the working class in Britain in 1970 than it had been
in 1963, it was stronger amongst the middle class. They also found the classesdo be les

polarised in their subjective class identities.

2.4  Electoral change: the decline of traditional cleavages

Central to the more specific research questions | will be formulating is idwlay
traditional social cleavages have changed in recent decades and how fietiiedran
the political support if modern British voters? We know that the social structure of
Britain and Europe has undergone changes in the period since the 1950s when the
empirical connection between social position and party choice was first found
(Oskarson 2005). The thawing of cleavages is made all the more plausiblesbsfcaus
the magnitude of technological, social and economic change in this period. Today,
Britain is what we might call a post-industrial society and this imghasgroup
solidarities and stratifications derived from previous industrial relatiandaday,
largely obsolete (Dogan 2001). But few areas have been contested as riga@ously a
social cleavage voting (eg Dalton 1984; Franklin 1992; Clark and Lipset 1991, 2001;
Evans 1999).

We can identify three distinct schools of thought in the debate surrounding the
persistence of social cleavage voting (Kreisi 1997). Much of the literature angae
takes a comparative European focus. One set of arguments examine$ydaeeful
original conceptualisation of Lipset and Rokkan’s freezing hypothesis anesatttat
political cleavages in party systems endure and thus party systemsliesmssew few
significant signs of increased instability (Bartolini and Mair, 1990; Klingemadn a
Fuchs, 1995; Mair, 1993, 1997). The second groups of scholars argue that in many
advanced west European democracies there has been an important decline inythe abilit
of social divisions to structure individual voting choice. This school of thought, which is

now is widely accepted, argues that there is a universal process of decleaage
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politics, which has gone more or less far in the different Western European and
Northern American countries (e.g., Franklin et al 1992). A third vein of thought, one
which we can describe as the ‘new politics’ approach agrees with the notion that
traditional cleavages are weakening, argues that alongside this weghkagsibeen the
emergence of a new ‘value cleavage’ rooted in the opposition betweenatrstand
post-materialist orientations (Inglehart 1977, 1990, 1997). Whilst there has been a
significant surge of academic interest in the politics of recent geresaif young

people, there is a lack of understanding as to how the politics of today’s youtHimight
reflect these models. Is it possible to understand the changing politics loftiyouigh

the lens of one of these broad models? Or is there another model, as yet unspecified,
that accounts more accurately for youth turnout?

Franklin (1992) argues that the decline in the structuring capacities ofanadliti
cleavages is nowhere balanced by increases in the structuring properties of new
cleavages. For the second group of scholars, mentioned above, the origins of this long
drawn out process of decline are to be sought in the successful resolution of the social
conflicts which had been embodied in the traditional cleavages (Franklin et al 1992)
The above is an important point for the research to be carried out in this thesstas it g
to the core of the much of the literature on youth participation, which at leaggsmpl
that ‘new’ types of politics — those we might associate with this ‘new @ldieavage
have replaced conventional political activity (e.g., Henn et al 2002, 2005). One of the
contributions of this research to the literature on electoral change wallgade the
youth literature and its findings, along with the methodological issues which deminat
within the wider picture of social and political change, rather than understamilitiy
just as a moment in the life-cycle.

We might best understand the decline in cleavage politics by saying that
cleavages have become less relevant to voting behaviour, rather than irréleitant.
argue later in the thesis that social cues are still likely to be a potierenicd on
political choice for people who are integrated into traditional class networkshtemd w
share the values of the milieu (Dalton 1999). This is particularly relevant tesegyof
young people from less advantaged backgrounds who have not met, as many have, their
basic economic needs and accordingly have not had the luxury of becoming ‘post-
materialist’ in their political attitudes and behavioural charactesistihese, | will
argue, are socially excluded young people and their social and politicasiexcis

exacerbated by their lack of cognitive engagement with conventional pastics
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traditional anchors have declined. Today there are fewer people who fit intedhly cl
defined social groups and citizens tend to be more fragmented and individualised. This
will become more evident in later chapters when | discuss young people'semarit

in associational activity. Again, we see the crucial underlying theme oh#sstthat

social change has weakened the structure of political cleavages thairtedigi framed

party competition and provided voters with a simple framework for making their
electoral decision (Dalton 1999). In the absence of these frameworks, thefcosts
positive engagement with conventional politics are higher, simply in terms ofiagqui

the information and the benefits may seem less as they are individualhathgroup

ones.

2.5 Electoral change: partisan dealignment

Changes in the way the electorate are engaged with politics andagb@igrtes has

perhaps most often been measured, following the seminal studies of voting behaviour
discussed above, Ipartisanship. Following Butler and Stokes realisation that the

nature of political support was changing in Britain and research by NormaBiNirey
Verba and colleagues (1979), there was a plethora of research invegtigataxtent of
what became known as ‘partisan dealignment’ (Crewe et al 1977). Dealigmaant

that citizens are no longer attached to political parties. As traditionatiadfémyalties

have weakened, short-term influences have become more salient in voting choice; and
as a result voters are more willing to desert the major parties (Norris. 1887Crewe
argued that since 1974 there had been a decline in both the number of party identifiers
and, more especially, in the strength of party identifiers’ identificaBonexample, the
percentage of very strong identifiers fell from 44 per cent in 1964 to 19 per cent by
1987. It was argued that this meant that voters were less likely to be loyalgarone
producing higher levels of electoral volatility and a greater willingtesote for third
parties. In another important critique of the Butler and Stokes model of
intergenerational change, Crewe et al (1977) noted that the decline in pangisanshi

1974 was not confined to new voters but actually was greatest amongst those who had
entered the electorate in the 1930s - that is amongst voters who first cameothege
height of the depression and for whom the class-based appeal of the two main parties
might have been expected to have had most resonance. These findings were eshoed lat

by Richard Rose and lan McAllister (1986) who argued that the majority of the



25

electorate in Britain is no longer anchored to a stable partisan loyattyrie¢d by
class and family socialisation. Other commentators argued that partyiedcimive
become more fluid over time, producing a major change in the social psychology of
political choices (Crewe and Denver (eds.) 1985; Dalton et al 1984). Whilst class
dealignment was fiercely contested there was less debate over pardisgmnaent. As
the analysis in subsequent chapters shows, the electorate retains a payybiutethey
tend to do so less strongly than before. These arguments led to the suggestion that, if
voters were less influenced by these longer-term structural factorgréhenore open
to short-term effects such as images of political leaders; governmerd reoffice
and campaign events.

To summarise these theories of electoral support: Butler and Stokes (1969,
1974) attempted to explain the two party dominance of the electorate in Britain by
arguing that its basis was to be found in long-term stable patterns of politicaltsuppor
This support rested on long-term structural historical factors as argueddst And
Rokkan (1967). However, in the 1970s support for third parties in general elections and
in by-elections served to undermine this explanation. A large literatureogedel
seeking to explain these changes. Three types of explanations became conanonplac
Firstly, revisionist theories argued that the link between class and Estgsastrong as
ever but what was required was a reconceptualisation, classification asuremeant
of social class to take account of more complex social inequalities. Whilsgdhe
1980s the view that there was an ongoing process of class dealignment occusring wa
the orthodoxy amongst most electoral analysts, an important debate emeatged ce
around definitions of class and how best to measure class voting. Heath et al (1985)
argued two central points: firstly they rejected the frequently used meadigecial
class, proposing a new class schema which divided manual workers across three
separate groups. Secondly, they rejected absolute measures of clasmvatiagr of a
relative measure based on odd ratios (Heath et al 1991). Whilst the ensuingdrgume
represented a major challenge to the orthodoxy that there had been a class delignm
(see Crewe et al 1985, Dunleavy 1987), there is now considerable evidence to support
the dealignment thesis and it is widely accepted (Denver 2003). Howekeugdlt
there is now widespread agreement that a process of class dealignmekenatatze,
subsequent research has begun to cast doubt on the strength of class alignments in the

first place (see Clarke et al 2004).
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Another set of arguments argued that the traditional class cleavageseatiscuss
above have been replaced by new forms of social identities based on regicati@ener
and gender. The most important of these cleavages as far as young voters aned@¢oncer
is what has become known as the ‘new politics’ cleavage, associated with the work of
Inglehart (1977, 1990, 1997).

A final set of arguments suggest that today’s citizens have become more
rational and less likely to vote habitually, instead supporting parties based orestnort-t
factors. This process can be attributed to a process of cognitive mobilisatoeby a
huge increase in educational standards and an increase in information souncearitas
citizens are more sophisticated. Political parties have, according to thidoeieome
increasingly defunct as citizens become less dependent on political frarbesdling
issues into coherent policy packages. In the absence of parties providing this function
we might wonder the extent to which citizens are able to do this for themselves, or
whether the outcome is the separation of issues from one another. There is not scope
within this thesis to address this question fully, but it will be possible to make some
prima facie and speculative conclusions on the basis of the findings in the laterschapter
These suggest that as voters and issues have become increasingly at@uisedial
and political issues are equally considered in isolation from each otherzapnsitirhis
change, | argue, could represent a threat to democratic politics asscdeslop
unrealistic single issue priorities.

There remains an ongoing debate, despite a common consensus amongst most
political scientists that the importance of structural factors andspasthip in
determining political choice has declined, as to the extent of change since the 1970s.
One of the central arguments of those who posit the decline in partisan identitas is
any such decline will be have a strong generational element. As partisamsisipcél
group identification are typically learnt during early socialisation teag to be
habitual meaning that older generations are likely to retain their psyctelogi
attachments. In contrast younger generations, socialised in the modefpeliics are
more likely to display patterns of weak social group identity and partisanshigstWhil
these group identities remain essentially independent variables during tbe abory
analysis of factors influencing turnout change, later chapters in the whié$tcus on
the context young voters were socialised in and provide insights into gendrationa
change in social groups identities. Cross-national work compiled in an edited volume by

Dalton and Wattenberg (2000) provides the most complete inventory of data on
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partisanship compiled for the advanced industrial democracies. They confirimetteat t

Is a broad pattern across these nations of weakening partisanship. In seventeen of the
nineteen countries surveyed, including Britain, the percentage of partyietsrtis
decreased and the strength of party ties decreased (Dalton and Wattenberg2800)

found this decrease to be as much as 26 per cent in Britain between 1960 and the 1990s.

Charting the key literature on social and political change has been atiadsse
exercise in situating young voters’ participatory behaviour in the contex¢ ddety
traditional explanations for voting in Britain. Critical to understanding todaysg
voters is that they have grown up in an era when the influence of structural forces
shaping voting behaviour, particularly social class, have declined. Whilst we kisow t
to be the case there is very little in the way of research which looks inatdtaig and
short-term factors in explaining youth participation. Whilst structurabfac
traditionally tied voters to parties, their decline meant that the acadésnature began
to focus more on party’s policies, political events and issues and later on political
leaders. We can describe the explanations for voting behaviour discussed soifag as be
sociological as they are based on the idea that social contexts and dimrialisa
determine political behaviour. Issue voting on the other hand derives from rational
choice accounts of political behaviour which involves voters making calculated
decisions about how to vote or whether they vote at all.

Butler and Stokes (1969: 236, 1974: 292) make an important distinction between
two types of issue voting. ‘Position issues’ are ones where the electorateethbgive
different opinions or positions on issues such as taxation, tuition fees. Whereas ‘valence
issues’ are those where their tends to be a broad agreement in what is best for t
country, such as law and order, economic stability and improved health care. On these
issues the electorate judges the competence or performance of politiesl ipart
achieving their goals. As we shall see this distinction is crucial in uadédieg modern
politics. Butler and Stokes suggest there are four conditions for a position iss@eeto aff
a voter’s choice. Firstly, the voter must be aware (information) of the isscend@y,
the voter must have a position on the issue in question. Third, the voter must perceive
the parties to have distinct choices on the issue from which he or she can chobse. Last
the voter must vote rationally according to the party whose position on the issue most
closely reflects that of the voter. This distinction between valence andpdsgues
will provide a useful framework through which to discuss and critique the youth

literature.
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Butler and Stokes had been sceptical of issue voting in the 1960s and seemed to
indicate that the cognitive development of the electorate was too limitdceto ta
seriously the notion that citizens were increasingly rational in thetiqabldecisions
(1974: 320). However in an influential article, James Alt, Bo Sarlvik and Ivor Crewe
(1976: 284) argued:

Most people appear to display a considerable grasp of the issues and where the
parties stand on each....it appears that, the conventional wisdom
notwithstanding, the great majority of the British electorate have botlsgarti

preferences and realistic perceptions of the parties’ policies.

Crewe (1981, 1985, 1992a, 1992b) followed this up with a distinctive account of issue
voting which argued that the outcomes of elections from October 1974 to 1992 could
largely be explained by a combination of changes in the salience of issues agekchan
in the electorates’ judgements about the party having the best policy on the issues
together with voters’ assessments of the credibility of party policies.

Others such as Himmelweit et al (1981) proposed a ‘consumer’ model whereby
individuals approached each election in search of the party with the best products to
meet their preferences. This assumed that the voter was rational enough tonshdersta
the range of policy options provided by each political party. But whilst issusgvoti
quickly became the orthodoxy of the 1970s and 1980s it was criticised on a number of
grounds. Heath et al (1985: 91-6) argued that the Conservative party — the winner of the
1987 general election, actually had no clear lead over the Labour party on ariy one o
the five issues that electors felt were important during the election camBaigtarly,
Sanders (1993) argued that during the 1992 election campaign Labour was strongly
favoured on three key issues (the NHS, unemployment and education), and that, had
people voted purely on the basis of their issue preferences, Labour would have polled
around 44 per cent of the vote. But perhaps most importantly for this research, Heath et
al (1991) demonstrated that while rational issue assessments do make an inspact, it i
doubtful that their importance has grown over time. Heath et al attributed the
statistically significant stronger connection between voting and isstielattiin the
1980s as more to do with the changing political and social circumstances of the period

than as a result of the changing psychology of voters (Heath et al 1991). It appgars the
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that the rationality of the British electorate was seriously underastthin some of the

earlier studies.

2.6  The 1992 general election and after: from ‘position’ to ‘valence’ issues

Butler and Stokes had pointed to the difference between ‘position issues’ and ‘valence
issues’ which was later elaborated by Stokes (1992). In the most important work on
political participation or on voting in Britain to be published in recent years, Cladte e
(2004) defined a full model of valence politics and applied it not only to recent elections

but to British elections since the 1960s. For Clarke et al:

..the most important factor underlying electoral choice is valencepl@s judgements
of the overall competence of the rival political parties. Thesecjuégts, in turn, are
arrived at through two principal and related shortcuts: leaderghipations and party
identification (Clarke et al 2004: 9)

The model always has been as, or more, compelling statistically as ejithelsrim the

sociological framework or the issue proximity model (Ibid: 63).

Two particularly controversial claims result from Clarke et al'skwéirstly, they

dispute the sociological explanations of voting based on the ‘twin notions’ of stable
long-term class-linked partisan identities and class-based voting. Theytha BES

data shows that since the 1960s approximately one half of the electorate do not think of
themselves in class terms. They also argue that ‘partisanship is not gseteleptded
and highly stable as the sociological approach claims’ (Ibid: 316). Instead,ifalow
Fiorina (1981), they suggest that party identification is ‘a storehouse of actednula
party and party leader performance evaluations’ (Ibid: 211). Moreover, ‘they are
potentially mutable, being influenced by assessments of economic conditions and by
perceptions of the competence of rival parties and their leaders’ (Ibid: 31fG}stAlis
seems at odds with what is a long tradition of electoral analysis in Britang gack to
Butler and Stokes that has generally downplayed the influence of party leaders on
voting choices. This tradition is upheld in a recent piece by John Bartle and Ivag Cre
(2002: 93), who conclude that ‘leaders have not had much of an impact on election
outcomes net of prior variables’. But Clarke et al provide a perfectly plausibl
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explanation for this in that politics in Britain has become more leader-cemtdegarty
leaders are increasingly the focus of the media. This is reflectedgnoiveng body of
research examining the ‘presidentialisation’ of politics (see, for piaRoguntke and

Webb (eds.) (2005). Perhaps more contentious is their argument that class has had les
of a role in electoral politics than we previously thought.

Clarke et al arrive at their conclusions through a systematic andic#iist
advanced testing of competing model of electoral turnout from sociological amthtati
choice frameworks. The civic voluntarism model focuses on the utility of social
contexts in acquiring individuals their politically relevant resourcegK€lat al 2004).

The social capital model emphasises social trust and voluntary participatiergas

the equity-fairness model focuses on individual judgements of relative deprivation.
Three variants of the rational choice model are tested. The cognitive mabdilisnodel
argues that individuals are likely to become more dissatisfied with goverasdrey
become more educated, media reliant and knowledgeable about politics. The minimal
rational choice model focuses on the costs and benefits of voting whilst thel genera
incentives model adds to this by specifying a range of incentives to parbioifieit
individuals need in order to vote. Each theory is rigorously tested, first byatskthen

with the others in a ‘tournament’. Variables from the cognitive mobilisation ametgle
incentives model dominate. Clarke et al argue that ‘turnout is basically abentives

and mobilisation, with demographics — apart from age — playing only a modest role’ (p.
261). Variables associated with rational choice, that is, costs and benefitgpartant,

but the most importamhcentive is a sense of obligation to the political community at
large. The most importantobilisation variables were related to political information:
those who pay attention to the political campaign, who were informed and who evaluate
government performance are most likely to vote.

The fact that young people have tended to be less likely to vote at elections has
usually been attributed to a ‘life-cycle’ effect. This effect simplyusates that young
voters are less likely to participate in politics because of the stage ifethgdle they
occupy. Commentators have pointed out that young people suffer from earlyclige-c
start-up problems and are less likely to participate in conventional politicshian t
elders (Verba and Nie 1972; Nie et al 1974; Crewe et al 1974; Swaddle and Heath 1989;
Parry et al 1992; Denver 1997; Norris 2003). The life-cycle approach emphhsises t
young people have more pressing ‘life-tasks’ associated with the itvarfsitm youth

to adulthood (Nie et al 1974). As recently as 1997 commentators still argued that thes
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life-cycle interpretations remain key to low youth participation:

Young people today are certainly less active and involved citizens thaelthes and,
as far as | can tell, they always have been. For the average 18 year ot fpaiis
well behind keeping up with the latest fads in music, dancing, fashion, playing an

watching sport and chasing members of the opposite sex (Denver 1997: 31).

However, there are good reasons, both short-term and longer term to suspeet that lif
cycle factors alone do not adequately account for young people’s politics. Tine dec
young people’s party political involvement is one example of a generational change.
Both Labour and Conservative parties have seen a dramatic decline in the&itivespe
youth sections since the 1950s. In 1949 the Conservative youth section, the junior
Imperial and Constitutional League, boasted 160,000 members. By 1997 this figure has
fallen to around 7,500 and the young Conservatives have since been officially wound up
and reconstituted. A detailed analysis of life-cycle, period and generatibects on
voter turnout will be conducted in Chapter three as it relates to the examination of
trends in turnout.

Clarke et al explore age effects which they find to be statisticalyfisignt in
all of their models outlined above. Their analysis shows that there arencleations
in the data that generational effects may be taking place. After defisiges of
‘political generations’ Clarke et al argue that:

...the available evidence is quite consistent with the idea thatidieher era- a period
characterised by insistent advocacy of market rather than goverrvhditrs to
societal problems, and a more general emphasis on individual rather fleativeol
goods-had important negative effects on public attitudes towards alquaticipation.
It also appears these effects have not abated since New Labour came to[d@9&r i
This suggests that turnout in future elections may continue to beeldaw. It is
likely that there will be closer contests and the parties’ policeslecome more
distinct but, especially if there is no life-cycle effect, it i$ @asy to see how the post-

1979 generation could develop an increased sense of civic duty (Clark2&t)al

Clarke et al found significant generational effects with ‘the decline in ttiia@yoss
political generations starting with people who entered the electorate doeiffdnatcher

era. This pattern continued in the ‘Blair years’. Whilst being cautious to note tlgat onl
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with panel data can conclusive evidence be supplied, they argue that their evidence is
consistent with the idea that the Thatcher era produced distinctive negadits eff its
citizens. The advanced statistical techniques used enables the authors &lidbdev r
general conclusions about generational effects but they do not provide detailed
information about the variables specific to young people’s political choice in 2001. This
Is perhaps somewhat surprising given that turnout fell most dramatically morgst
this group in 2001. Other scholars have pointed to the impact of the Thatcher era on
young people’s formative socialisation (e.g., Russell 1992).

Clarke et al (2004) consider the notion that ‘the Thatcher and Blair generations
are less civic minded than their predecessors by considering the relgtibesieen
age and civic duty’ (Clarke et al 2004: 271). Their findings confirm their earlier
conclusions that the Thatcher and Blair cohorts constitute a distinct genenadi
argue that their low levels of civic mindedness help explain their reluctanceddigo t
polls. The net contribution Clarke et al make to the debate over age effects is to provide
additional and probably the most statistically advanced evidence to date of a
generational effect in electoral turnout. But aside from a brief dissuss$ithe period
as one characterised by ‘market rather than government solutions to soolathgt,
and a more general emphasis on ‘individual rather than collective goods’ (Ibid: 270),
they provide little evidence or discussion as to why these important generational
differences might be occurring. One of the aims of this research will to builthdeC
et al's findings to provide more detail on young people’s voting behaviour which |
argue is missing from their work. By using a similar set of models to Clagtetavill
be possible to elucidate further their findings and measure in a differentbevay t

dynamics of youth turnout.

2.7 Declining electoral turnout: 1992-2001

After the 1992 general election there was growing evidence that young pevple w
beginning to abstain in greater numbers than had previously been witnessed. Given tha
both reported turnout and actual turnout rose slightly for the whole population at the
1992 election; from 86.1 per cent to 87 per cent and from 75.3 per cent to 77.7 per cent
respectively (Phelps 2004, Rallings and Thrasher 2007), the decline in the youth vote in
the same period from 76.2 per cent to 75.4 per cent (Rallings and Thrasher 2007)) and
from 66 per cent to 61 per cent (Butler and Kavanagh 1997) respectively, represented
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the beginning of a worrying trend for some who saw this as constituting ‘thetlarges
number of dormant voters awaiting political reawakening since the suffragBtiésh
Youth Council 1993: 3). These concerns were heightened by research showing the
widespread non-registration of young adults. In 1995 M-Power estimateduhat f
times as many young people were not registered to vote than amongst the adult
population (British Youth Council 1995). Despite high profile media campaigns by M-
Power and ‘Rock the Vote’ aimed at encouraging young peoples’ registratioa be
election day, registration levels fell further between 1992 and 1997 (Leonard and
Katwala 1997).

Interest in falling turnout and concern and comment on youth apathy increased
markedly after the 1997 and 2001 general elections where turnout fell dramatically. F
the youngest age groups, the 18-24 year olds and 25-34 year olds, reported turnout fell
from 59.7 per cent to 49.4 per cent and 68.6 per cent to 55.1 per cent, respectively,
between 1997 and 2001. The election marked the lowest turnout at a British general
election since the ‘Khaki election’ of 1918. The obvious question in the aftermath of the
election wasvhy had so few people turned out to vote in 1997 and 2001? Many
commentators argued that the results of the 1997 and 2001 elections could be
understood by looking at the closeness of electoral competition between the two mai
rival parties and the amount of perceived policy difference between thém art up
to the election (e.g., Pattie and Johnston 2001). Clarke et al (2004) argue that, ‘the
precipitous decline in voting in Britain between 1997 and 2001 serves to undermine
purely sociological account of turnout, since the variables at the centre of soantac
like social class, education, ethnicity and gender do not change enough in four years to
provide an adequate explanation of what occurred’(2004: 87). Whilst we would not
expect these types of changes on their own to explain a decline in turnout such as
occurred amongst the youngest age groups after 1992, when combined with the impact
of short-term factors, the likelihood of an effect is more plausible. It isantention
that gradually changing sociological factors, such as changes irapadistification
may have affected young people’s socialisation, but only became apparentfasthe
opportunity to vote. If those who became eligible to vote for the first time in 1997 were
relatively devoid of traditional ties to social and political participation treylikely to
have been more susceptible to and affected by the impact of short-term pericd factor

Others began to question whether a whole generation of young people were

becoming disconnected from politics:
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For young people in Britain today politics has become a dirty word.....The
overwhelming story to emerge from our research, both qualitative and
quantitative, is of an historic disconnection. In effect, an entire generation has

opted out of party politics (Wilkinson and Mulgan 1995: 98-99).

Plainly this is a generation which does not look to the political parties to solve
problems and improve their lives. With well over two out of every three young
voters sceptical of political activity, we could be withessing the emeegainan
apolitical generation (Pirie and Worcester 1998: 11).

Concern with the apparent disaffection of a generation was evident in thesnedia’
portrayal of young people as politically alienated, apathetic and sedégted (Harrison
2002, Russell 2004). It was common to hear media commentators arguing that young
people who choose not to vote ‘should be treated with contempt’ (Lawson 1997); that
they are ‘political know-nothings’ and ‘airheads’ (Toynbee 1997). Others curspéhe
possibility of a generational change argued that young people in Britain hendeén
regarded as a ‘social barometer’ whose behaviours and beliefs are usedassige of
social change (Jones and Wallace 1992). In the following years there enmrged s
debate and tentative evidence as to whether young people’s apparent lack sifimtere
politics represents a generational shift (Park 2000, Blais 2003), but the debatedended t
revolve around an unclear distinction as to exactly what was meant by apathy.

Others began to argue that to infer political apathy solely on the basisnafrthe
participation in conventional politics was to oversimplify the equation (Bhavnani 1994).
Marsh (1990) drawing on the work of Easton (1975) observed that, more important than
regular mass participation in formal politics is a level of ‘diffuse supparthe
political system which is the mainstay of conventional politics. Marsh thsessréhe
question as to whether disengagement with conventional politics represents a deep
rooted negative view of the value of formal politics. This leaves us with an iimigres
paradox: participation in formal politics, from party membership to electmrabait has
declined but citizens still widely support democracy and elections.
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2.8 The consolidation of a new politics cleavage?

As discussed above, Inglehart and others differentiated between an old politids, base
on material needs and a new politics based on citizens post-materialistRessisly

the literature on youth participation has taken a new focus. Whilst, traditiotiely

focus was on young people’s non-participation in formal politics, there has been the
recognition amongst the academic community of a qualitative shift ingabliti
participation (e.g., Marsh 2007; Norris 2002, 2003, 2005; Pattie et al 2004; Russell et al
2002, 2007) and that this is most evident in young people’s politics (Dalton 2008).
Whilst the idea that there is a difference between conventional and unconventional
politics is not a new one (see for example Barnes and Kaase 1979), the gectevabkele
of 1997 and 2001 and the ensuing debate about electoral turnout and political apathy,
crystallized the conceptual distinction between conventional or formal palititse

one hand and unconventional/ informal politics on the other.

It has often been argued that young people do care about matters that are
essentially political in nature but tend to be outside the boundaries of traditional
conventional politics (Banks 1992: Parry et al 1992: Bennie and Rudig 1993: Mulgan
and Wilkinson 1997). But since the 1997 and 2001 elections, what | term the ‘anti-
apathy’ school have produced a significant body of research focusing spbcdic
what different types of political participation people are involved in asasddlttitudes
to different types of political activity. For example, Bentley et al (1999hd that
despite negative and cynical views about politicians many young people avatatbti
by and knowledgeable about the forms of political engagement that do not fit into the
formal systems of electoral politics. White et al (2000) also found that young eaple
negative views of politicians but that they had engaged with a wide range diexctivi
related to politics.

Two groups of authors typify the anti-apathy school. Henn et al (1999, 2002) are
broadly critical of the traditional understandings of youth political pa&tcdn arguing
that they ‘have tended to contribute an understanding of politics that is tied far too
narrowly to the domain of elections and parliamentary activity’ (2002: 168). Hextn et
used a longitudinal research design, conducting a regional panel survey of 1,597
‘attainers’ over two years (1998-1999), drawn from Nottinghamshire with thiore
of providing an indicative picture of youth orientations to politics. Their focus group

research found a level of apathy amongst certain groups of young people, who
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considered politicians to blame for this (Ibid: 175). Political parties weorecitled by
many in focus groups as failing to encourage young people to participatérddata

both the panel survey and the focus groups indicated a specific lack of confidence in
politicians and scepticism of the idea that political parties genuinelytadeiher the
interest of young people (Ibid: 176-8). Hestral argue that ‘if young people appear to
exhibit a lack of engagement with politics, it is because they perceive tleeator

formal politics to be distant from their lives and broadly irrelevant-that pelkias little
meaning to them’ (lbid).

Henn et al provide a range of positive information about young people’s
political orientations and attitudes. Their research found young people to have a
considerable interest in political matters with seven in ten respondentsglammave
‘some’ or more interest in national politics. They found young people to have a clear
understanding and awareness of events and affairs occurring in their local caesmuni
as well as of particular issues such as Europe, education, war, militadstimea
environment (Ibid: 176). Interestingly, their focus groups also showed a high degree of
support for elections. In other work, Henn et al (2005) conducts a postal questionnaire
of 705 young people with a mixture of closed and open-ended questions. They draw
similar conclusions to their earlier work with regard to young people’s estloé
formal politics and continue to argue that their evidence dispels the myth of youth
apathy. But their findings here seem to contradict the implications of thiérear
findings that young people, although disengaged from formal politics, are involved in a
variety of other activities that constitute political activity. They fimdited evidence
for the ‘alternative value’ position and conclude that ‘young people’s apparent
disengagement with formal politics and the established parties’ does not apipeéa t
consequence of a uniform shift towards a ‘new politics’ value systems and toi®@nta
(Henn et al 2005: 573). This indicates that whilst young people have become
increasingly critical of politics and the political process in the UK, tiseséll not
enough evidence to conclude that they are as engaged as ever, but simply in new forms
of activity.

The second group of authors that | characterise as epitomising the éimyi-apa
school have consistently argued that in order to understand why young people are
relatively disengaged from conventional politics, we need a fuller understaosfdiogy
young people themselves conceptualise politics (O’'Toole et al 2003a, 2003b; Marsh et

al 2007). In the most comprehensive exposition of this argument Marsh et al (2007)
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provide a detailed critique of the existing literature, arguing that a kelepmokith

much of the literature to date is its restricted conception of the ‘politieddere the

focus has been on an arena definition of politics and political participation....equated
with a narrow range of activities, centred on contacting public officials, vatidg
membership of political parties (Marsh et al 2007: 59). They argue that e failthe
existing literature to understand the way young people conceive politicatyalotis
meant that it has tended to exaggerate youth apathy. The problem with thierasser
that whilst Marsh et al rightly identify, on the basis of strong empirical eveje¢hat
young people today do appear to be involved in a range of activities outside the realms
of formal political activity we cannot be clear from their work the extemthich these
kinds of activity replace voting and formal political participation. The point rbgdbe
political science research, that Marsh et al (2007) critique, is that yeompiepre
increasingly uninterested and apathetic towaotsentional political activity such as
voting and party membership. This change is of interest because we can accurately
quantify how electoral turnout changes over time. Whilst Marsh et @isgithis kind

of research on the basis of its narrow conception of the political, it tends tothraply

an understanding of the way in which young people conceptualise politics today and
their political ‘repertoires’ are adequate on their own as a means of @mdingf the
decline in electoral participation.

Marsh et al’'s methodology seeks to ‘establish a much clearer idea of how young
people understand and relate to politics’ (Ibid: 59). By using focus groups and a
‘respondent-led’ methodology the aim was to provide a purposive, rather than a
representative sample. The results of their focus groups tend to confirm whatigrevi
studies have shown, that their respondents were not active in formal politics and saw
politicians as remote and uninterested in them. They also felt that they had n® @hanc
influencing politics whilst recognising that it affected them. Few ofdiat al's
respondents perceived there to be any opportunity for their involvement and felt they
were seen as political ‘apprentices’ rather than agents. Intetgstimg contextual
approach of their study revealed that whilst class was rarely talked abputiiny
people, it was ‘lived’. Those groups with limited access to economic capital knew they
had little and understood that it impacted on their life chances (lbid: 213).

Following Bang (2003), Marsh et al agree that the decline in formal political
participation is not a ‘free rider’ problem, but rather a problem of politicauisiu.

They argue that ‘although some young people may be politically apathetia;, view,
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the more serious problem is that many are alienated from the existingabslystem’
(Marsh et al 2007: 211). Marsh et al provide useful insights into how young people
conceptualise politics. These insights tend to reflect much of their eaolikrand work
by other anti-apathy scholars (Henn et al 2002, 2005, 2007; O'Toole et al 2003a,
2003b), but further bolster the case that young people are interested in politics as
broadly conceived, but are simply apathetic and uninvolved when it comes to formal
politics. They argue the case for a variety of participatory initigtivaicularly at the
local level, whilst noting that many existing initiatives have not receivéatient
investment.

Marsh et al (2007) devote almost half of their book to a critique of quantitative
methods and the argument that young people are ‘apathetic’. But their methodology is
unable to answer the substantive questions relating to political change. To ehat ext
do their findings represent a shift away from conventional politics to other types of
political activity? If this group are alienated from formal politigetivity and from
political parties, is this a new phenomenon, and, if so, what explains this? Even if we
accept the proposition that interest and involvement in broader forms of political
participation are the result of a disenchantment with traditional politicgaitgcMarsh
et al provide no evidence that politics itself has changed in such a way as to aacount fo
these qualitative shifts. Whilst the book provides useful insights into youth conceptions
of politics today, it is largely descriptive. To address change over tisiaecessary to
have data over time, whether quantitative or qualitative. Unfortunately no such
qualitative data exists which allows a comparison of the explanatory fact@edtral
turnout decline. The following chapter outlines the methodological challengestigic
this research project and detail how the subsequent chapters will addressitig slee
appropriate quantitative methods and data.

Whilst these studies have made an invaluable contribution to the literature and
our wider understanding of the ways in which today’s young people are becoming
‘political’, one which | will return to shortly; there remains a significgap in our
understanding as to the extent of change in youth voting behaviour and why it has
occurred? It may be misleading to argue from the fact that young peeplsangaged
from elections and political parties that they are equally disengagedheitiemocratic
process and other social and political activity. But it is equally misleadisgggest
that new forms of social and political activity are the result of politics,iqallit

processes and politicians failing to engage young people. In fact, one thirey woul
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appear to be self evident, although difficult to prove; that politicians and political
processes have not changed in such a fundamental way to adequately account on their
own for changing patterns of political behaviour. This is not to argue that there is
nothing that politicians can do to boost political engagement or that there is little tha
they have done to reduce it.

In general the literature on young people’s politics has tended to be rather
divorced from the mainstream political science literature. Until regeatlynany recent
studies have highlighted (e.g. Fahmy 2005: Henn et al 2002: Marsh et al 2007), life-
cycle interpretations have dominated the political science understandiogtbfand it
has received relatively little attention. The sociological literatusetéraded to provide
more depth to the study of youth, but tends to be descriptive, showing what kinds of
political activity young people are involved in. The question whether receetajgms
of young people are different in their political participation has seldom been &slgqua
addressed. Where it has been addressed, the emphasis has tended to hmbtdsow
has changed rather than on changes irldotorate in the last 30-40 (see, for example,
The Power Report). The argument underpinning this thesis is that changes in young
people’s political behaviour are rooted in long-term social and political changes,
possibly triggered, reinforced and consolidated by short-term factors.

The general picture to emerge from what | characterize as the ‘artirapat
qualitative school of thought is that whilst young people or young adults have tglative
low levels of participation in politics; low levels of trust in politicians arelgenerally
disengaged from conventional politics; this only paints a fragment of the picture of
young people’s politics. Many have high levels of interest and are engaged iety var
of activities which lie outside the traditional sphere of politics but which have clea
political motivations (Bentley 1999; Bhavnani 1994; Eden and Roker 2000; Furlong and
Cartmell 1997, 2007; Henn et al 1999, 2002, 2005, 2007; Marsh et al 2007; O'Toole et
al 2003a, 2003b; Roker 1999; White et al 2000). But whilst providing much in the way
of contextual understanding of attitudes and behavior the central question; why the
change in electoral participation, remains? This thesis will be catteurely with
voter turnout, examining in detail trends in turnout and explanations for these trends. It
concludes by analysing some of the broader issues around youth participation.

Whilst Clarke et al's (2004) focus is primarily on voting behaviour and party
support since the 1960s, others have sought to examine the dimensions of a wider range

of political activity. Norris’ (2002) important comparative work on political\asth
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utilises data from countries across the globe. Norris confirms the evidendbdre has
been a widespread erosion of the conventional channels of political engagement,
including electoral turnout, party membership and civic activism. SecondlysNorri
argues, following Inglehart (1977, 1990, 1997), that long-term processes of
modernisation and the cognitive development of citizens have been the primary drivers
in shaping these changes. Norris argues convincingly that ‘rather than erodingglpol
activism has been reinvented in recent decades by a diversification in tbeadtre
collective organisations structuring political activity), the repezto{the actions
commonly used for political expression), and the targets (the political dtébrs t
participants seek to influence)’ (2002: 216). Whilst this trend in notable across age
groups, younger generations have become particularly likely to disengage from
‘traditional agencies’ in favour of ‘ad hoc, contextual, and specific activitiemate,
increasingly via new social movements, internet activism and transnatioregl poli
networks’ (Ibid: 222).

Contrary to popular assumptions, the traditional electoral agentkéwlicitizens and
the state are far from dead. And, like a phoenix, the reinvention of ciitsacallows
political energies to flow through diverse alternative avenues laasveonventional
channels (Norris 2002: 223).

But critical questions remain from the idea that new forms of politicaligctire
replacing traditional formg=irstly, to what extent can these new types of political
activity compensate for the decline of traditional forms of participatio?PeTis little
research to show how or whether these new types of participation have firbraaisia
that the party identification showed that formal political participation did/does
according to Butler and Stokes (1969) and The Michigan School. We might suspect that
as they age, because these new political repertoires are not rooted wcfam s
psychological ground, young people will shed these types of activity.

Norris (2003) addresses the question of life-cycle, period and generational
effects in a variety of different types of political participation. Using garative panel
data from the European Social Survey (ESS), the findings of her analysis reteal tha
there are differences of age: ‘even after including all relevantatsntrage remained
one of the strongest predictors of citizen’s action’ (Norris 2003: 12). Inaeltdi

citizen-oriented activism, she find a life-cycle rather than a georehteffect:
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‘although there is a large age gap in turnout, nevertheless this can be dtimiouéeto
life-cycle patterns, so that the younger groups can be gradually expectee toovet

often as they enter middle age’ (Ibid:13). However, in relation to cause-oriented
repertoires, Norris (2003) found that young people are significantly more liké&dke

part than their parents were. Whilst this suggests a generational cimatihgesame way

that declining electoral turnout does, some caution needs to be exercised abéo whe
these characteristics will adhere to young people as they age. Norris (2003, 2005)
provides strong evidence that young people are not in fact apathetic and are involved in
a wide range of new forms of political activity. However, it also seems ttlatif

declines in turnout may simply be the result of life-cycle or period effécssiay also

be the case for the rise in new forms of political activity. A prudent judgment, on the
basis of the available evidence is that recent declines in turnout may not bews &®ri
they appear and that some recovery will occur as cohorts age. But at tharsame t

these cohorts are likely to shed some of the new types of political activitaithey
engaged in as they age. Clearly more evidence is needed to show the extent of turnout
decline amongst recent cohorts of young people.

The literature on youth engagement details participation in the new types of
informal political behavior such as environmental movements, anti-war marches and
demonstrations - but very rarely asks whether these types of participateon ha
previously existed side by side with formal types, or whether they arame\specific
to a generation. It therefore doesn’t question whether these new forms agpoliti
participation are simply more visible in the absence of formal participafiecondly,
the majority of the literature on new forms of youth engagement tends not to ask
whether the new types of participation are undertaken by the same demograppsc gr
as formal participation and are as class based as formal participatioikss.Norris’
(2002, 2003, 2005) comparative studies are broadly supportive of the argument of the
‘anti-apathy’ school there remains a need to understand why today’s youtipptdic
is different to previous generation? If it is because of a general discoritemeodern
politics, can we identify specific factors to do with the particular periodhictwthis
generation were socialized which help explain this?

Pattie et al's (2004), research, conducted under the auspices of the ESRC’s
Democracy and Participation programme had a wider remit than voter turnout and
conventional participation. It represented a significant advance on the previous

equivalent work on the UK published by Parry et al (1992). It also represented a
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confirmation of the above recognition that political participation is changinghand t
need to provide some detail on exactly what kinds of political activity citizensoav
involved in.

Pattie et al (2004) contend that citizenship has become a central concern not
only of academics but also of politicians and policymakers. First, citizenshgvinags
raised basic questions about the relationship between the individual and the state,
leading normative theorists to re-examine it whenever there are traastorsin that
relationship, as are now occurring. Second, real or perceived changes in the values
attitudes, and forms of participation that underpin civil society provoke interestdeeca
democracy cannot function effectively without participation. The paradoxicaheeal
electoral participation accompanying the spread of democracy around tdenures
that ‘there is something happening to contemporary citizenship’ that cactesde
voter turnout (Pattie et al 2004: 3). The authors look at a wide range of political
activities, focusing on seventeen elements of ‘macro politics’ which arepastéon
‘influence rules, laws or policies’, such as: attending a political meetirglg; signing
a petition; or taking part in a strike, and ‘micro politics’ such as influencing thei
children’s education; their or their families medical treatment; or naiking
conditions. In relation to ‘macro-politics’ the authors found that citizens agaged in
a multiplicity of political activities beyond the traditional’ (lbid: 107).€Thnost
common of these being individualistic actions such as giving money or signing a
petition. Pattie et al also found that British citizens have an ‘extensive network of
associational life. In terms of ‘micro-politics’ they find that mang angaged in ways
that we might not traditional recognise. Participating in ‘micro-pglifpeople often
feel a greater sense of efficacy and are generally satisfiedheithutcomes.

However, Pattie et al also reveal important differences between demagraphi
groups. Firstly, much of the ‘diverse and rich associational activity’ findyis
‘dominated by the rich, the well-educated, and those from professional and nelnager
background’ and this is echoed in informal networks (lbid: 109). The same is found in
relation to ‘micro’ political activity with only ‘one in four of those who abstain from
macro engagement become (ing) involved in micro politics’ (Ibid: 126). The authors
also find that good citizenship matters: the more active local people areticspatid
in associational life, the more trusting they feel, and the more affluenatbethe
better their lives are. The authors conclude that citizenship is not stable buisrathe

‘malleable as individuals make choices about their participation and their pencegit
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rights and obligations’ (Ibid: 184). Pattie et al continue to examine the consequences of
these findings, but if political participation is changing, as Pattie erdire, we might

ask whether inequalities in participation have simply transferred fronolidfigoolitics

to the ‘new’ politics or whether there is a new set of dynamics?

Pattie et al confirm the established knowledge that youth inhibits participation
(Ibid: 173), that younger people, together with the poor and the working class, are the
least political knowledgeable and interested (Ibid: 90, 92). They also found that the
sense that voting is a duty is lowest among young people (Ibid: 70). Young people are
more likely to be involved in informal and friendship networks. The picture to emerge is
that even when a wider conception of politics is used, young people are stitehglat
disengaged compared to their older counterparts. But we would expect this given what
we know about the impact of the life-cycle on political participation.

Given the insights provided by Campbell at al (1960) and Butler and Stokes
(1974) on the importance of partisan attachments as informational shortcuts tol politica
activity, we might suspect that the low levels of knowledge found by Pattieret al a
generational in nature. If young people are amongst the least knowledigesiety
this raises the question: are today’s young citizens less knowledgeabidinan
predecessors? How does this impact on their likelihood of voting?

There is a growing literature on the importance of political knowledge to young
participation. Russell et al (2002: 37) suggest that “a case is beginning to emerge tha
young people were less resourced in terms of political information and lese atd&e
informed decisions about politics due to a lack of knowledge about politics in general.”
The relationship between age and political knowledge is confirmed by Ther&lect
Commission’s Audits of Political Engagement carried out yearly sincé @dte
Electoral Commission 2004, 2005, 2006, 2007). There is also some evidence that these
levels of knowledge may adhere to them as they age (Park 2000). At leadtiaskfas
1996 scholars have provided evidence to the contrary of the central argument of the
cognitive mobilsation model — that a better educated citizenry should be a more
knowledgeable and active one (Delli Carpini and Keeter 1996). It is becoming cleare
that whilst: “young people tend to be the most sophisticated consumers of media, being
more likely to use new forms of media, especially the most technologachignced
media of all electors...they are not especially disposed to using theseeukavfar the
digestions of politics.” (Russell et al 2002: 24). Wattenberg (2002), identifies the

possibility that media consumption habits are playing a role in disengagamanttas
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later book makes the case that young people have become insulated from politics in a
post-print environment (Wattenberg 2007). Others such as Prior (2007) reveal strong
evidence surrounding the political consequences of changing communication
technologies on citizen knowledge, voter turnout and other features of American
politics.

Milner (2002) argues that it is ‘civic literacy’ rather than social ehpis
Putnam (e.g., 2000) suggested that makes democracy work. For Milner it is the
knowledge and skills necessary for citizenship in the local community that are
important rather than interpersonal trust and associative activity. Thisnmgpartant
insight for this research as it is plausible to suggest as a reason fomdgeatiter
turnout that as voters have become less psychologically attached to polities @ad
their affiliations have loosened, these kinds of skills have also diminished. However, we
might argue that it is intuitive to suspect that if this is the case pbkticavledge
derives in part from associative activity as Putnam suggests. Cleady ivell be the
case that these factors are closely related in the causal chain foiegaeaclining
turnout. | will return to discuss these factors in more detail in Chapter seven.

So far we have seen that the literature on youth politics in Britain has tended to
be somewhat divorced from the mainstream literature on electoral changehalier
been few comprehensive studies of youth voter engagement. This has meant that few
studies have investigated how recent generations of young people have experienced the
formative political experiences in a political environment devoid of the traditsmuahl
psychological anchors to voting. This is despite a wider literature on generhange
and the importance of formative influences on the young (e.g., Mannheim 1928).

The most comprehensive study of youth engagement in Britain was carried out
by Russell et al (2002) for The Electoral Commission. The report provides a broad, but
detailed review of the most important literature on youth engagement examining
reasons for not voting such as disillusion and alienation, inconvenience and impact,
noting that the factors the identify all affect disproportionately young pebdpée
context of youth engagement is set by Russell et al in their introduction where the
argue that young people are particularly lacking in social capital. Theytimake
important point, which | will return to in Chapter seven and my conclusions, that the
‘connection between young people and the democratic state is more fragile tian i
rest of the electorate’ (Russell et al 2002:11). As | argue above, for thisiredich

may be due at least in part to the decline in traditional attachments to poldics a
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political parties, ‘a person’s very first electoral experience migloiue their career as a
vote (or indeed a non-voter) (Ibid:11). Pointing to the importance of understanding both
long and short-term effects, Russell at al note that longer-term effeasgfault to
measure, particularly because it is difficult to ‘determine whetherttitiedas of the

young are age related or specific to some form socialisation thattell’ ‘through the
ageing process’ (Ibid:11). These difficulties are related to the problems cétsepa

what Russell et al call ‘generational’ and ‘cohort’ effects, the formeghbise type of
effect that dissipate with time, the latter being a more enduring typeathaiffect
attitudinal outlook permanently. They continue to make the point that scholars have
examined the experiences of particular periods in time on people — such as grpwing
after the Second World War and experiencing rationing and the new health service.
Importantly for the underlying argument | advance in this thesis, they alscopibititat

the impact of the Thatcher period on young voters, which gave them a ‘distinctly neo-
liberal economic outlook compared to the usual age-related attitudinal structure
(Russell et al 2002: 11). More recently Fieldhouse et al’s (2007) researchigxami
trends across Europe using national election results and evidence from the 2002-3
European Social Survey, concurs with the broad arguments outlined in this chapter of
the importance of short-term factors such as election context as weltiaansnip on
turnout rates of young people across Europe.

Clearly there is a need for research that examines in more detail the
extent to which recent trends in youth turnout may represent a generatioired.dacl
Chapter four | examine in detail the turnout characteristics of differeottsodf young
people who came of age between 1960 and 2001. But there is also a need to examine the
reasons why young voters are different when compared to their predecessors fr
previous generations. If it is possible to identify turnout characteristicgisgedhis
generation, what reasons might we advance to explain this?

To date generational explanations have tended to be somewhat tentative
in their conclusions, largely due to it being impossible until young people age to know
if they will shed their attitudinal and participatory characteristiesk F2000), using
British Social Attitudes data argues that there does appear to be aigeahét in
young people’s attitudes. She shows that whilst in 1986, over one-fifth of 18-24 year
olds claimed that they were ‘quite’ or ‘very’ interested in politics; by 1999fitpure
had halved to one tenth (Park 2000: 9). Park also shows that the gap between the

generations has also grown in this period from a 10-point to a 25-point gap (Ibid: 11).
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She concludes that ‘generational replacement may have a role in explaining overall
societal change because the average change within each of our cohortkerstisamal
the overall societal change (lbid: 11).

Russell et al (2002) alluding to the possibility of these types of generational
changes argue that if young people are lacking in social capital — edwstadidd be a
‘precondition for reinvigorating democracy.’ Any citizenship programme should
involve the whole range of participatory democracy. Whilst citizenship educatim i
doubt an important piece of the jigsaw of re-engaging young people — we might
guestion the extent to which these kinds of education can foster in young people, or
replace, those early ties with politics associated with partisanship aaticxutal. |
will return to these as explanatory factors of generational turnout declirreaptet
seven. Russell et al (2002: 51) point to the lack of longitudinal data through which to
test the generational hypothesis. This consideration will be at the forefribret
quantitative research design detailed in Chapter three. Russell et al comjpoira to
the fact that young people did report a willingness to be better informed aartheise
required on the consequences of little election coverage in young people’s Asedia
discussed earlier, if Wattenberg’s (2007) diagnoses of youth disengageméodalyss
young people have become insulated from politics from the types of mediaghey ar
consuming holds true in the British case, we might ask what, if any, motivations do they
now have to vote? We might also reasonably suspect, given what we know about the
impact of class and other demographic factors such as ethnicity and raceréhatehe
significant differences in the types of engagement that young peoptevahesd in and
the types of information available to them dependent on their demographics. We know
for example that levels of voter registration vary significantly betwefggreint ethnic
groups. Saggar (2000) shows that those most likely to be un-registered are black
Carribeans, with over a quarter of 18-24 year olds in this group not registered at the
1997 election. This compares to only 6.8 per cent of young Indians. There are also
important differences in the reasons reported for non-turnout at electionsietwee
groups. Saggar (2000) found that a much higher proportion of Black non-voters than
Asians or White reported to have deliberately opted not to vote. This raises important
questions about social exclusion and within groups of young people there is clearly a
need for more information on differences in voter engagement in relation to gthnicit

In one of the most recent book length studies of youth participdteGood

Citizen: How a Younger Generation Is Reshaping American Palitics, Dalton (2008)
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argues that while it is both true and problematic that today’s youth do not vote in the
same numbers as earlier birth cohorts, this does not, in and of itself, constitute the
dissolution of our democracy. He insists that we must stop focusing only on negative
changes and see that, in fact, our public and our politics are changing, and many of
these changes are producing positive outcomes. Dalton also provides a comparative
angle allowing him to make conclusions with regard to participation in other advanced
industrial democracies. In a similar way to Marsh et al (2007) and otherrscobla

what | have earlier termed the ‘anti-apathy’ school, Dalton asks ‘Whaitdoesn to

be a good citizen’ and argues from the start that once we realise thdtasl@itanged

are the norms of citizenship we will realise that “the good news is thatdheehss is
wrong”. The conclusion Dalton arrives at goes a step beyond that of the UK based work
reviewed in the above in that it suggests we should not worry about the decline in
voting and the types of political participation that we have become used to because
young people are inventing their owns types of engagement and these are aomndicati
of the health of participatory democracy. The question remains, however, given what
we know about the political life-cycle, how will these types of participagidhere to
young people as they age, have more at stake in society, have to pay taxes, work and
have families. If the traditionally understood explanation for youth voting behavior,
based on the political life-cycle; that is that young people don’t vote becausa¢hey
young and will become more likely to do so as they age is true, we mightyequall
suspect the reverse to be true for the new types of participation we sgengnieere

lies a separate research question. If we are to understand these new yypoiis of
engagement it would be logical to first understand the extent to which young people
from previous generations have been involved in informal political activity andharhet
as they have aged these have been shed in place of more formal activity such as voting
If these new types of engagement do reflect a set of changing norms aroundatiemocr
participation we still might suspect that those involved come from the ‘usual ispect
those well educated, middle class sections of society. In a postscript todhd se

edition of his book Wattenberg (2007) addresses some of the points made by Dalton
(2007) presenting data of the percentage of young people reporting antivigse

other forms of participation, from volunteering to community problem solving. He
argues that despite increases in these types of activity patterns otigeaémequality

still mirror those of voting behavior.
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There is strong evidence to suggest that political participation is clgargyn
the changes we are witnessing are not, as yet, adequately explained. Young people
particularly are involved in new forms of political activity and cannot beacierised
as being simply apathetic. But, they are, it appears apathetic towards conventional
political participation. As argued above, the anti-apathy school provide a usefué pict
of the types of social and political activity that young people are involved in, bist whi
showing the young people now conceive of politics in broader terms than was once the
case, there remains a relative dearth of information about what has changé&d to ma
young people today different to previous generations. The implication from these
studies tends to be that it is politics that has changed rather than the electosate. Thi
research in subsequent chapters will attempt to understand how young people
themselves might have changed, with the intuitive suspicion that part of the reason for
their changing attitudes and participation is because they are differerttieom
predecessors.

2.9  Summary and conclusions

There are two important conclusions to come out of the review of the existiaguliger
Firstly, there is now a large body of work commenting and investigatingnharegli
electoral turnout in Britain and in Western Europe in recent years. Tradse ia

growing number of studies looking specifically at youth participation, but, when thi
research was carried out there was a relative dearth of researclgatugsgtivhy

turnout at recent British general elections declined to the extent it diclgaime

youngest eligible to vote. There was also a lack of detail as to whethauttdeatine
should be attributed to period, generational, or, in the case of young people — &fe-cycl
effects. Secondly, there is a relative dearth of information as to whyt ie@®orts may
have quantitatively or qualitatively different participation charadtesisThere are few
examples of research which seeks to understand youth politics within the framework of
long-term social and political change. The consensus amongst politicaistsibas
tended to be that short-term factors such as a lack of electoral competitioa arest
accurate predictors of electoral turnout. Whilst this may be the case for mos
demographic groups, this research seeks to investigate the possibility thiaattieeT
generation received a unique political socialisation which meant their pattioy

characteristics are distinct from previous cohorts.
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In this chapter | have sought to critically review the key literatureooithy
political participation and argue that it is possible to identify clear gape iresearch
that needs to be addressed. The argument | have developed and sustained through the
chapter is that an understanding of young people’s political behaviour must be rooted in
the well documented, broad structural changes that have occurred since the 1950s.
These changes have had a huge impact on citizens in Britain; which have then in turn
had similarly huge impacts on traditional alignments with political parfiesre is no
question that the generation of young people to have grown up in the Thatcher and post-
Thatcher eras have experienced a very different set of social ciemaastto their
predecessors. This thesis will examine in detail one aspect of thiagemsrunique
characteristics. Building on the critique of the existing literatuhee-thesis will seek to
answer some key research questions that this review of the literature (zsdevel
highlighted.

1. To what extent is the 2001 cohort of young people’s turnout at British General
Election different from that of previous generations?

2. Is the life-cycle explanation for youth turnout adequate when looking at thisZohort
3. Is there any evidence of a generational effect in relation to the turneceot r
cohorts?

4. If so, how can this best be explained?

It would appear then that there is some justification for calling today’s yoeogie
‘apathetic’. They seem apathetic when it comes to conventional politics. Desieit

in politics and politicians as traditionally conceived and disengaged from thiegdoli
process despite there being more opportunities to participate now than theresever ha
been. Instead they have opted to become involved in different types of politicalactivi
What is missing is what lies between the two. Whg. Young people socialised after
1979 and who came to vote for the first time between 1992-2001 appear to have
distinctive participatory characteristics and it is reasonable to suggettdba are

related to the political period they were socialised in. One of the contributioms of
thesis will be to test the predictive power of models developed in the recent works of
political participation (Clarke et al 2004) and citizenship (Pattie et al 200¢)womy

people in Britain.



50

Chapter 3

Resear ch M ethodology

3.1 Introduction

This chapter provides a detailed rationale for the methodology supporting pirecaim
research presented in this thesis. The first chapter introduced a framework throug
which the literature on political participation can be understood. The two broad
positions equate to what can be viewed as different motivations for researchiicglpolit
participation based on the core assumptions of either participatory or realist
understandings of democracy. The previous chapter situated a significant portien of t
youth-specific research in the participationist mould — which takes on a somewhat
defensive view of young citizens. One might argue that this defensive appoach i
ingrained in and reinforced by a methodological approach based on understanding the
way in which young people themselves conceive of political activity. As notée in t
previous chapter, this approach clearly has its merits given the need to igelitiity

as more broadly defined that voter turnout or formal political activity. However, it i
equally the case that we need to understand what has happened to youth turnout and

identify how we can best explain this.

3.2 Methodological considerations

The previous chapter identified some general research problems that arose from a
critical review of the political participation and voter turnout literatures ftost

important general problem to emerge reflects the methodological approadielobm

the literature on young people’s voting behaviour and the specific methods adopted in

this thesis. The specific research questions the thesis will attempt tosagidres

» To what extent is the voting behaviour of the 2001 cohort of young citizens

different to that of previous generations?
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* Does the life-cycle explanation of youth turnout remain an adequate explanation
for low turnout amongst this cohort?
» Is there any evidence of a generational effect in relation to youth turnout and, if

so, how can this be explained?

As shown in the preceding chapters, there is a lack of previous research into young
people’s electoral turnout that situates young people’s political partampaithin
wider electoral change. The dearth of over-time information on young people’s
participation thus dictated the use of large-scale time series data wakdbaceme to
investigate trends in participation over time. In choosing this data, it wadiakge
reflect on a series of methodological considerations. These ranged fromdéidsuies
involving the reliability and validity of data, to logistical concerns over how muoé ti
and money was available for the research. This section provides a detailed account of
the decision-making process that resulted in the chosen methodology.

First of all, it was important that the methodology would focus on gauging the
participatory and attitudinal characteristics of young voters over tiggardly, once
the crucial time period in which a change in political participation was itsthté
strategy, bearing in mind the feasibility constraints imposed on this prayetd weed
to be ascertained. The methodology would need to capture data fulfilling the following

criteria;

* Representative of the general population of young people, including those of
various demographic groups.
« A detailed representation of individuals’ participatory, attitudinal and

demographic characteristics.

Various practical issues remained at the fore of the decision making pasdeswhich

methodology to choose. The following considerations were taken into account:

e There was a six year time limit on this research, imposed by the conditions of

the authors’ University registratiof’.

! Whilst the author moved to part-time status duin@ncial considerations after year one, the aiffec
time constraints remained the same.
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* The author would be the sole researcher undertaking all tasks associatée with t
project.

* The research was funded by an internal fee waiver and a McDougall Trust
bursary of £3000 per academic year, rising to £3300 for the final two years. This
meant the author working part-time to fund his living expenses. The financial
and time constraints meant it was crucial to choose a feasible methodology for

the research project.

It was decided that the data requirements could most effectively be meubinfpon

the re-analysis of existing survey data. This was justified by thehfaictite data used is
trusted, representative and freely available to the academic communisythacefore

the most cost efficient way of obtaining reliable data. This approach would paatale
amenable to the statistical analysis required to explore any relationstweebeoter

turnout, as a key dependent variable, and various attitudinal and demographic variables.
Another advantage of this approach is that it would not involve any ethical
considerations as there was no direct contact with individuals. There were, however
some potential weaknesses in the data that would result from this approach.

Whilst survey data may provide a wide coverage of the variables needed for
statistical analysis of the factors related to electoral turnout and @kegra was the
depth explored by that data. Assessing youth participation in politics is patyicula
challenging as there is growing evidence to suggest that young peopbaeee/ing of
politics in far broader terms than was traditionally thought (e.g. Russel2@02)

Marsh et al 2007). Survey methods have been criticised for their inability toetap t

depth conceptualisations of politics that young people have (e.g. Henn et al 2002;
Kimberlee 2002; O’'Toole et al 2003a, 2003b). This concern opened up the possibility of
including a qualitative element to the research to allow for deeper analylseskey

issues surrounding political participation which young people have. It was also
recognised that a qualitative element may help pick out some of the contextiah deta

the variations in individuals’ specific situations that would be present in thesre$ult

the data analysis.

These technical considerations ultimately related to the reliability alidity
problems that quantitative social research data presents. A major valdgy is
concerned the recognition that attitudinal factors are not directly ‘nesdsar in

individuals, but usually inferred from the responses to certain stimuli (e.gicseist a
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guestionnaire presented by a researcher. This leads to a problem thatiglgspec
transparent in quantitative research. Quantitative methods arguably produtaera c
vagueness in trying to ‘measure’ attitudes according to the researchafsative)
construction of the variables, quantitatively analysing them, and then presenmtmasthe
(again, qualitative) interpretations of what people are believing or thinkimgversely,
while qualitative methods may draw the researcher into a more methodologadall
understanding of individuals’ motives for thought or action (in this case, voting), they
would not allow the necessary statistical analysis of attitudinal diffeseor
relationships. This is principally due to the length of time it would take to gatheglenou
data from enough individuals to produce statistically significant results. 8ut al
because the thesis is concerned with over-time change and qualitative datanaftite

is not available.

As the first stage of the research aimed to investigate differences inwotzut
over time, a quantitative survey-based strategy was employed becauseituanout
numerical variable and no additional contextual information is needed to measure it.
Moreover, there is, to the author’'s knowledge, no existing qualitative data thahegami
political participation over time. Once the findings of the first stage axmenined, it
became clear that the crucial question for the remainder of the thesihwasad voter
turnout fallen so markedly among young people between 1992 and RQQHs
decided, give the time and financial constraints outlined above, that a continuation of
guantitative methods was appropriate. As discussed in the previous chapter tlos decis
was made after reflecting on the existing research on youth participatidgheadearth
of quantitative information specific to young people and electoral change vidpvae
the final conclusions of this research it became apparent that further iatiestigased
on qualitative methods would be valuable. This is further elaborated in the concluding

chapter.

3.3  Methodological problemsand how they were overcome

A number of distinct methodological issues were identified at an early stage of the
project. These problems and how they were overcome are detailed below. laeturn t
these in the concluding chapter to discuss how these impacted in the research findings

and the implications for future research.
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Issue 1

The difference between reported and actual electoral turnout is a problem fgr surve
based research since respondents tend to report doing something, in this case voting,
which they have not actually done. However, as explained in Chapter four, this is not
perceived to be a major problem for this research design as at an eglsusta
investigation of the actual and reported turnout over time, revealed that dototias

of both are very similar. As this research is primarily concerned withgehather than
actual turnout at one period in time this renders the over-reporting of turnout at

elections un-problematic.

Issue 2

A considerable difficulty faced by this research was the absence ofenutff)@anel data

through which to trace cohorts of voters as they age. The British Election Pamegissur

provide this kind of data, but this does not enable the analysis of cohorts of voters

entering the electorate at different times, in different contextshwhawld offer the

opportunity to compare fully their participatory and attitudinal charactesisti panel

is a group of people who are surveyed periodically over time. Panel data, also

sometimes known as longitudinal data or cross-sectional time series datde provi

multiple observations on each individual in the panel over time. Two fundamental types

of information can be derived from panel data: cross-sectional informatiomfibran i

us about the differences between subjects or groups of subjects at a particadant m

in time, and time series information that inform us about changes within subjects or

groups of subjects over time. Longitudinal studies enable the study of the dgredmi

change across the life course and the effects of earlier chatasg@rslater outcomes.
Recognising this major limitation, it was necessary to weigh up whether a

research design based on quantitative data was appropriate given thiaitiie

would affect both the analysis of trends in voter turnout over time, as discussed below,

but also restrict the investigation of the adequacy of the competing explaradtions

turnout change. Due to the absence of panel data sufficient for the purposes of this

thesis, at the first stage of the research investigating trends in turnounoethie

decision was made to create a series of pseudo cohorts using cross-seateorzy

identifying an age group at one election and calculating how old this group would be at
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the next election it was possible to follow electoral generations as tadyathough

these cohorts were not comprised of the same individuals, as in a panel survey. The
advantage of this approach is that it enabled the author to illustrate for thienfersthe
uniqueness of the generation of young people who voted for their first time in 2001,
when compared to their predecessors from previous cohorts. One of the first pieces of
research to use this design to highlight this generational uniqueness was published in a
peer reviewed journal in 2004 (Phelps 2004).

Issue 3

How does one differentiate between life-cycle, period and generational efidepter
four establishes that separating these effects reliably is likelyitogmssible and
conclusions as to the extent of any ‘generational effect’ found are lirBitedhis is
compounded by the fact that regardless of the type of data available, the sulbjisct of t
research, ‘young people’, have only reached the early stages of their pliféical

cycles. Therefore it is perfectly possible that the characterddtite generation may
dissolve as they age. This would indicate that what we have witnessed is indaoda p
effect. What is possible is to show whether or not a generation is unique in its
participatory and attitudinal characteristics and that as no cohort hakxpegeerced
such a decline in turnout, nor has one recovered from anywhere near such a decline to
participate at normal levels later in the life-cycle, it is reasonablericlwde that cohort
replacement is likely to decrease turnout.

Issue 4

Attempting to investigate turnout at British general elections prior to 2001 is
problematic. Until relatively recently electoral turnout was not a maga af concern

for political science and many of the explanatory variables required &Exgganhations

for variations in turnout were not included in the 1997 or in early BES surveys. This
presents the obvious problem that data from surveys prior to 2001 cannot be used in
conjunction with those gathered in 2001 to measure over-time changes in the values of
the most significant predictor variables (Clarke et al 2004). This meansoit $srictly
possible to compare the strength of different explanations/models at diffenetstipoi

time. This presented the methodology with a significant limitation as the etqgriana
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models were restricted to one moment in time which rendered conclusions about change
somewhat speculative. The thesis attempts to investigate turnout changerb&882
and 2001. The most significant change in this period occurred at the 2001 election. We
would expect therefore that a multivariate analysis of the variables in the 2601 da
would reveal differences in the sample that reflect this particularlydeal bf turnout.
It is impossible to be sure that these differences are those that explaimevtbgnout
of this cohort is so different to previous cohorts, but by looking at the result of the data
analysis in the context of electoral change, as outlined in Chapter two, isislpds
make a strong prima-facia case and point to the need for further researchreathe

A number of options were identified to overcome this barrier. Firstly, the models
of participation could be specified to include only those variables availablehroéa
the election year data sets. This method was discounted because of the lack of
comparable variables in most of the data sets and because given the isslidgyof
surrounding the use and interpretations of quantitative data mentioned above, it was
decided that it would further reduce the validity to attempt to change théiexgbeci
models. A second option was to revert to a consideration of a qualitative explanatory
methodology. This could have involved the use of interviews of focus groups to elicit
information. However, this would not generate statistically representatdieds.
Ultimately, it was decided to conduct an in-depth quantitative analysis of the most
critical data set for turnout decline, BES 2001, with the aim of using contemporaneous
and recall data in order to generate a plausible explanation of the change in turnout at
this time. While it is accepted that such analysis cannot offer an irrefutable
interpretation, | believe that it can propose a convincing model that it consisietiie
data available. To that extent, it pushes forward our knowledge and understanding of the

subject of inquiry.

34  TheData

British Election Survey data

It was decided to use of The British Election Studies (BES) that have been eoaluct
every General Election since 1964. The main aims of these studies are (1) taatdlec

with a view to describing and explaining the outcome of general elections, (2) to

analyse long-term changes in political attitudes and behaviour from the 8aéy to
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the present, and (3) to organise and make available these data in a form sritable f
wide range of research. For this reason the data was clearly ideal forghsgsuof the
thesis — to understand electoral change amongst young people. It is the main data on

which this thesis draws.

Young People’s Social Attitudes data

The Young People’s Social Attitudes (YPSA) survey is conducted by the National
Centre for Social Research as part of the British Social Attitudes Sutvey HSA

survey began in 1994 and was conceived and designed in collaboration with Barnardos.
Around 600 twelve to nineteen year olds who lived in the households of British Social
Attitudes (BSA) respondents were interviewed. The study was carried oléfor t

second time on the 1998 British Social Attitudes survey as a multi-funded project,
independent of Barnardos. About half of the questions asked in the YPSA are identical
to those asked of adults, allowing comparisons not only across generations but also

between parents and children in the same household.

Television: The Public’s View

The Independent Television Commission (ITC) audience research providésraatics
measurement of public opinion based on statistically representative samiples of
viewing population and complements the feedback which the ITC receives from
advisers and correspondents. Since 1970 a major annual survey, currently entitled
Television: the public’s view, has been carried out to track public attitudes. liroaddit

to core questions, repeated annually, thus providing valuable opinion trends, the survey
is also adapted each year to cover topical issues. The survey relatestondialiT C’'s
responsibilities under the Broadcasting Act 1990 for consumer protection (e.g. taste
decency, offence and impartiality) and programme standards. At the end of 1998, the
ITC published Television Across the Years: the British Public’s View, thenfigsdover

27 years.

3.5 Methodsof data analysisand data considerations

Cross-sectional data and the creation of pseudo panels
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As discussed above and detailed in Chapter four, in the absence of adequate panel data
stretching over the period of the BES which would have facilitated the actraGitey
of each age cohort as they aged, a number of pseudo cohorts were identified making the

data amenable to logistic regression.

Logistic regression

Logistic regression was employed instead of Ordinary Least Squaeggession as

this is the recognised procedure for analysing the relative importanocedagtpr

variables on a dichotomous variable, in this case voter turnout. With dichotomous
variables there are only two categories such as male / female or ‘voteVotss in this
case. These are usually thought of as nominal data as they are categoréasiahte
ordered qualitatively in any meaningful way. However as with the case of tdrnout
verified vote there is an inherent ordering in the dichotomy: one has either not voted or
one has voted and there is a sense that the characteristics of an ordinal wvariable a
present as to have voted is positive whereas not to have voted is often seen as-hegative
hence an order. The logistic regression procedure is detailed in Chaptengixvah a
consideration of multicollinearity, residual diagnostics and others isda@iagdo its

correct application and interpretation of the results.

Recoding

In order to conduct the logistic regression analysis it was necessary kalodieall of

the measured statements ran in the same direction. In its raw form sdreelafa was
coded so that 1 equalled strong agreement on a statement, and on others it indicated
strong disagreement. This is a deliberate aspect of the original questate®mgn, as

it is essential when using attitude questions to vary them so that respondents are not
influenced by a presumption on the part of the interviewer. Each variable used in the
analysis was recoded to ensure that the ‘lowest’ number denotes the lowesttarsswer
guestion such as least agreement, lowest social class, lowest educatdomakat or

lowest amount of electoral turnout.

Weighting
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There are a various weighting variables included in the main BES datasets. Thes
variables offer the possibilities of weighting by region, by gender agkywithin

gender. The recommended option is to use the overall weighting variables, thereby
weighting by region, gender and age within gender simultaneously. The labels given to
these weighting variable alternatives differ according to differemesvaf the survey;
specific labels are set out below. To ensure the correct weighting techwengessed,

the author contacted the BES team and had correspondence with Harold Clarke, Paul

Whiteley and David Sanders.

3.6  Summary and conclusion

This chapter has set out the rationale for using a quantitative reseagrhtdestamine
changing electoral turnout over time. Employing a quantitative methodoldigsnable
identification of a series of electoral cohorts through which to conduct the cohort
analysis in Chapter four. The findings of the analysis will provide the judtdit for

using the BES 2001 to examine the predictive power of a variety of existing nobdels
voter turnout, outlined in Chapter five and operationlised and tested in Chapter six. The
findings of this explanatory analysis will lead to the building of a detailed Inobde

turnout amongst young voters in Chapter seven.
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Chapter 4

Youth turnout in decline?

4.1 Introduction

Chapter two set out the detailed rationale for the need to investigate dedkuitogad
turnout among young people. This was based on a review of the existing literature,
where | argue that to understand young citizens’ participatory chasticteit is

necessary to consider how their behaviour fits with widely accepted accogotsalf
political and specifically electoral change. A literature has gatkon young people’s
politics in defence of this age group which argues that young people, far from being
apathetic and disinterested, have high levels of social and political engagement when
politics is more broadly conceived than when the focus of their engagement is on a
narrower definition of formal politics.

Whilst the existing literature provides a growing wealth of information on the
results of change; the contextual and descriptive evidence of the types oieactivit
young people are involved in and the extent of this activity, as well as of theidexdtit
to politics, there remains a large gap in our understanding. Crucial questionmstema
be answered: what exact changes have there been in youth participation? H®w do thi
generation differ from previous ones? What is the relationship between nigdétininal
participation and informal participation? These are just some of the questionsethat ne
to be addressed before being satisfied that the evidence of informal potitic#y a
provides an answer to declining levels of formal participation. It is wellrizktfte
scope of this thesis to address all of these questions, but it will aim to provideladesalua
contribution to our understanding of how and why electoral participation has changed
for this group which should provide insights into the wider research in the area.
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The first section of this chapter details one of the methodological problems
associated with using survey data to examine electoral turnout; the difdretween
reported and actual turnout. | argue that this problem is largely overcome aslykis ana
is focused on changing turnout, rather than actual turnout. The second section
introduces a series of age groups in the BES data sets between 1964 and 2001 and
examines differences in turnout between them. This is followed by an important
discussion and illustration of another central methodological problem asdogitite
looking at over-time changes in the life-cycle; differentiating betwéerticle, period
and generational effects. It is argued that with these considerations takestminta
there is a strong prima-facie case to suspect a generational changegiplase in
political participation. |1 go on to argue that using the age group data alomeseke
analysis to making points about difference between cohorts at stages ia-thelkf
and does not make possible any conclusions about what the political life-cycle looks
like and how recent cohorts have deviated from the norm. After tracing a series of
electoral cohorts using the BES data, | conclude that the cohort anaksgtistins the
case that there is a generational change taking place in electoral torBatdin. The
chapter concludes by making the case for a detailed multivariate investighthe
reasons for generational change.

4.2 Changing electoral turnout in Britain 1964-2001

As Table 1 shows, electoral turnout in Britain has tended to be reasonably high and
stable. Some commentators have argued that a more pertinent question than why does
turnout decline, is why do voters vote at all? (e.g., Denver 2007). This raises the well
known paradox of voting which I will return to in subsequent chapters. The paradox
which stems from rational choice understandings of voting, argues that if voters vie
political activity rationally, we would expect fewer to vote, as the chaoicaisy one
individual vote being pivotal to an election outcome are minimal. In subsequent
chapters it is argued that one explanation for this paradox is revealed in the voting
characteristics of modern young people. It seems plausible to suggefky by

voters are abstaining in growing numbers, it may be because recent generatioms
longer anchored, or are less anchored, by social cleavages and partisandtientitm
political parties and have less reason to vote habitually. The logical extension and

answer to the paradox being that previous generations of voters, even if rational enough
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to understand that their individual vote was/is unlikely to effect the election ouatome
any given election, vote/voted because of a deep rooted identification with aapolitic
party.

Table 4.1 details reported turnout at general elections between 1964 and 2001.
Perhaps the most striking feature of the table is the stability of reportedtinetween
1964 and 1992, with the percentage of those voting never falling below 80 per cent in
this period. The table also reveals, as has been widely reported, that turnout declined
markedly after 1992, falling by almost 10 per cent between 1992 and 1997 and by a
further 5 per cent between 1997 and 2001.

Table 4.1 Reported turnout at British General Elections 1964—-2001

1964 88.6
1966 83.4
1970 81

1974 87.8
1979 84.8
1983 83.1
1987 86.1
1992 87

1997 78.7
2001 72.6

Source: BES data 1964-2001

A criticism levelled at the use of British Election Survey data isithatder-estimates

the number of abstainers at elections as there is always a discrepavesnbetported
turnout in surveys and actual turnout figures (see, for example, Kimberlee 2002). In
order to ascertain whether this criticism will be one pertinent to thisrobsea
methodology, it is possible to compare actual and reported turnout at Britisalgener
elections. Table 4.2 shows that the difference between reported and actual turnout is
around ten percent at elections since 1960, but in 2001 the difference rose slightly to
just over 13 per cent. We might expect the difference to increase with such a itecline
actual turnout as the number of those who decline to report abstinence grows with

actual abstinence.
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Table 4.2 Reported and official turnout at British general elections 1964-2001

Year

1964
1966
1970
1974
1979
1983
1987
1992
1997
2001

Source: BES data 1964-2001; Rallings and Thrasb@r 2

Reported

88.6
83.4
81

87.8
84.8
83.1
86.1
87

78.7
72.6

Actual

77.1
75.8
72

78.8
76

72.7
75.3
7.7
71.4
59.4

115
7.6
9

9
8.8
10.4
10.8
9.3
7.3
13.2

Difference

With the above criticism of BES data in mind it is important to ensure the diggren

between reported and actual turnout do not impact on the reliability of the results of the

data analysis in the subsequent sections. Figure 4.1, illustrates the tegeuftactual

and reported turnout between 1964 and 2001.

Figure 4.1 Actual and reported turnout at British General Elections 1964-2QD
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The figure shows that whilst there is a considerable difference betwesteceand

actual turnout at every general election since 1960, the trajectoriesrpigmailar.
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Therefore the problem of discrepancy between reported and actual turnoutlys large
overcome and it is possible to make reliable conclusions about levels of turnout over

time, as it is no&ctual turnout this research is interested in thange over time.

4.3  Age groups and changing turnout

As discussed in previous chapters, there is a growing body of work on young people’s
politics (eg. Henn et al 2002, 2005, 2007; Marsh et al 2007). There have been some
attempts to look at how different generations of young people vote (Park 1999, 2005,
Russell et al 2002), but there is a relative dearth of detailed information asctly ex

how young people’s electoral participation has changed; how their levels of
participation compare to older age groups; and the extent to which any differences
between cohorts represent life-cycle, period or generational diffeseAs discussed in
Chapter two, Clarke et al (2004) demonstrate a cohort effect with regardttwadle
turnout, showing that the Thatcher and Blair generations are distinct from older
generations. But they do not provide any detailed information on their turnout
characteristics or why this might be the case. The following analysis ilooletail at

how the turnout characteristics of today’s young people compare to previous
generations.

The age variable in each BES data set 1964-2001 was identified and recoded to
produce the six age categories in Table 4.3. One of the difficulties of opting for 6 age
categories is that this inevitably leads to a relatively small numbespbndents in
each age category. But, whilst the multivariate analysis in the nexechajptseek to
address this problem; it is crucial here to be able to detect differencesaattur
between age groups. One way of dealing with the relatively small number of
respondents would be to combine two or more age groups. However, doing so would
prevent the thesis from examining in detail the group of people most commonly
identified as being disengaged — 18-24 year olds. In addition, it would mask any
differences between the youngest two age groups and limit conclasionsage
effects on the life-cycle. Lastly, it would prevent the analysis from fogusn how the
effects of youth on the turnout life-cycle have changed, if at all, over tilmen@at
we would expect the 25-34 year old group to represent a key period in the life-cycle
one of transition from youth to political maturity - these groups are kept sepdtate w

the appropriate caveat made about the number of respondents.
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Table 4.3 Reported turnout at British General Elections 1964-2001 by Age

Grouping
Year <25 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 >64  Highest - I®lvage groups
1964 88.6 81 91.7 90.5 89.9 88.2 -04
1966 67.1 785 88.4 88 86 83.8 16.7
1970 736 754 82.5 84.9 84 875 139
1974 78.2 86 87.7 91.4 91.6 88.3 10.1
1979 70.1 81.2 85.5 91 91.3 87.1 17
1983 731 775 87.4 88.8 88.6 83.8 10.7
1987 76.2 847 85.6 91.6 90.2 86.9 10.7
1992 754 86.6 87.7 91.6 87.4 894 14
1997 59.7 68.6 77.5 84.3 88.2 854 257
2001 49.4 551 68.2 77.4 78.3 85.8 36.4
Mean 1964-1992 75.3 813 87 89.7 88.6 86.8

Change 1992-2001 26 31.5 195 14.2 9.1 3.6

Table 4.3 details reported turnout at British general elections between 1964 and 2001
for the six age groups. The table is not a cohort table so does not allow the analysis of
the turnout characteristics of difference cohorts over time. However, idgovi

evidence of the relative stability of turnout across the life cycle until 198foWws

clearly that something occurred between 1992 and 1997 that affected people’s
inclination to vote and this increased between 1997 and 2001. Whilst Table 4.2 shows
that reported turnout fell by 15 per cent amongst all age groups between 1992 and 2001,
it is clear that this masks important differences between age groups.

The first indication of a generational change in turnout is the significant
difference between the mean turnout for the youngest age group, the 18-24 year olds,
between 1964 and 1992 and the figure for 2001. The figure dropped by around 26 per
cent from the mean. The next section will discuss in detail differenceéetife-
cycle, period and generation effects, but these figures at least showuhgtpeople
from this generation are different from young people in earlier gémesah their

youth. What is crucial is whether these turnout characteristics, once the whgze
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life-cycle is taken into account, adhere to this group it ages. Table 4.3 also shows that
the most pronounced decline in turnout between 1992 and 2001 was among the 25-34
year old group. Mean reported turnout amongst this age group was 81 per cent between
1964 and 1992, but among those who fell into this age bracket in 2001, turnout fell by a
substantial 31.5 per cent, almost 5 per cent more than for the 18-24 year olds.

Given that life-cycle explanations of political participation posit that older
people have higher turnout rates because they have more at stake in socetya@tbw
Park 1998; Denver 1998), we might reasonably expect that turnout would begin to rise
as individuals reach their mid 20s to mid 30s. Table 4.3 confirms this, showing that at
every election since 1966 turnout has been higher among 25-34 year olds than 18-24
year olds. Whilst this was also the case in 1997 and 2001, the size of the drop in turnout
among 25-34 year olds between 1992 and 2001 strongly suggest that something is
happening that is not only affecting the youngest voters. But interpretirggfieses is
problematic because we cannot reliably infer from one stage of the litesy@lething
about a later stage. It is impossible to conclude whether these differencageare *
effects;’ that is, the result of the stage in the life-cycle that thesgg occupy, or
‘period effects;’ that is, the result of a particular political period. Btltate figureslo
simply represent age effects, the 1997-2001 cohort will be the first to have turned out at
such a low level in the forty years and eleven election studies conducted between 1964
and 2002- A turnout recovery of the kind needed for these figures to represent merely
age effects is entirely possible, but it would be unprecedented. These yorgsdtie
at least unique in their youth — that is they are very different in their turnout
characteristics to previous generations. If the data represent ‘pH#aots’eve might
expect that the effects of the period would be relatively uniform across @agesgt
will show below there is little evidence that low turnout elections affeatiy@eople
disproportionately. Lastly, and perhaps most pertinent is the fact that the 25+34d/
age group was most affected in this period. After an examination of differenaeshe
life-cycle, period and generational effects, | will return to this point, @éxamin detail
the political life-cycle by identifying a series of age cohorts througlahwitiis possible

to trace the political life-cycle more accurately.

! The analysis includes only one of the two electibeld in 1974. There was no major recovery
experienced by these cohorts in 2005. See Phals)2
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4.4 Defining and differentiating between life cycle, period and generamnal
effects

One of the key difficulties in understanding the political behaviour of young voters is
that separating the effects of life-cycle, period and generation iralyrimpossible.
The definitions | use are based on the commonly understood definitions as discussed by
Jowell and Park (1998) and which are detailed below.

Life-cycle differences are those that may distinguish one generation from
another at a particular point in their lives. For example, one might arguetiray
people spend more of their time on activities such as watching television, andg playin
computer games, compared to other age groups and are less interested inggardeni
DIY. But this is making a point about a particular age group or stage of life ragmer t
comparing the same age groups at different moments in time. The point & pleatpte
age, they tend to change their leisure activities to reflect new positionsdtigyy in
the life-cycle. These are chronological differences rather thanagemal ones, and tell
us something about the way in which age changes one’s leisure activities oalpoliti
activities, but tell us nothing about whether and how these differences hagedhan
over time (Jowell and Park 1998).

A period effect is the effect of a particular period of time; this mayneedsult
of significant political or social contexts such as the effect of war on tbe®elee, or
the impact of a political administration. The essential point is that the effagberiod
is one which all age groups experience. Political periods may not affectuhg sod
old in the same way, but the impact of a period across age groups is significant. The
essential difference between generational and period effects asifliagng turnout
is concerned is that the impact of a particular period will fade as a cohsrifahe
turnout characteristics of young people, detailed above, are the resulialf @iéeicts
they will eventually return to follow a similar trajectory of turnout to thed the period
not affected them and one which reflects their position in the political lifie-cyc

A generational effect refers to a more profound change or changes. These
changes may be caused by a political period — but the essential point is that the
behaviour or attitudes developed as a result, rather than fading over time, adhere and
follow an age group or cohort as it ages. In the context of this research some kinds of
societal or political change may foster a temporary set of attitudeshawiour,

whereas other more profound changes create a permanent set of values and behaviours
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amongst voters. As | will argue in subsequent chapters, gradual, but profound social

changes such as the structural changes that have fundamentally atiesecidhbasis

of political support since the 1950s, but particularly since the 1970s, may have a more

sudden impact on voting behaviour than we might expect as a generation of young

people, socialised in this era, but previously ineligible to vote, reach voting age.
Figure 4.2 illustrates the key differences that the thesis is concerrired wit

between life-cycle, period and generational effects. The life-cycle diusiates what

we might term a standard political life-cycle with a cohort beginnmgléctoral

activity at a low level, but rising steadily as it ages in line with a &ypliée-cycle’

explanation of voter turnout. The period curve illustrates the effect of a particula

political period. It represents a cohort commencing its political life atieg away

from the life-cycle curve, during the first few stages of the lifeeyas it is affected by

the political period, returning to follow the standard trajectory as it ages. phe ga

between the life-cycle and period curves in Figure 4.2 is the ‘period’ effect. The

generational curve represents a cohort which enters the politicaldifeatya lower

point but in contrast to the period curve cohort, its low levels of turnout adhere as it

ages and the trajectory of the curve shows little sign of recovery.

Figure 4.2 Differentiating between life-cycle, period and generationalfiects
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The life-cycle, period, generational conundrum is a special case of the
‘identification problem’. This simply means that it is not possible to iderigthree

processes simultaneously. The problem occurs whenever there are thoge or m
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independent variables that may affect a dependent variable and when each of these
variables is a perfect linear function of the other ones (Blalock 1967). The
‘identification problem’ is essentially the most extreme form of collityedt is not
possible to simultaneously estimate the effects of all the variablasybstandard

method such as in a regression model.

Until the later decades of the twentieth century the majority of studies
examining the effects on people of growing older utilised cross-sectiatzal\Whilst
some scholars were aware of the hazards of inferring age effects fraseotional
data many neglected the problem that cross-sectional age differencesiabée may
reflect generational effects, that is, being born at a different time, ratrerdr in
addition to the effects of ageing alone (Glenn 2003). This point is illustrated in Table
4.3. If we were to assume that the youngest age group in 2001 (the 18-24 year olds)
turned out to vote at 49.4 per cent (reported turnout) due to age effects alone, we would
be neglecting the influence of period effects as we can see clearbydhetus
generations of 18-24 year olds had higher rates of turnout. So any future conclusion
about the 2001 cohort’s political life-cycle would be confounded by possible period
effects.

The limitations of cross-sectional data led later scholars to advocatestbg us
panel surveys in order to provide data on specific individuals over time. But panel
surveys are not necessarily better than cross-sectional data for mfbeiaffects of
ageing as individuals age in changing dynamic societies rather than staideyres.

So, even with a set of panel surveys the conclusions we could make about the political
life-cycle would be limited to a certain extent by period effects. Fanpia if we find

that turnout rises amongst those who were aged 18-24 in 2001 at the next general
election, this increase may be the result of a general change, that isdeeffert,

rather than simply a result of them ageing.

Looking again at Table 4.3 it is possible to illustrate these difficulties.aie c
identify trends within cohorts by starting with any but the oldest age categdry
tracing the cohort through the table, reading diagonally down and to the right. For
example, looking at the cohort aged between 18 and 24 in 1979, reported turnout rose
from 70.1 per cent in 1979, to 77.5 per cent in 1983, to 85.6 per cent in 1987. This
change could be the result of a life-cycle effect, a period effect, or a matiohbi of the
two. The two effects can be confounded in any of the trends shown in any of the

diagonal cohorts. Period and generational effects may be confounded in each column of
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Table 4.3 and life-cycle and generational effects in each row. An additiaridépr

with this method of tracing cohorts is that due the fact that British ele¢tikes place
at irregular intervals, it is not possible to trace exactly the same agjesgover time.
The cohort analysis in the subsequent sections will attempt to address this second
problem.

Various statistical modelling techniques have been used to separaielde-
period and generational effects. The dummy variable method makes singplifyi
assumptions by entering age, period and cohort as dummy variables (e.g. M&ason et a
1973). Another method, which requires no extra information, based on Bayesian
statistics, uses a simplifying assumption — selecting the simplest caimbiobage,
period and cohort effects that could explain the data (Sasaki and Suzuki 1987). More
recently APCC modelling has involved dropping the cohort variable for a set of cohort
characteristic variables. This method enables the controlling of age aod whilst a
set of cohort characteristics vary. However, all of these techniques areenagiér —
period — generation models and the results are easily misinterpreted (Glenn 2003)
Whilst advanced statistical methods are useful in estimating cohort ey, it is
argued that they do not adequately solve the life-cycle, period, generation effect
identification problem (Glenn 1977, 2003).

Clarke et al (2004) utilise advanced statistical methods to demonstrate t&a cohor
effect in voter turnout, but this research will seek to utilise alternatetbads as
described in detail in the methodolog@ther studies looking at the differences
between political generations, noting the difficulties associated wtraing life-
cycle, period and generational effects have argued in favour of using éxteors and
evidence (Heath et al 1997) and it has been shown that informal methods such as these,
with their recognised limitations can lead to at least as reliable canduss accepting
the results of advanced statistical models (Glenn 2003).

This chapter takes a closer look at the simple cross-tabulations of age and
turnout, adding to Clarke et al's findings. The following chapters then assesgt |
of a range of predictors of the youth vote in 2001. In Chapter six the analysis uses these
predictor variables to develop, in the context of ‘side information’ an account of
changing youth political behaviour. With these critical issues discussagsifisl to

reflect on exactly on what the age group data can tell us. We can say two thatodyg re

2 My cohort analysis below, published in 2004 (Pkedp04) is similar to Clarke et al's (2004) more
sophisticated techniques.
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from Table 4.3, illustrated in Figure 4.3 below. The 18-24 years olds in the sample are
unique in their youth turnout characteristics when compared to previous generations.

Secondly, the cohort who reached 25-34 in 2001 is also unique.

Figure 4.3 Age and turnout over time 1964-2001
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There are then three distinct, although difficult to separate, ways of looking at
the age group data presented above. One way of viewing this is that the effadhof
on the life-cycle is now extended. There are several reasons we might gigect t
Firstly, the number of young people who now remain in education during their twenties
has increased substantially in the recent years. We would expect thaayhrscnease
the period of low turnout associated with youth as it is likely to defer the taking up of
responsibilities associated with adulthood such as home ownership and parenthood.
Secondly, as Table 4.4 illustrates, we also know that the proportion of people getting

married has declined dramatically in the past thirty years.

Table 4.4 Marriage rates in the UK 1978-2007

Number per 1,000
population aged 16+

All
marriages Men Women
1978 368,258 59.7 47.6
1979 368,853 58.0 46.6

1980 370,022 60.4 48.1
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1981 351,973 55.7 44.7
1982 342,166 52.5 42.5
1983 344,334 51.2 41.8
1984 349,186 50.5 41.6
1985 346,389 48.7 40.5
1986 347,924 a7.7 39.9
1987 351,761 47.1 39.6
1988 348,492 45.8 38.8
1989 346,697 44.8 38.1
1990 331,150 42.1 36.1
1991 306,756 39.3 33.2
1992 311,564 39.6 334
1993 299,197 37.7 31.8
1994 291,069 36.3 30.6
1995 283,012 34.7 29.3
1996 278,975 33.6 28.5
1997 272,536 32.3 27.5
1998 267,303 311 26.6
1999 263,515 30.1 25.8
2000 267,961 30.1 25.9
2001 249,227 27.4 23.7
2002 255,596 27.3 23.9
2003 270,109 28.2 24.8
2004 273,069 27.7 24.6
2005 247,805 24.5 21.9
2006 239,450 23.0 20.7
2007 231,450 21.6 19.7

Source: Office for National Statistics, 2008

We would expect marriage to be one aspect of the transition from youth to adulthood
and there is robust evidence to show that married people vote more than single or
cohabiting people (Denver 2008).

One retort to these arguments might be that whilst the above are undoubtedly
true, they are long-term changes, rather than short-term ones and therefare they
unable to account for changing electoral turnout over a period of one or two elections.
But as | have discussed above, one of the central veins of argument to run through this

thesis is that long-term factors can play a role in relatively sudden chentgenout,
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when they interact with medium and short-term factors. It is quite plausibliaéhat
effects of the results of long-term changes could be masked by the mitig&ictgoéf
short- and medium-term factors on them, and the effects only manifested osherthe
term factors involved have dissipated.

Whilst we might expect these characteristics to be revealed over a parpel
of time amongst older voters, the situation is different for those enterimiettterate at
any given election. A social or political period may affect younger pebfiézently to
older people. Younger people, because they have not experienced as many earlier
periods or formed habits, attitudes or values associated with these eartids pame
more susceptible to the prevailing social circumstances. These young,pexiplet
eligible to vote, could be forming habits at a crucial stage of their lifekein t
formative years, that are not revealed until they first come to vote. When these
attitudinal habits are revealed, they may present themselves in quiterdiffatterns of
electoral behaviour to the norms of previous cohorts. This argument is significantly
strengthened by recent research carried out by Mark Franklin. FrankDd4)(2
comparative research found that voting is to a large extent habitual. Votatssedc
during high turnout political periods are likely to acquire the habit of voting, whereas
those socialised during low turnout periods are equally likely to acquire the habit of
non-voting. Crucially, Franklin provides evidence of relative immobility in turnout afte
the third election experienced. This is critical for our understanding of theutur
figures presented above, as many of those who experienced their fiisheled997
have subsequently experienced two further low turnout elections in 2001 and 2005, are
likely to have established a habit of abstention as a result. We can explairctbeakle
turnout of the 25-34 year olds in 2001 in this way. Whilst Franklin focuses on the
character of elections themselves, in the later chapters of the tpesi®iward a case
for the influence or character of the political period as a whole, not just thetenarf
elections, on the voting behaviour of recent young people. In practice it is impossible to
say from the turnout figures alone whether this is the case. But, in subsequegrschapt
the thesis will seek to investigate what factors influenced the decision noetof\sat
many of this generation and to examine the plausibility of a generatiplahation by
looking at their socialisation experiences.

It may be that the problems associated with separating life-cycle, padod a
generational difference, as well as the dominance of the life-cyclar@tfns have

disinclined social scientists to investigate whether young people ageediftoday than
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they were, say, twenty or thirty years ago. In practice it may be inpp@$sisay we
have definitively disentangled life cycle, generational and period effectgever, it is
evident we can go some way towards understanding these phenomenon using survey

data to test to see how a range of variables are associated with them.

4.5 Cohort analysis of turnout decline

So far this chapter has established that there has been a significant declineut

between 1992 and 2001. The difference in change between the youngest two sections of
the population and the other age groups, particularly the older ones, suggests that there
is something about the period 1992-2001 that is affecting young people more than the
rest of the population. We can detect from this strong evidence of a period eftsst a

age groups, but most significantly some evidence that a generational effea may b
progress. But using age group data the chapter has only been able to compare different
age groupings at elections.

To facilitate a wider understanding of how turnout is changing over time and to
overcome the difficulty of tracing age groups over time; ten age cohorts have bee
identified according to when they reach the age of 18 between the elections of 1964 —
20013 By calculating their age at their first opportunity to vote and then at each
subsequent general election, it is possible to trace their turnout charastesdtiey
age. This enables the analyses to look in some detail at the political lifs-ofcle
individual cohorts and to establish what the political life cycle of British videls
like. It will also allow some tentative observations to be made about thediieto
date of the most recent generations of young voters and some conclusions made about
the dissipation of youth effects on the life-cycle.

Table 4.5 details eleven age cohorts. The oldest of these cohorts was aged 21-25
in 1964 and the youngest, 18-22 in 1997 and 22-26 in 2001. It is not possible to chart
the early life course of the youngest age cohort as it has only experiemecgdreeral
election in 2001. By reading across the rows we can see the ages of the cazmtts at
general election since 1964. Using the cross-tabulation procedure in S®B8&sgible
to produce turnout figures for each cohort and trace its electoral activity through the

political life-cycle.

% We are able to first detect the activities of aghorts 1, 2 and 3 at age 21, as prior to 1970nwihe
franchise was extended, the minimum voting age24as
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Table 4.5 Age cohorts in election years 1964-2001

2001
1997

Cohort 11 >> 1992 18-21
Cohort 10 >> 1987 18-22 22-26
Cohort9 >> 1983 18-22 23-27 27-31
Cohort8 >> 1979 18-21 23-26 28-31 32-35
Cohort 7 >> 1974 18-21 22-25 27-30 32-35 36-39
Cohort6 >> 1970 18-22 22-26 26-30 31-35 36-40 40-44
Cohort5 >> 1966 18-21 23-26 27-30 31-34 36-39 41-44 45-48
Cohort4 1964 18-20 22-24 27-29 31-33 35-37 40-42 45-47 49-51
Cohort 3 21-24 25-28 30-33 34-37 38-41 43-46 48-51 52-55
Cohort 2 21-22 25-26 29-31 34-36 38-40 42-44 47-49 52-54 56-58

Cohort 1 21-25 23-27 27-31 32-35 37-40 41-44 45-48 50-53 55-58 59-62
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For each of the above age groups a cross-tabulation of age and turnout was performed.
The results of the cross-tabulations for each of the eleven age cohorts are shown in
Table 4.6 below. For each cohort, the table shows; from left to right: age group and
election year, per cent turnout and number of respondents in each age category. Figure

4.4 also illustrates the turnout life-cycles of ten of the cohorts on standard s .gra
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Table 4.6 Turnout at British general elections amongst ten age cohorts

Cohort 1

Agelyear

21-25 (1964)
23-27 (1966)
27-31 (1970)
32-35 (1974)
37-40 (1979)
41-44 (1983)
45-48 (1987)
50-53 (1992)
55-58 (1997)
59-62 (2001)

Cohort 4

Agelyear

18-20 (1970)
22-24 (1974)
27-29 (1979)
31-33 (1983)
35-37 (1987)
40-42 (1992)
45-47 (1997)
49-51 (2001)

Cohort 7
Agelyear
18-21 (1983)
22-25 (1987)
27-30 (1992)
32-35 (1997)
36-39 (2001)
Cohort 10

Agelyear
18-22 (1997)
22-26 (2001)

% N
83.6
73.9 188
72.8 183
84 156
83.6 134
85 247
90 229
90.2 214
87.7 197
77.3 186

146

% N
69.4
76.7
77.7
77.4 248
84.5 238
89 200
88.7 203
78.2 142

124
120
121

% N
74.1
80.7
87.4
70.6
65.5

309
290
278
313
252

% N
59.4 197
42 143

Agelyear

Cohort 2
Agelyear

21-22 (1966)
25-26 (1970)
29-31 (1974)
34-36 (1979)
38-40 (1983)
42-44 (1987)
47-49 (1992)
52-54 (1997)
56-58 (2001)

Cohort 5
Agelyear

18-21 (1974)
23-26 (1979)
27-30 (1983)
31-34 (1987)
36-39 (1992)
41-44 (1997)
45-48 (2001)

Cohort 8
Agelyear

18-21 (1987)
23-26 (1992)
28-31 (1997)
32-35 (2001)

Cohort 11

18-21

%

%

%

%

N
65.7
75.4
88.6
83.2
91.7
86.6
92.1
83
80.1

79.7
78.2
7.7
87.5
86.9
82.7
74.3

72.8
79.7

62.9

52.2

87

98

140
123
216
179
177
159
141

128
110
273
255
222
254
206

272
226
307
248

115

Cohort 3

Agelyear
2113%0)
25125°4)
3Q1339)
3413B38)
3814B7)
43149972)
481907)
52Z2m1)

Cohort 6

Agelyear
181279)
221283)
261387)
314392)
361997)
402001)

Cohort 9

Agelyear
181222)
2318D7)
2728D1)

%
77.2
84.4
81
85.9
85.9
90
81.4
79.8

%
72.5
72.9
83.4
85.9
74.3
71.7

%
75.3
63.2
54.3

N
145
199
195
334
340
311
237
208

69

391
355
361
350
269

N
263
261
230
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Figure 4.4 Turnout life-cycles of ten age cohorts 1964-2001
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Cohort 10 turnout life cycle
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Table 4.6 and Figure 4.4 enable some initial observations about the politicatlgs-cy
of each cohort. As discussed at various stages, the research on politicgdgiemidias
consistently argued that young people vote less than older people. As a result on the
central tasks of any analysis of youth turnout is to attempt to differebaateen life-
cycle effects, period effects and generational effects. Looking at Fguebove it is
clear that the life-cycle model of political participation holds as a gengeafor most
of the cohorts. Looking at cohorts 1 through 8; each of these cohorts had become
electorally active at a fairly low level but a higher proportion vote as theyas we
might expect. However, there are considerable differences: Cohort 4 for exampl
follows what we may think of as a fairly predictable life-cycle patterst giasting their
ballot in 1970 aged 18-20 at a rate of 69.4 per cent and then turning out in greater
numbers as they age: at 22-24 in 1974 turning out at 76.7 per cent; at 27-29 in 1979 at
77.7, rising to 89 per cent as they reach their forties. In contrast to this: Bobotérs
the electorate in 1974 aged 18-21 turning out to vote at 79.7 per cent, but this declines
slightly to 78.2 per cent in 1979 as the cohort reaches age 23-26, and again to 77.7 per
cent in 1983 as they reach age 27-30. It is only at the next general election in 1987 when
the cohort reaches the age of between 31 and 34 that it ‘comes of age’ turning out at a
rate of 87.5 per cent. But these are fairly minor differences and given tiuat piects
are always likely to intervene we might expect some variation in theyide-c

One way of calculating an age of political maturity would be to plot a standard

political life-cycle curve based on data from all the cohorts. From this itdwazsul
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possible to measure the individual cohorts to see how their life-cycles dewratéhe
standard curve. But this is problematic as we cannot reliably calcolaiegage figure

for the different ages because the age groups of the ten cohorts differ asaf result
irregular elections years in Britain. As far as we are concerned heressential point

about a life-cycle effect is whether it can explain low levels of turnout aryaung

voters. The difficulty is that there is considerable evidence of a period affecrk on

all age cohorts between 1992 and 2001 as we can see the declines amongst all cohorts.

With Franklin’s theory of habitual voting in mind, we might suspect the
information provided by the cohort data is indicative of a generational change for
number of reasons. We can see from Figure 4.4 that, of the older cohorts, those who are
likely to have developed the habit of voting prior to 1997, cohorts 6 and 7 experienced
particularly sharp declines in 1997 and 2001. We might expect their rates of turnout to
recover consistent with the habitual voting thesis.

Cohort 7 is particularly interesting because it came of voting age at thewas
turnout election prior to 1997, in 1983. Whilst it is impossible to separate age, period
and cohort effects, this cohort’s life-cycle trajectory recovered frenow of 1983 at
the 1987 and 1992 elections before being affected by the 1992-1997 period. This is
illustrative of the problems discussed above as it is impossible to tell wimee
whether age or period factors were prominent.

Young people have nearly always voted at lower levels than older people. We
might therefore expect this to continue at low turnout elections and for declines in
turnout amongst these age groups to be more pronounced than amongst older age
groups. This explanation might be used to understand the disproportionate decline in the
youth vote in 1997 and 2001. However, there are two reasons to suspect that age alone
cannot account on its own for these lows in youth turnout. Again, Cohort 7 is
particularly interesting. This group came of voting age at the last low turnceriagjen
election before 1997, in 1983. Whilst overall turnout fell considerably less between
1979 and 1983 (3 per cent) than between 1992 and 1997 (6 per cent) or between 1997
and 2001 (12 per cent), we can see from Table 3 that reported tuosofdr 18-24
year olds between 1979 and 1983, compared to the declines between 1992 and 1997 and
1997 and 2001. Whilst this is only evidence from one election it is indicative of the
general picture starting to emerge.

To provide additional information on the political life-cycle of these cohorts,

Table 4.7 and Figure 4.5 show how the effects of youth on the political life-cycle
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dissipate as the cohorts’ age. We might expect that turnout levels will m¢heasgh
each stage of the life cycle. As expected, for most cohorts turnout increasgghthr
these early stages; or when this is not the case, it rises by the tim@kadheaches
its fourth election (around the mid-thirties), illustrated by the blue/greahbiar for

each cohort in Figure 5.

Table 4.7 Dissipation of youth effects on the turnout life-cycle

1st 2nd 3rd 4th

election election election election

Cohort 1 (1964) 83.8 73.9 72.8 84
Cohort 2 (1966) 65.7 75.4 88.6 83.2
Cohort 3 (1970) 77.2 84.4 81 85.9
Cohort 4 (1970) 69.4 76.7 77.7 77.4
Cohort 5 (1974) 79.7 78.2 77.7 87.5
Cohort 6 (1979) 72.5 72.9 83.4 85.9
Cohort 7 (1983) 74.1 80.7 87.4 70.6
Cohort 8 (1987) 72.8 79.7 70 62.9
Cohort 9 (1992) 75.3 63.2 54.3

Cohort 10 (1997) 59.4 42

Cohort 11 (2001) 52.2

However, starting with cohort 7 we can see that things start to change. Cohorts 7 and 8
are the last two cohorts we can calculate the same four stages of tl literxycle

for. At first glance it appears that levels of turnout for cohorts 1 to 6 areadyriigh

at the fourth stage of the life-cycle, when cohorts are aged in their midshirhis

would tend to support the idea that the effect of youth on the life-cycle dissipates a
around this age. But looking at cohort 7 and 8 the rate of turnout at this stage of the life-
cycle is considerably lower. Here it is impossible to separate period anatiamedr
differences although there is evidence of both. Figure 4.5 shows that cohort 7 followed
a typical life-cycle course, with its rate of turnout increasing gestaand stage 3 of the
life-cycle, but then falling at stage 4, in 1997. For cohort 8, the same picture: turnout
rose as it reached the second stage of the life-cycle in 1992, but then fell elsatiries

third stage, in 1997 and fourth stage in 2001. This would suggest a period effect at work
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where voters were less inclined to vote at the 1997 election at which New Labour was
widely anticipated to win.

Figure 4.5 Dissipation of youth effects on the turnout life-cycle
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Looking at cohort 9, we can see that this cohort has now experienced its second low
turnout election in succession. Table 4.7 and Figure 4.5 show that as this cohort enters
the third stage of its life-cycle it has the lowest level of turnout of any presahst at

this stage. It is quite possible that its turnout will be boosted to a new highashese

its fourth stage, either as a result of ageing, or period effects or a cantbwfdboth.

But it is equally possible, given that it has now experienced two low turnoubelgcti

that, especially if the next election is also a low turnout election, these Wabits

become consolidated, even if moderated by the effects of ageing.

Figure 4.4 and Table 4.6 show that cohort 10, the youngest cohort to have
experienced two elections shows the most pronounced decline. If we factor out the
impact of the political period, we can see that only two out of the remaining eight
cohorts in Table 4.7 experience a decline in turnout between stage one and two of the
life-cycle. It appears that we can identify a distinct set of turnoutcterstics amongst
those who received their political socialisation during the Thatcher-Major aird Bl
years. This suggests that life-cycle explanations alone are unablet@meede account
for the declines in turnout discusses as their characteristics are so flistmptevious

generations.
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It is evident from Table 4.2 that turnout in Britain had never before dropped to
the lows of 1997 and 2001. We can see from Table 4.3, consistent with Franklin’s
‘habitual voting’ thesis, that the effects of these two elections fell withlagppears
that the older age groups may have been less affected, having acquired the habit of
voting at earlier higher turnout elections. In subsequent chapters | arguesttzs high
turnout and competitive elections induce certain habits in people, so it is plausible to
suggest that other aspects of political periods also shape their participatory
characteristics. The habitual voting thesis strongly suggests that thosanvbmf
voting age since 1992 are less likely to complete a recovery from the effgotstiofon
the turnout life-cycle. The fact that they have experienced one or two low turnout
elections and that these elections were unique in terms of turnout makes them more

likely to have picked up non-voting habit than previous cohorts.

4.6 Conclusion

Although the life-cycles of the youngest cohorts do not enable us to draw solid
conclusions as to whether we are witnessing a generational effect or notetlod the
decline in turnout is unprecedented when compared to the other cohorts. It is difficult to
imagine, looking at the trajectories of the 10 age cohorts that these recetd,cohor
whose turnout at the last two elections has been far lower than that of theiepsedsc

at comparable stages of the electoral life-cycle could entirebyeedrom such a

downturn in electoral participation (see also Park 2000). We can see from Figure 4.4
that cohorts have recovered from downturns in turnout in the past, but never has a
cohort turned out at such a low rate as the recent cohorts in this analysis show.

We simply cannot yet tell definitively whether generational or pericetefthave
occurred (as per Figure. 2) because not enough time has passed. But, whatever the
limitations of the conclusions we can make here, one thing we can say with confidence
is that these young people are unique in their turnout characteristics. Ttenespaf
electoral turnout have never been witnessed before.

In order to probe further into the experiences of these cohorts it is nedessary
discover what it was about the period 1992-2001 that affected young voters so
dramatically.This will shed light on the importance of periods. It seems likely that the
particularly low levels of turnout amongst the youngest age cohorts aretbkely

partially recover as they age and become politically mature, but if setmédffect
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voters then it may take a particularly positive political period for thesesvideels of
turnout to recover. There is some fairly strong indicative evidence to sulggest t
generational effect may be occurring. In subsequent chapters westvdlget of

alternative explanatory hypotheses to see whether or not these supporatigyeier
change explanation. Firstly it is necessary to discover how certain slarakteristics

are related to turnout change. Previous research has shown that young citizens should
not be treated as a homogenous group as is often the case; they are dividethas are
sections of the population on various social lines. It is necessary to provide a fuller

picture of this issue to understand how these social differences impact on young voters
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Chapter 5

Theoriesand M odels of Voter Turnout

51 Introduction

With some conclusions made on how turnout at British general elections appears to be
changing, the next stage is to introduce theories of change from the rerahing and

to discuss how these might help explain the trends revealed in the previous chapter. In
the subsequent chapter these theories are operationalised to fab#ditatesting in the
empirical analysis of BES data.

52  Thesociological framework®

We saw in chapter two that the early studies of voting behaviour, prior to thenegiste

of large scale survey data were dominated by what we might term socadlogi

explanations. In Chapter two | made the case that today’s young peopldiact dis

from their counterparts from previous generations. Whilst the decline in cleaase b

politics and in partisanship also led to the relative decline in focus on sociological

variables in explaining political behaviour, it is clear that social environments

characteristics and socialisation are still likely to play a role irviddal’'s behaviour.
Sociological explanations of voting behaviour are based on the idea that social

characteristics such as class, ethnicity, gender and race conditiocapphéferences.

But is it possible that these types of characteristics could explain turrchuedaver a

short period? We might expect the answer to this to be no given that these things are

! The models discussed here are based on thoséy€idrke et al (2004) and Pattie et al (2004)ri&la
et al provide an additional model in the rationatier framework, but as its variables are ‘nestadhie
general incentives model it is omitted here.
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unlikely to change enough in a short period to be able to explain a significant change in
voting behaviour. But it is plausible that one or more of these factors make up at least a
small part of the explanation for change. As | discussed previously, long-terneshang
may have a sudden impact on voting behaviour where a cohort of young voters with
distinctive attitudinal and behavioural characteristics emerge out of thiticgdol
socialisation to vote for the first time. In addition to social charactesjsarial

contexts influence these characteristics and the experiences, enviroantemterests

of members of the same social group become matched to policies and programmes
advanced by a particular political party (Clarke et al 2004). In the soaalogi

framework this social characteristics-contexts approach is suppkinenthe social
psychology explanation. These types of explanations posit that formativessaicial
experiences imprint political psychological attachments, most notably part
identifications. Identifications once formed tend to serve as starting poict whi
continually influence individual’s political beliefs, attitudes and behaviour. In the
sociological framework then, social characteristics and environments @oe amt

aspects of socialisation which play a crucial part in the development ofasidlls
resources which in turn impact on political interest and involvement. Whilst the
importance of sociological variables in explaining voting behaviour in recers gaar
been relatively low as rational choice account have developed sophisticated
explanations of how modern citizens are coming to make choices, evidence of the
emergence of a qualitatively distinct cohort of citizens suggests themeedrigage

with sociological models of participation. We might suspect that the emphasid ptace
political socialisation, in particular, is likely to be of critical impoxta given that the
interpretation of the literature in Chapter two and the argument that thessdmal of
recent cohorts was unique - specifically the unique context of the 1997 and 2001 and

elections.

Thecivic voluntarism modée

The first model in the sociological framework and perhaps the most well-known and
widely applied model in political science is the civic voluntarism model. The moslel ha
its origins in the work of Sidney Verba and Norman Nie (1972) in America but the
model has also been used to explain participation in a number of other countries

including Britain (Parry et al 1992). The idea at the centre of the civic voluntaris
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model is that resources facilitate participation. But psychologicagarmgent and
recruitment are also important. Essentially the model states that ‘peaplbe inactive
because they lack resources, because they lack psychological engagéimeolities,

or because they are outside of the recruitment networks that bring people into’ politics
(Verba, Schlozman and Brady 1995: 269). People with educational resources are more
likely to vote as education increases access to and inability to processaitidor.

Social class correlates with skills which are useful political resouREEg Uitment by
political parties or by other agents will also increase the likelihood of votingicRbl
interest, strength of partisanship and political efficacy are seen as$ atpe

psychological engagement in politics (Clarke et al 2004).

How would we expect this model to fare given that we know that the British
electorate has, as a whole, become considerably more affluent since the 1950s and that
there has been a huge increase in the number of those in higher education? It would
seem that if this theory of participation is correct, participation should haeaged,
rather than decreased. If we first consider physical resources — & sakely that
these types of resources could have changed enough in the period in question to account
for the changes in electoral participation witnessed since 1992. Even when wiercons
the idea that sudden changes in electoral behaviour are possible as a cohort with
distinctive attitudes and behavioural characteristics enters the atedirthe first
time; it seems totally implausible that a downturn in physical resourdbssiperiod —
one of economic growth - could have played a part. However, the model also
emphasises the importance of psychological engagement with politics arntiesseas
crucial resources to participation. Consistent with the literature regisw€hapter
two, it would seem more plausible to suggest that these types of resources haed dec
amongst recent cohorts of young people. As discussed in Chapter two, we know that
partisanship — one crucial measure of psychological engagement with pobtics ha
declined since the 1970s. The empirical analysis and subsequent chapters alill reve
whether this impacted on today’s youth and Chapter seven will discuss the fimdings
detail. We also know that another psychological resource emphasised in the civic
voluntarism model, political efficacy, has featured prominently in the yoetiatiire. It
Is evident that the first of the sociological models, whilst dated, has some important
features which alone justify its inclusion in the empirical analysis in thechexter.

A key criticism of the civic voluntarism model is that it does not take into

account incentives to political participation. The equity-fairness model aveelat
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deprivation model provides an alternative perspective on participation but one which is
still centred in the sociological tradition of analysis. At its centre istibe of

incentives. According to this model individuals react to and are motivated byeasgens
disadvantage. Here resources inhibit rather than promote participation. €hdezm

this model is that peer group comparison influences political participation. Individuals
compare themselves with different types of peer groups and where theseisonspar
reflect negatively on themselves this can produce frustration or aggression valyich m
manifest as various types of political participation (Dalton 2003). Relativevdépri

is based on individuals’ comparisons of their real life situations with their life
expectations which are commonly defined in reference to their peer groups. If a
significant gap exists between the two relative deprivation is likely tdtyegich will

in turn have political consequences (Clarke et al 2004).

The core ideas in the perceived equity-fairness model are a sense of general
deprivation which is an individual’s sense that he or she has not received a fainshare
life, or that political or social arrangements are unfair. Economic dejrivedfers to a
person’s judgement as to his or her prospective or retrospective household financial
situation, and attribution of government responsibility for this. Emotional respareses
negative reactions to personal economic conditions. Policy dissatisfactiantcefer
negative evaluations of the government’s policy performance. We might eljsect t
model to fare well when tested and the model would appear to be highly relevant to the
context of modern youth politics. There is considerable evidence of an increase in
involvement in unconventional activity, including protest activity (e.g. Henn et al 2002,
2005; Norris 2003; O’'Toole 2003a, 2003b; Marsh et al 2007), although there is also
evidence that this kind of activity represents a replacement for conventiotialspoli

rather than representing anti-state disaffection (Norris 2005).

The Social Capital model

Another model which has become popular in recent years as researchers heaa real
the significance of social bonds to civic life is the social capital modelmbikel has
instant intuitive appeal considering the social, political and economic chédmagésdak
place in Britain since 1979 associated with the Thatcher governments. The period wa
one marked by the decline of the ‘social’ and the rise of the ‘individual’ and for this

reason alone we might suspect that changing social relationships maynpacéed on
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the young people socialised in the period since 1979. Chapter seven will elaborate a
argument for the prominence of social capital explanations of youth disengagéthent
conventional politics.

The social capital model is based on the idea of social trust. They key idea in the
socio-cultural variant is that ‘people who trust their fellow citizens volunteee m
often...participate more often in politics and community organisations, serve more
readily on juries, give blood more frequently, comply more fully with their tax
obligations, are more tolerant of minority views, and display many other formdaof ci
virtue’ (Putnam 2000: 137). In its rational cost-benefit variant social trust esajed
by institutions and groups producing desired outcomes (Becker 1975; Coleman 1988).
The core concepts in the social capital model are social trust; a personghs¢seer
people are trustworthy and fair, and voluntary participation; whether individualstoff

become active in community or public matters or were asked to do so.

53 Therational voter framework

Rational choice explanations derived from economic theory have sought to explain
political behaviour by viewing individuals as rational decision makers who are eapabl
of weighing up the options available to them and making political decisions in
accordance with their judgements. Individuals assess the costs asseitlataiting

and if they outweigh the perceived benefits of voting they do not vote. The decision to
vote according to rational choice accounts has three key elerfifratslity is the
calculated probability of casting a deciding vote that enables a gebfearty to win

and prevent a less preferred party or parties from doing so (Clarke et al 2@®4). W
regard to turnout this can be simplified as the calculation of whether castimghes

vote will make a difference. If voting is unlikely to achieve anything arlt@s any
benefits to the voter, why should he or she vote? The voter is interested, according to
rational choice theory, in making a decision based on ‘utility’ and therefdke &ee
determine which party has implemented or proposed policies that will be of pdrceive
benefit to him or her. Pivotality interacts with benefits as any benefits are digcblopt

the probability that that an individual can exert a crucial or pivotal effect on the
outcome. The voter must also assesstles associated with voting; the time needed to

vote and to acquire the information to make an informed choice (Clarke et al 2004).
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Various options are available to the prospective voter when making these
assessments. If the voter feels that parties differ in the benefiteffeeyhe or she will
opt for the party that offers the most utility. But pivotality and costs are taken i
account and the individual may decide not to vote. The voter may think that all parties
are equal in the benefits they offer. As the benefits derived from votingaaéhes or
she may decide not to vote. Secondly, if the individual thinks that the probability of
casting a vote that makes a difference, a pivotal vote, is small, even if thesarefi
large, then the cost associated with voting may prevent the individual from voting. This
is crucial for rational choice models of turnout as the probability of castpigptal
ballot at an election will usually be very small (Clarke et al 2004). Thieg &
interesting paradox; if the expected utility of abstaining is greaterttigaexpected
utility of voting, why do so many people vote?

Developments in rational choice accounts of voter turnout have attempted to
address its critics who argue for example that the typical voter is noteaacgigen’
(Dalton 2003). Not all citizens are interested in and knowledgeable about paidics a
public affairs. Neither are they capable of processing large amounts rohatiion or
making calculated unbiased decisions. Two models derived from the rational voter

framework are particularly useful for our understanding of the modern voter.

The cognitive mobilisation model

The first of these is based on a wide improvement in the political skills and resofirce
western citizens in the second half of the twentieth century. Education, media exposure
and political awareness have vastly expanded since the 1950s contributing to a ‘growth
in the public’s overall level of political sophistication through a processgpiitive
mobilisation (Dalton 2003: 19). Firstly citizens are now capable of processing large
amounts of politically relevant information due to enhanced access to higher education
resources. Secondly, it is now easier and less costly for citizens to firharifon

through print and electronic forms. These developments have meant that people are now
more interested and knowledgeable about social and political issues and aasvarere

and concerned about politics and a functioning democracy. As a result of these
developments citizens are more likely to be critical of governments and theiegol

and are more likely to be dissatisfied. Crucially, dissatisfaction naaytteabstention

from electoral politics. The core ideas of the cognitive mobilisation navdel
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education, media use, political interest, political knowledge and policy (disastitsf
(Clarke et al 2004). These variables overlap considerably with those in the civic
voluntarism model, but they key difference is that the latter implies thatnesvarces
will be associated with a greater propensity to vote, whereas the cogrutdiesation

model implies the opposite.

The general incentives model

The general incentives model addresses the paradox discussed above by inaprporatin
ideas about why rational actors might engage in collective action. Thg theor

synthesis of rational choice and psychological accounts of voter turnout. The core idea
is that individuals need incentives and cues in order to vote. It supplements rational
choice accounts of political behaviour by arguing that individuals take into account a
wide range of incentives when they are considering when to vote and who to vote for
rather than simply considering the individual incentives discussed above.

The incentives in this decision are individual, group, system and expressive
benefits. Group benefits are not just those that flow to one’s family but to people who
are viewed as similar to oneself of those in need of help. System benefienafits
that accrue to a political system when citizens vote. The recognition hieattay
democracy requires citizen involvement makes people vote. Expressive benefies are
sense of satisfaction that people receive when they demonstrate their support for
political actors, institutions or processes. Social norms are also includedmoded
The model suggests that social norms are parts of the socio-political contéthn w
people make choices about whether to vote, or not to vote (Clarke et al 2004). If other
people in one’s social environment think that voting is important then you are also more

likely to.

54  Summary and conclusions

This chapter has set out four commonly used models of voter turnout with the broad
frameworks of political participation identified in Chapter one. These haeattg be

used to explain voting behaviour and citizenship in Britain in two of the most prominent
work in the field (Clarke et al 2004; Pattie et al 2004). Chapter six will operbs®na

these models in a similar way to Clarke et al (2004), testing how each mmadel fa
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among different age groups. The preliminary conclusions of Chapter six wilki@m
basis of the building of a theory of generational change to be tested in morendetai

Chapter seven.
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Chapter 6

Why abstain? Explaining declining youth turnout in
Britain between 1992 and 2001

6.1 Introduction

In Chapter four of the thesis | used two approaches to investigating whet@r rec
cohorts of young citizens are displaying distinctly different voting padte previous
generations. | argued that there is a strong indication that a marketedecdhe typical
first and second stages of the electoral turnout life-cycle is indicativgesfexational
change in voting behaviour. | detail the central methodological problem thaydite-
effects, period effects and generational effects are so difficulptoae that it is
impossible to conclude the patterns of turnout amongst recent cohorts of young people
represent anything more than a change in the characteristics of youihs ggabpt
given stage in the life-cycle. This is the key problem — not enough time has passed to
know definitively whether period or generational forces are at play. Howealsg
argue that it is possible to say for sure that those who came of age in 1997 and 2001 are
unique. Their levels of participation have never been witnessed before. Thercase
their unigueness is strengthened by the secondary literature relating ge<hathe
social basis of political supports and the way in which young people conceive politica
activity.

In the Chapter three | detail the rationale for the use of BES data to look at
change over time. | discuss one of the limitations of this methodological approac
Using BES data to compare behaviour and attitudinal changes of differenatyams is
made problematic due to the fact that the explanatory variables included in the 2001

data set are not available in previous data sets. This means that it is irepractic
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impossible to accurately trace most of the variables which operatiornissodels
introduced in the previous chapter, before 1997 and in many cases before 2001. This
posed an important methodological decision for this research. The first option was t
attempt to operationalise the models through a reconsideration of their dadoreti
frameworks, by omitting a number of the variables, or by replacing thdmotters.
Whilst this approach would have provided some evidence on the factors specific to the
turnout decision amongst previous cohorts, comparison between it and the 2001 cohorts
would have been problematic. The approach taken in the remainder of the thesis is to
focus on the variables and models which most accurately predict voter turnout in the
year 2001 when changes in turnout were the most evident. This is done by, focusing on
the analysis of BES 2001 data. It is acknowledged that the results will not paovide
conclusive explanation of change, but if we are to understand which model best predicts
young voters turnout in the key period of 1997-2001, we are in a good position to infer
what factors might lie behind the collapse in voting among young citizens &éintlei
Chapter four shows that between 1992 and 2001 something happened which
affected turnout among the youngest age groups in a way not withnessed among any
other cohort since the first BES survey in 1964. | also detailed that this chantg was
more pronounced amongst 18-34 year olds. This could be the result of a period effect,
but we might suspect that this is not the case simply because the period s clea
affected age groups differently. But clearly this could be down to a combinatige of a
and period effects. Whilst a period effect can affect age groups differétig, must
be a point, where if the effect of the period endures beyond a certain stage & the lif
cycle, it becomes generational, in the sense that it shows a significarehgwliff
trajectory of turnout over the whole life-cycle; one that couldn’t simply be desised
as a minor deviation from the standard life-cycle curve of low turnout at yourig ris
with age, peaking at mid-age and declining thereafter. It is reasonabbkpexsthat
the reasons for such markedly different electoral behaviour will be evident in the
attitudinal characteristics of the cohorts measurable at one period of timist #Ms
information on its own is not enough to tell us much about change, adding this cohort
specific information to what we already know about change and to the emerging
literature on contemporary social and political change provides additionaldatgavl
Again, whilst adding sets of evidence to one another doesn’t provide quantitatively

reliable conclusions, the prima facie conclusions reached have a strongerdani
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common sense appeal and point to the need for further research in the area, outside the
scope of the thesis.

6.2 Mode Specification

6.2.1 The Social Capital Model

As discussed in Chapter five, the social capital model emphasises the roit of tr
between and among individuals in collective decision making. The model has some
intuitive appeal given that we might suspect individuals having grown up in the
Thatcher era to have experienced a more individualised youth. Whilst social apit
not a new concept and was evident in the works of de Tocqueville (2001), Bourdeau
(1976), Coleman (1988) and others — its most contemporary application has been the
result of the work of Putnam (1993, 1995a, 1995b, 2000). The central feature of the
model is that trust derives directly from interactions among individuals ipattiagy in
voluntary activities. The relationship is circular as trust fosters catperand
cooperation in turn fosters trust. One important point to mention vis-a-vis young
people’s trust is that we might expect, given that much of the research shoyautig
people are involved in many voluntary and informal kinds of political activity (e.g.
Henn et al 2002; Marsh et al 2007) that their levels of trust are high. But, in the
following analysis | operationalise and run the model to ascertain if $@gaal is an
influential predictor of voting — a formal political activity — not just informygdes of
activity. So one of the key questions might be whether social capital engkbgere
informal political activity or voluntary activity has any effect on a proggrsiengage

in formal types of activity. It may be the two are so divorced from one another tha
participants in the former simply do not link the two and for this reason simply remain
in the informal sphere of action. | specify the model as foftows

Voting = a function of (TRUST + FAIRNESS + VOLUNTEERING +
RECRUITMENT)

Voting is turnout at the 2001 British general election

! As mentioned above, the opertionalisations aredas those of Clarke et al (2004).
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TRUST=the extent to which individuals think that other people are trust-worthy.
FAIRNESS=the extent to which individuals think that other people will treat them
fairly.

VOLUNTEERING=whether individuals have volunteered to participate in pobtics
community affairs.

RECRUITMENT=whether an individual has been asked to become active in a

voluntary organisation

It is recognised that this operationalisation may be restrictive. Reodshave

identified the limitations of imposing a narrow definition of social capitalammy

people (Harper 2001; Morrow 2002). However, given time and resource limitations, this
is justified by the need to test quantitatively how this standard model faegs a
explanation of change. But it is recognised that the results of the data saadyiskely

to indicate the need to probe the findings in more depth using qualitative methods to

elicit further insights.

Social trust and perceived fairness of others are measured using responses to tw
guestions in the BES:

1. Generally speaking, would you say that most people can be trusted, or that you
can’'t be too careful dealing with people? Please use a 0-10 scale to indicate
your view, where 0 means ‘cant be too careful’ and 10 means ‘most people can
be trusted'.

2. Do you think that most people you come into contact with would try to take
advantage of you if they had the chance or would they try to be fair? Please use
the 0-10 scale again where 0 means ‘would try to take advantage’ and 10 means
‘would try to be fair’.
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Figure 6.1 Social trust: perceived trustworthiness of those aged 18-34 and 35+
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Note Mean 18-34: 4.2; 35+: 4.6 , Standard deviation 18-34: 2.6; 35+: 2.8.

Figures 6.1 and 6.2 illustrate responses to the two questions on social trust in the BES.
Whilst the majority of responses for both age groups appear on the middle of the 11
point scales; the average figure for the 18-34 year olds on both scales ihknwviart

the 35+ age group. Considerably more of those over 35 appear to feel most people can
be trusted than the 18-34 group. In Figure 6.2 considerably larger numbers of 18-34
year olds appear at the negative end of the scale; whilst the opposite is leiedrt

35 year old group, with considerably larger minorities appearing on the positive side
the scale. Whilst it is important not to read too much into these figures, it would appea
that there are differences in social trust between the two age groupsdbdao be

considered further.
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Figure 6.2 Social Trust: perceived fairness of those aged 18-34 and 35+
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Note Mean 18-34: 5; 35+: 5.8, Standard deviation 18-34: 2.5; 35+: 2.6.

The social capital model also includes two indicators of civic engagement. \&lagte
and having been asked to participate in politics or community affairs arenedas

using the following two questions:

1. Over the past few years, have you volunteered to get involved in politics
or community affairsAffirmative answers are scored 1 and other
answers are scored O.

2. Over the past few years has anyone asked you to get involved in politics
or community affairsAffirmative answers are scored 1 and other

answers are scored 0.
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Figure 6.3 Volunteering to participatein politicsor community affairs
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Figure 6.4 Recruitment to participation in politicsor community affairs
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As we might expect Figures 6.3 and 6.4 show that the younger group were leg®s likely
have volunteered or to have been asked to participate than the older group. Given that
the BES is a representative sample of the British population these findings are
significant in light of recent research on young people. Clarke et al (2004 ttegttor

much of the voluntary activity reported ‘does not take place in parties or other politica
organizations, but, rather occurs in sports clubs, charities and various other groups’
(Clarke et al 2004: 242). These types of activities appear to be very sontitase that
some recent studies, keen to dispel the myth of youth apathy, report that yourg peopl
are very active in (e.g. Henn et al 2002; Marsh et al 2007; O'Toole et al 2003a, 2003b).
But, ninety per cent of those aged between 18-34 reported not having volunteered to
participate in politics or community affairs as broadly defined. Thislglsaggests that
there is a significant majority of the 2001 cohort who are not engaged in thesettype
activities.

Clearly this is only saying something about the propensity of today’s youth to
engage in voluntary and community activity and not about change, but given the BES
sample is representative it is an indication that the majority of young people do not
appear to be active in this way. This contrasts with the impression given bytithe a
apathy school that once politics is more broadly conceived young people are more
involved. But, given that this conclusion is based on one question and it is perfectly
possible that if the question had been framed differently or if a broader set dbrgiest

had been asked and considered then a different conclusion would have been reached.

6.2.2 TheCivic voluntarism model

The second model is the widely used civic voluntarism model. The model emphasises
the importance of different types of resources to political participationmetysi

physical ones. It includes a set of psychological resources: partisangiest in the

election and efficacy; that is the perception that one is influential in thecpbliti

process. Whilst rational choice models of political behaviour have become more popular
in recent years to explain voting behaviour, there is a need to test whethdr crucia
variables such as education and social class have an effect on voting and whether the
is a differential effect with regard to age groups. It is also importaet) ghe literature
reviewed in Chapter two, to assess the impact of declining partisanship ontite Bri

electorate since the 1970s. The model is specified as follows:
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Voting=a function of
RESOURCES+RECRUITMENT+VOLACT+EFFICACY+INTEREST+STREGTH
OF PARTISANSHIP

RESOURCES=educational attainment, social class and the amount of timblavaila
individuals.

RECRUITMENT=a set of measures of recruitment by others and patiyisation
VOLACT=the extent of voluntary activity

EFFICACY=the sense of being able to influence politics or community sffair
INTEREST=interest in the 2001 election campaign

STRENGTH OF PARTISANSHIP

The resources mentioned above are measured using three variables in the BES.
Education measures whether or not respondents have any post-secondary school
qualifications; social class measures whether individuals come from \garkimiddle
class backgrounds. The standard Market Research scale is recoded feathisento
give two categories, middle and working class. Available time is meayrasking
respondents how much time they have remaining after work and family coemtstm
are taken into account. Table 6.1 shows that more of the younger age group have post
16 education qualifications, than the older age group, as we might expect given the
expansion of education in recent years. There is little difference betiheemnd groups
in terms of their social class; the younger group reports having lesséeéitae than
the older group. Given that the older group will include those who have reached

retirement we might have expected this to be the case.

Table 6.1 Indicatorsin the civic voluntarism model by age group

18-34 35+
Resour ces
Educational qualifications
Yes 86 62

Social class
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Middle 57 59
Working 42 48

Available time

A great deal 11 19
A fair amount 20 25
Some 53 45
None 16 12

Political M obilisation

Over the past few years has anyone asked you to
get involved in politics or community affairs? 14 02

Did anyone, for example, a friend or family try to
convince you how to vote in the recent election? 12 6

Did a canvasser from any political party call at
your home during the election campaign? 20 22

Did anyone from a political party telephone you
during the election campaign? 5 10

Psychological engagement with politics

Interest in the 2001 election

Very interested 15 24
Somewhat interested 40 38
Not very interested 26 25
Not at all interested 19 12

Strength of partisan identification

Very strong 7 17
Fairly strong 42 48
Not very strong 50 35

A second set of resource variables measure psychological resourcesdal polit
participation and their impact on participation through an individual’s sense of politica
efficacy and interest in politics. Efficacy and interest are suggesteale direct effects
on participation, but this is encouraged by an individual’'s psychological engagement
with politics; the strength of their partisan identification, as well as foetebf others

to influence an individual.
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Figure 6.5 Psychological resourcesto participation: interest in the 2001 election
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Figure 6.5 shows that just under a quarter of those aged over 35 reported being ‘very
interested’ in the election, whilst only 15 per cent of those aged under 35 did. The
figures for those ‘somewhat’ and those ‘not very interested’ in the electi@nsivailar

for both age groups; but a greater proportion (19 per cent) of 18-34 year olds were
‘uninterested’, when compared to the over 35 group (12 per cent). Figure 6.6 shows
there is a significant difference between age groups with a ‘very ssengé of
partisanship and those with ‘not very strong’ level of partisanship. As mentioned above,
this is consistent with what we know about declining partisanship in Britaintsiace

1970s (e.g., Dalton and Wattenberg 2000).
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Figure 6.6 Strength of partisan identification by age group
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The third variable measuring the sense of psychogical engagement an individual has
with politics is political efficacy — that is the extent to which he or she thatshey

can make a difference in the political world. This has consistently appesicete of

the common explanations for youth disinterest in conventional politics as mantyateel t
they have no say (White et al 2000; Bentley et al 2002; Henn et al 2002; Russell et al
2002; Marsh et al 2007).

Figure 6.7 Perceived political efficacy (influence on politics) by age
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Somewhat contrary to what we might have expected, given the research mentioned
above, the difference between the age groups is relatively small and t/35 ags
group are more likely to have reported having ‘no influence’.

The second set of variables in the model measure political recruitment or
mobilisation. Recruitment measures two types of effects in Table 6.1. Rizghev
anyone has attempted to either involve an individual in community affairs of potitic
whether a member of their family has tried to convince them how to vote. The second
set of variables relate to recruitment by political parties. On most ofi¢lasures the
younger age group experience less political mobilisation. They expelessoceontact
from political parties than the older age group. This is likely to be, at leasttjrihea
result of a rational calculation by political parties to concentrate tHent®bn those
most likely to vote and therefore put fewer resources into mobilising youngeepeopl
Multivariate analysis will be able to assess whether party mobilisatiam effective
method of enticing young people to the polls. Table 6.1 also reveals that younger people
are considerably more likely to have a friend or family member try to convieoe t
how to vote.

According to Verba, Schlozman and Brady (1995) voluntary activity is
important because it aids the acquisition of the skills necessary for politica
participation.

Figure 6.8 Extent of voluntary activity by age group
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Verba, Schlozman and Brady (1995) use the example of the ‘church youth group’ or the
chair of a committee organisation, or a ‘rummage’ sale. These types ofiextetve

to develop skills relevant to politics and ‘skill endowing opportunities can serve a
compensatory function, enhancing political resources’ amongst those whose
‘educational and occupational levels might otherwise predispose them to quéescenc
(Ibid: 4). Figure 6.8 shows that whilst more people in the younger age group report
being ‘'somewhat active’ and ‘a little active’, the general picture tagarns that few

are ‘very active’ and most ‘not active’ at all. Whether this general lack ahtenly

activity amongst younger people revealed both here and in Figure 6.3 (the sataél cap
model) has been an important factor in their voting abstention or not is something that is

returned to the next section of this chapter.

6.2.3 Theequity fairness/ relative deprivation model

The last of the models in the sociological framework is the equity fairnestatve
deprivation model. The central idea in the model is that people from particular socio-
demographic groups compare themselves to other people in other social graups as a
idealised standard. Where they see a significant discrepancy between their
circumstances and the comparison group they react negatively to this. The gap between
expectations and what these people actually get has two consequencess aslitical
participation is concerned. Firstly, these individuals are more likely to prdiesting

their frustration at their circumstances. Clarke et al (2004) also spleatfywe might

also expect the impact on electoral participation ‘to take the form of votimgsatze
incumbent government if it is seen as the source of the deprivation’ (Clarke0éial
237). But, it also seems likely, especially in the case of younger age grbapgew

know are less likely to vote anyway, that they will abstain from voting in grotes
especially if they see the cause of their frustration not coming from oryebpaiftom

the political system itself. The model is specified below:

Voting=a function of: a generalised sense of relative deprivation+retrogpaati
prospective deprivation attributed to government+negative emotional reactions to
personal economic circumstances+extent of dissatisfaction with the geardisim

policy performance+being a member of a deprived group.
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Relative deprivation is measured using two likert scale statements ik$eddsigned

to tap people’s feelings of how their expectations and experiences match, and whethe
the government treats them fairly or not. Figure 6.9 shows that a large pyoymdrti

both age groups feel that the government treats them fairly, with the rgestigroup

in the ‘neither’ category.

Figure 6.9 Perceptions of relative deprivation: gover nment fairness
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A similar picture occurs from the likert scale measuring differencegelea

expectations and what individuals actually receive (Table 6.2). A second set of
measures look at individual’'s sense of economic deprivation. The first of these looks at
an individual’s retrospective judgement of the financial situation in their household and
the second looks at a prospective judgement of the year to come. Figures 6.10 and 6.11,

respectively, illustrate the responses shown in Table 6.2.
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Figure 6.10 Retrospective evaluations of financial situation of respondents

households by age group
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Figure 6.11 Prospective evaluations of financial situation of respondents

households by age group
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As we can see, for both measures most responses fall in the middle of the scale, but i
appears that the younger age group perceives their financial situation torbeing

since the previous year and likely to improve in the following year. This may be the
result of the fact that many in this group are likely to be emerging frdstirhd

education with the associated debts, to find employment and a salary.
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Table 6.2 Indicatorsin the equity-fairness model by age group

18-34

Per ceptions of relative deprivation

The government generally treats people like

me fairly

Strongly agree 2
Agree 43
Neither 31
Disagree 19
Strongly disagree 5
There is often big gap between what people

expect out of life and what they get

Strongly agree 11
Agree 41
Neither 27
Disagree 18
Strongly disagree 2
Per ceptions of economic deprivation

How does the financial situation in your

household compare to 12 months ago?

Lot worse 6
Little worse 12
Same 44
Little better 32
Lot better 7
How do you think the financial situation of your

household will change over the next 12 months?

Lot worse 2
Little worse 13
Same 41
Little better 36
Lot better 7

Emotional reactionsto personal economic
conditions

Which, if any, of the following words describe ydeelings
about the financial situation of your household?

Angry 17

35+

47
24
20

11
42
22
22

19
46
24

18
53
23

15
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Disgusted 11 11
Uneasy 32 30
Afraid 82 85

18-34 35+

Poalicy satisfaction

How well do you think the present government
has handled each of the following issues?

Crime

Very well 2 3
Fairly well 27 26
Neither 35 29
Fairly badly 22 24
Very badly 8 15
Education

Very well 3 5
Fairly well 42 37
Neither 22 26
Fairly badly 20 20
Very badly 6 7
TheNHS

Very well 2 3
Fairly well 26 27
Neither 22 23
Fairly badly 31 27
Very badly 16 18
Transport

Very well 2 2
Fairly well 14 18
Neither 25 24
Fairly badly 37 31
Very badly 18 21

Another indicator of economic (dis) satisfaction included in the equity-faimedsl
attempts to elicit from individuals their positive and negative emotional responses t
their personal economic circumstances. The idea behind this measure is ti@tamot
reactions to personal circumstances might outweigh any more rationdhtatwiof an
individual’s economic circumstances and encourage them to vote or to abstain as a
result. As we can see from Table 6.2, however, the results are very simbath age
groups. Interestingly, a substantial proportion (over 80 per cent) of both age groups
reported being afraid of their economic circumstances.

Another way of measuring (dis) satisfaction was to include some indicditors
satisfaction with government performance in key policy areas such ds, leehitation,

crime and transport. Again, there is no significant differences heredretive two age
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groups, although a significant number said that the government has performed ‘fairly
badly’ or ‘very badly’ on transport and on the NHS.

6.2.4 The cognitive mobilisation model

The cognitive mobilisation model hypothesises that individuals endowed with the
knowledge of politics derived from a modern high quality education and from an
information environment that provides them with copious amounts of political
information are less likely to need to rely on social-group and partisan cuessés a ba
for voting (Dalton 2003). Whilst this model overlaps with the civic voluntarism model
the key difference is that the civic voluntarism model implies that more resowrit

be associated with a greater propensity to vote, whereas the cognitivisatiolil

model implies the opposite.

Voting=a function of
EDUCATION+MEDIA
COVERAGE+INTEREST+KNOWLEDGE+DISSATISFACTION

EDUCATATION is measured as above in the civic voluntarism model

MEDIA COVERAGE is measured by asking respondents whether the rggelad a

daily morning newspaper and how much attention they paid to the television coverage
of the electiorf.

KNOWLEDGE is measured using respondent’s answers to a series of political
knowledge questions.

INTEREST is measured as in the civic voluntarism model

DISSATISFACTION is measured as in the equity fairness model above.

% The variable asking whether a respondent readsiyarlewspaper was omitted from the multivariate
model because it was found to significantly redilheenumber of cases included in the analysis. Media
consumption is addressed in more detail in Chepaeen.
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Table 6.3 Indicatorsin the cognitive mobilisation model by age group

18-34 35+
Educational qualifications post GCSE
Yes 86 62
Palitical knowledge
Polling stations close at 10pm on election day
Correct 78 87
Incorrect 22 14
It is official Conservative party policy that Brita
should never join the single European currency
Correct 41 45
Incorrect 59 54
The Liberal Democrats favour a system of propodion
representation for Westminster elections
Correct 46 62
Incorrect 55 38
The Minimum voting age is 16
Correct 80 86
Incorrect 20 14
Unemployment has fallen since Labour was elected
in 1997
Correct 75 76
Incorrect 25 24
Only taxpayers are allowed to vote in a generatdm
Correct 91 95
Incorrect 9 5
Exposureto political information
Does the respondent regularly read a daily morning
newspaper?
Yes 58 64
Amount of attention respondent paid to television
coverage of the 2001 general election
A great deal 8 10
A fair amount 19 23
Some attention 42 41
No attention 32 27

Table 6.3 shows that unsurprisingly the older age group did better on all the political
knowledge questions than the younger people. The final two variables in the cognitive
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mobilisation model tap respondent’s information. Interest in the election and
dissatisfaction with government performance measure these.

In terms of the amount of political information consumed, unsurprisingly — older
people were more likely to read a daily morning newspaper and were alsokalyréoli
report watching television coverage of the election. It would have been imgresti
measure television viewing more generally rather than just focusing on¢hierele
campaign as young people are less likely to be engaged with the campaighbutself
receive most of their information about politics from television (e.g., Russel| 2002
Hyland 2007). As | will argue in the concluding section of the thesis this
operationslisation maybe adequate in terms of the model specified, but there is an
important and growing literature showing the effects of the type and contestlad m
exposure on voters (e.g., Prior 2007). As discussed in Chapter two, Wattenberg (2007)
focuses specifically on the impact of a new media environment on young people’s
inclination to participate.

6.2.5 TheGeneral Incentives mode

The final model | specify here is the general incentives model which condspests
of individual rationality: political efficacy, collective benefits and sast participation
with four incentives variables that constitute alternative benefits as svaliegific
norms. ‘These benefits and norms reflect the idea that an individual's sensagf ‘bei
implicated’ in the political system is fundamental to the determination obtte and
benefits of participation’ (Clarke et al 2004: 232). The general incentives moalel als
employs predictor variables taken from social-psychological accounts a¢glolit

participation.

Voting is a function of:
EFFICACY+BENEFITS+COSTS+INDIVIDUAL BENEFITS+GROUP
BENEFITS+SYSTEM BENEFITS+SOCIAL NORMS+SATISFACTION

Table 6.4 details responses to the variables included in the general incentives model.
We can see that roughly the same proportion of 18-34 year olds felt it was too much
time and effort to get involved in politics or community affairs; whereasbstantially

larger proportion of this group said that they were too busy to vote. The wording of the
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first question as compared to the second might indicate that younger peogieyeel t
have less time for voting than for other forms of political or community acthien
compared to the older group. This would be consistent with what we know about
younger people’s participation in diverse forms of activity not alwaysgrésed as
‘political’. Regarding the benefits of voting that accrue to the individual: weemithsit
young people are considerably less likely to feel a sense of satisfactiorihelyesote,
or to feel guilty if they don’t vote, when compared to the older age group. Thegare al
less likely to feel it is their duty to vote than the older group. We can see tleaisther
less difference between the two groups in terms of the perception of groupshenefit
accrued for voting — with over 60 per cent of both groups agreeing with that voting is a
good way of getting benefits for vulnerable groups in society.

Regarding social norms, it appears that whilst young people do not necessarily
see the benefits that accrue from voting, or feel that they should vote, the people around
them tend to have generally positive attitudes towards voting, although, if these we

the same people, the perception is that not all of them voted.

Table 6.4 Indicatorsin the general incentives model by age group

18-34 35+
Costs of palitical participation
It takes too much time and effort to be active
in politics and public affairs
Strongly agree 7 8
Agree 42 47
Neither 25 21
Disagree 22 19
Strongly disagree 1 2
People are so busy that they do not have time
to vote
Strongly agree 5 3
Agree 35 23
Neither 15 10
Disagree 37 45
Strongly disagree 9 18

Benefits of political participation

Individual benefits
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| feel a sense of satisfaction when | vote

Strongly agree
Agree

Neither

Disagree
Strongly disagree

I would feel guilty if | did note vote in a general
election

Strongly agree
Agree

Neither

Disagree
Strongly disagree

Group benefits

Being active in politics is a good way to get bétsef
for groups that people care about like pensioners o
the disabled

Strongly agree
Agree

Neither

Disagree
Strongly disagree

System benefits
It is every citizens duty to vote in an election

Strongly agree
Agree

Neither

Disagree
Strongly disagree

Democracy only works properly when people vote

Strongly agree
Agree

Neither

Disagree
Strongly disagree

Social norms

Most of my family and friends think voting is a ias
of time

35
23
20

10
30
12
32
15

55
19
15

12
32
16
29
10

17
60
12

19
47
15
15

29
40

18

11
59
15
10

31
43

14
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Strongly agree 5 3

Agree 22 17
Neither 13 10
Disagree 45 49
Strongly disagree 14 19

Most people around here voted in the general electi

Strongly agree 5 3

Agree 35 23
Neither 15 10
Disagree 37 45
Strongly disagree 9 18

6.3 Logistic Regression

In the next section of the chapter the aim is to use multivariate analysiicafigc

logistic regression to test the relative impact of a number of variablesumig people’s
decision to vote. Logistic regression is used here instead of linear regrasshe
dependent variable, turnout, is dichotomous. The main advantage of regression
techniques over bivariate contingency tables and correlation is that it enalbtes

examine the combined impact of a large number of variables on the decision to vote (or
not), and to assess the effect of specific variables while controlling foyeadamber of
others. This will give us a reliable indication of the key factors that affebte

pronounced declines among the youngest two age groups revealed in previous chapters.

6.3.1 Dataand methodological considerations

a. Missing data

The analysis began by using BES cross section data for 2001 which aims to provide a
representative cross-section of the British population. One of the difficultieghgf us

this data that this research has to address was the number of missing deskxyistic
regression procedure. The 2001 survey consisted of a pre-election and a past-electi
wave which together form the cross section data set. Unfortunately some questi®ns
not asked in the post-election wave. This meant that detailed questions on educational
attainment were missing for all post-election wave respondents in thesexigs: data

set. There is no procedure in logistic regression for dealing with missieg @aam
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linear regression whereby it is possible to continue the analysis of theniggnai

variables whilst ignoring those with missing cases. In logistic segre it is only

possible to analyse cases where codes for all variables are presen6.3 &lgiew

shows the number of cases included in the models and the number of missing cases in

brackets.

Table 6.5 Missing casesin logistic regression models

18-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65+

The civic voluntarism model 28 (150) 85(409) 82 (503) 55(454) 42(419) 3XH)77

The social capital model 173(5) 477 (17) 558 (27498 (11) 433(28) 719 (88)
The equity fairness model 151 (27) 414 (80) 503 (82439 (70) 366 (95) 588 (219)
The cognitive mobilisation

model 10 (168) 49 (445) 46 (539) 28(481) 29 (43212 (795)
The general Incentives model 91 (87) 223 (271) (38®) 233 (276) 182 (279) 284 (523)

Note: figures in brackets indicate missing cases

Looking at the cognitive mobilisation model we can see that for the 18-24 year olds
only 10 cases were included in the analysis with 168 missing. This problem was
addressed, after discussion with the BES team by using the combined pre and post
election data file which includes a summary variable for educationalraatn This
meant that the number of missing cases dropped significantly. The disadvantage of
using this summary variable to measure education is that it provides a mited li
definition of educational attainment, restricted to a dichotomous yes/no ansvesnew
respondents had GCSE qualifications yes/no. But this concern was largéigd usti

the significant increase in the number of cases included in the analysis, as intluded i

the tables below.

b. Multicollinearity

As in linear regression it is important in logistic regression to check for htgh-i
correlations among the predictor variables in each model. Unfortunately teatcurr
version of SPSS (Version 11) does not have a procedure for obtaining collinearity

diagnostics in logistic regression, but by using linear regression it ibjeossobtain
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diagnostics for each set of variables to check for inter-correlation.r€h205)
suggests that a tolerance value of less than 0.1 indicates that theredas seri
collinearity problem with the variables and that any VIF values of over 1Gafeayoe
cause for concern. | will return to detail an example of how this issue wasseltire

when examining the first model — the social capital model.

c. Residual diagnostics

Another issue this method of data analysis faced was the problem of outlyinghcases
the data. Outlying cases are those cases for which the model fitsilpaltibadly and
which can exert an undue influence on the model. One option is to remove outlying
cases from the analysis at risk of biasing the sample. Another way of considering
outliers is that they provide useful information since they may point to the need to
incorporate additional variables in a model or to change its specification in some way
SPSS produces a case-wise listing of residuals which enables us to seeaifetlzene
outlying cases that we should be concerned with. The case-wise lisirgoresation

about all cases for which the model does not fit well. Cases with Zresid valaiesvef

2.5 or below —2.5 are considered to be a problem and should be examined more
carefully (Menard 1995). Case-wise lists were examined carefully hackvZresid

values of over 2.5 or under —2.5 were discovered a close examination of the data was
undertaken to ascertain if there were any additional factors that should be @zhsider
each model specification. No common characteristics were found in thesamdsss

the number of these cases was small we can reasonably conclude that #sasecas

simply those that deviate from the majority in a random way.

6.3.2 Results

Below | run the social capital model for 18-24 year olds, detailing the logegjression
procedure. SPSS output from the procedure is detailed here in order to show the basis
on which subsequent analysis and conclusions are made. The subsequent discussion will
use summary tables for the remaining models.

The first section of the logistic regression output is the case processintasyl
which shows that of a total of 178 cases falling into this age group, 163 are included in

the analysis, 91.6 per cent. The table also shows that there are 15 missing cases.
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Case Processing Summary

Unweighted Cases” N Percent
Selected Cases Included in Analysis 163 91.6
Missing Cases 15 8.4
Total 178 100.0
Unselected Cases 0 .0
Total 178 100.0

a. |f weight is in effect, see classification table for the total
number of cases.

Note: data is weighted by region, gender and agieimigender

Below SPSS tells us that the dependent variable has been coded: 0= Did not vote and
1=Voted.

Dependent Variable Encoding

Original Value

Internal Value

Didnt vote
Voted

0
1

Logistic regression produces a section of the output headed ‘Block 0’ which régorts t
results of the most basic attempt to predict the outcome — one in which all eases ar

predicted to result in the most common outcome.

Classification Tabletb

Predicted
VerifiedVote Percentage
Observed Didnt vote Voted Correct
Step 0 VerifiedVote Didnt vote 223 0 100.0
Voted 174 0 .0
Overall Percentage 56.2

a. Constant is included in the model.
b. The cut value is .500

The classification table above simply shows that as most respondents in thisugge gr
did not vote in 2001, the predicted outcome for all has been set to ‘not voted’. This

results in an accurate prediction for 56.2 per cent of cases. This initialtiredic
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becomes useful later once the predictor (independent) variables are included in the

analysis. It enables us to see whether the logistic regression withi@redicables

included is able to predict the outcome variable more accurately than this basic model
The next section of the output is entitled ‘Block 1'. The first section of this

output is the iteration history. Logistic regression employs an iterainoegs

attempting to arrive at the best answer to the problem through a series of

approximations. Each iteration results in a slightly more accurate apprmamEbe

following table reports this iterative process.

lteration History®P.c.d

-2 Log Coefficients
Iteration likelihood Constant BQ48 BQ49 BQ43 BQ42
Step 1 449.912 -1.521 .235 -.015 1.619 .997
1 2 443.137 -1.839 .286 -.012 2.591 1.182
3 441.984 -1.874 .292 -.011 3.340 1.194
4 441.827 -1.876 .293 -.011 3.749 1.193
5 441.821 -1.876 .293 -.011 3.851 1.193

a. Method: Enter
b. Constant is included in the model.
C. Initial -2 Log Likelihood: 544.715

d. Estimation terminated at iteration number 5 because log-likelihood decreased by less
than .010 percent.

The statistic —2 log likelihood is used in logistic regression to measure thesottee
model. A high value indicates that the model poorly predicts the outcome. With each
iteration we can see the value falling; however, the benefit derived ate@tion
decreases until after four iterations SPSS terminates the procesan\Als@see how

the coefficients of each of the predictor variables are adjusted at @atioit.

Omnibus Tests of Model Coefficients

Chi-square df Sig.
Stepl Step 102.894 4 .000
Block 102.894 4 .000
Model 102.894 4 .000

Omnibus tests are general tests of how well the model performs. Using ¢ne Ent

method there is only one step and so the Step, Block and Model rows in this table are
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identical. The test shows that the full model was statistically significhi-square =

102.894, df = 4, p<0.001). The Hosmer and Lemeshow test below is a measure of the
observed outcomes and the predicted outcomes. It is a test of the null hypothesis that the
model is good, Unlike the Omnibus test a p value of higher than 0.05 indicates how well
the model fits the data. This test is amongst the least reliable where therrafroases

is relatively small and for this reason will not be used as the primary testdessing

the goodness of fit of the models, below. This is because the sample was split into age
groups giving a relatively small number of cases for each group, althoutgorssall

to conduct logistic regression.

Hosmer and Lemeshow Test

Sig.
.000

Step Chi-square df
1 53.267 8

In this case the p value is 0.000 indicating that the model does not adequately fit the

data.
Model Summary
-2 Log Cox & Snell Nagelkerke
Step likelihood R Square R Square
1 441.821 .228 .306

In logistic regression it is not possible to compute an exact R squared valueaarin li
regression, but Cox and Snell and Nagelkerke are useful approximations. We can see

here that for the 18-24 age group, the variables in the social capital model accounts for

between 22.8 and 30.6 per cent of the variance in the dependent variable.

Classification Tablé

Predicted
VerifiedVote Percentage
Observed Didnt vote Voted Correct
Step 1 VerifiedVote Didnt vote 207 16 92.7
Voted 74 100 57.4
Overall Percentage 77.2

a. The cut value is .500
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The classification table above summarises the results of the prediction. Gagripexi

to the equivalent table in block 0 above, the model with the predictor variables added
correctly predicts 77.2 per cent of cases, compared to 56.2 per cent without the
predictors, an increase of 21 per cent. We can see from the classificatiohdabite t
predictors in the model will be useful to our understanding of why 18-24 year olds
choose not to vote, with 92.7 per cent of non-voters and 57.4 per cent of voters
successfully predicted.

The variables in the equation table gives us information about the importance of
individual variables in the model. The first column gives the coefficients for each
predictor. A negative coefficient indicates that the odds of voting in 2001 amongst this
age group declines with a unit change in the predictor variable. A positive coefficient

indicates that these odds increase with a unit change in the predictorevariabl

Variables in the Equation

D5.0% C.l.for EXP(B
B S.E. Wald df Sig. Exp(B) | Lower Upper
Step BQ48 .293 .058 | 25.088 1 .000 1.340 1.195 1.502
1 BQ49 -.011 .055 .040 1 .842 .989 .889 1.101
BQ43 3.851 1.397 7.603 1 .006 | 47.029 3.045 | 726.339
BQ42 1.193 .362 | 10.857 1 .001 3.298 1.622 6.706
Constan{ -1.876 .336 | 31.104 1 .000 .153

a.Variable(s) entered on step 1: BQ48, BQ49, BQ43, BQ42.

The Wald statistic indicates how useful each predictor variable is. The 8igrcol
provides the key to interpreting this. Values of less than 0.05 indicate a significa
effect (p=<0.05} We can see that three of the four variables in the social capital model
have a significant effect in predicting turnout for 18-24 year olds in 2001. Trust in
others (bg48), volunteering in politics or community affairs (bg43) and being asked to
participate in politics or community affairs (bg42) all have positive betdiciests
indicating that higher levels of trust in others, having volunteered and having been
asked to participate all increased the likelihood of 18-24 year olds in this sample
deciding to vote. Trust and being asked to participate are both highly significant here
(p=<0.001**), whilst having volunteered is significant at the 0.01 level (p=<0.01**).

® The discussion will use the commonly used formastatistical significance with p=<0.05 given *,
p=<0.01 given ** and p<0.001 given *** to indicatiee degree of statistical significance.
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The Wald test allows us to see which variables are statisticallyisagrtiind tells us

the direction of the relationship. It is also useful to know how an increase in the
predictor value changes the likelihood of voting. The Exp (B) column in the output

gives an indication of the change in the predicedsof voting for each unit change in

the predictor variable. Values of less than 1 indicate an increase in the value of the
predictor variable is associated with a decrease in the odds of voting, wheahaes af

more than 1 indicates an increase in the odds of voting. We can see that the odds of a
person in the 18-24 age group having voted is 1.34 times higher for each increase in the
trust scale (bg48). It is also 3.29 times higher for those reporting having beencasked t
participate in politics or community affairs (bg42). However, we need to beaauri
interpreting these odds. Each of the odds ratios displayed in the table has a 95 per cent
confidence interval (95 per cent C.I. for Exp(B)) giving a lower and upper valuesThis i
the range of values that we can be 95 per cent sure encompasses the truehalue of t
odds ratio. The value of Exp (B) should fall within the lower and upper confidence
intervals for us to be confident that it is a true representation of the population. As the
confidence intervals for having volunteered in politics (bg43) are so wide we cannot be
sure that the Exp(B) figure itself is particularly reliable.

One of the difficulties with regression analysis is that predictor (indepgndent
variables often have high inter-correlations among them. Table 6.6 below provides
collinearity diagnostics for the social capital model. As no procedure for praduci
collinearity diagnostics exists in logistic regression, linear reigresgas used to
produce these. Menard (1995) suggests that a tolerance value of less than 0.1 indicates
that there is a serious collinearity problem with the variables and thatlersaMies of
over 10 may also be cause for concern. We can see from Table 6.6 that the values for
the predictor variables in the social capital model fall comfortably wittgsd figures.

The same procedure was carried out for the remaining four models and no significa

collinearity problems were found.
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Table 6.6 Collinearity diagnostics for the social capital model

Coefficients?

Collinearity Statistics
Model _ Tolerance VIF
T Commumyatars | 78| 1s2
Zg\?zlnet;?eljge Fair 987 1.013
ommuniy afiare | 7% | 1319

a. Dependent Variable: VerifiedVote

The final section of the output is the casewise list discussed above. Ili kstses with

Zresid values of above 2 or below —2. Cases with values above 2.5 or below —-2.5 are
considered to be a problem (Menard 1995), that is to say they may be exerting an undue
influence on the sample. Below we can see that three cases are listed buveone ha

values above or below these figures.

Casewise LisP

Selected Observed Predicted Temporary Variable
Case Status® | VerifiedVote | Predicted Group Resid ZResid
1950 | s D** 861 | V -.861 -2.490
2355 |S D 279 | D -.279 -.622
3740 | S D** .862 | V -.862 -2.497

a. S = Selected, U = Unselected cases, and ** = Misclassified cases.
b. Cases with studentized residuals greater than 2.000 are listed.

We can see that three of the four variables in the social capital model heste gt
significant effects. These findings indicate that trust in others, beirgl askparticipate
in politics and community affairs and having volunteered in politics and community
affairs all had strong positive effects on 18-24 year olds in 2001. But how does the
social capital model fare when predicting the voting behaviour of the otherages@r
Table 6.7 below shows that a total of 457 respondents aged between 25 and 34
were included in the analysis. For this age group the model was also sigryifiettet
than the model with no predictor variables included (chi square = 24.611, df =4, p <
0.001). However, the model has a weaker fit for this age group than for the 18-24 group
with only one statistically significant variable. Table 6.7 shows that 46.2 peofcent
non-voters and 70.7 per cent of voters are correctly classified an overall figure of 58.7
per cent, compared to 77.7 per cent for the 18-24 group. The model accounts for
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between 3.4 and 5.6 per cent of the variance in the decision to vote for this second
youngest age group with only perceived fairness of others statissatificant. The
values of the coefficients reveal an increase in the perceived fascesq0-10) is
associated with an increase in the probability of voting of .141. The remaining 3

variables are shown not to be statistically significant for this group.

Table 6.7 Comparison of the performance of the social capital model by age group

45- 55
Model fit 18-24 25-34 3544 54 64 65+

Correctly classified % 77.7 58.7 65.5 745 75.4 980.

Non voters correctly

classified 92.7 46.2 22.8 1.0 0.0 0.0
Voters correctly classified 57.4 70.7 90.1 99.6 100.0 100.0
Cox and Snell R square .228 .034 .069 .017 .016 3 .02
Nagelkerke R square .306 .056 .094 .026 .023 .037
45-  55-
Predictors 18-24 25-34 35-44 54 64 65+
Trust in others .293** - 001 .110* .053 -0.33 5D
SE .058 .032 .036 .043 .051 .045
Perceived fairness -.011 141%* 051 .060 .093 49.0
SE .055 .034 .040 .048 .056 .050
Asked to participate 3.851** -372 AT75 -561 .441.335
SE 1.397 .290 .333 343  .467 .503
Volunteering 1.193* .337 .667* .339 .190 .684
SE .362 .235 .283 310 .366  .423
N 163 457 537 482 419 678

Note: ***p<0.001; **p<0.01; *p<0.05.
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For 35-44 year olds the model also has a weaker fit than for the youngest age group.
Trust in others and volunteering are significant and the odds of voting associated wit
these two variables increase by a factor of .110 and .667 respectively for eaakencr
in the predictor variable. None of the variables are significant for the mgmgdhree

age groups.

The results show that social capital was an important indicator of whether the
youngest group voted or not in 2001. The model provides a more accurate prediction of
the 18-24 year olds decision to vote than it does for any of the other age groups.
Involvement in social networks and trusting others had a positive impact on turnout for
18-24 year olds in 2001. This suggests that today’s youth may have lower levels of
trust, are less likely to have been mobilised to vote and are less likely to have been
involved in politics and community affairs than their counterparts in previous
generations, although we are unable to confirm this directly for lack of relevant
comparable data in earlier datasets.

Thecivic voluntarism modée

Table 6.8 shows that the civic voluntarism model performs less well than the social
capital model for the two youngest age groups. The model only accounts for 18.8 per
cent and 25.1 per cent of the variance in voting decision. Looking at Table 6.8, being
asked to participate remains statistically significant, as in thel ag#al model, with

the probability of voting increasing by 2.174 if the respondent reported that s/he had
been asked to participate in politics. Only one additional variable in the model is
significant for 18-24 year olds. Social class has a positive beta coeffitient

probability of voting increased by .635 for those respondents reporting to be ‘middle or
upper class’ rather than ‘working class’.

Among the 25-34 year olds, the model fares even less well. Only the amount of
leisure time available to respondents and having been contacted by telephone by a
political party during the campaign are significant predictors. For thaineng 4 age
groups social class is highly significant for 35-44 year olds suggestingrthatrease
in social class from working to middle class increases the probability of \mtiry9.

Only one other variable in the civic voluntarism model is significant for theingmga
age groups. For 25-34; 35-44; 45-54 and 55-64 year olds in 2001 interest in the election

campaign was a significant predictor in whether they voted.
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Table 6.8 Comparison of the performance of the civic voluntarism model by age

group

Model fit

Correctly classified

Non voters correctly classified
Voters correctly classified
Cox and Snell R square
Nagelkerke R square

Predictors

Educational qualifications
SE

Social class
SE

Leisure time
SE

Asked to participate
SE

Anyone convince to vote
SE

Party mobilisation: home
SE

Party mobilisation: telephone
SE

Voluntary activity
SE

Political efficacy
SE

Interest in campaign
SE

Strength of partisanship
SE

N

18-24 25-34 3544 45-54 55-64 65+
70.6 67.8 73.5 82.1 789 85.1
79.2 41 18.1 0 0 0
62.2 84.4 94.6 100 100 100
.188 101 .094 .061 .053 2 .07
.251 137 .136 .10 .083 127
18-24 25-34 3544 45-54 55-64 65+
672 -.441 -.696*261  -.369 157
415 .345 .332 0.363 .351 .35
.635* -.032 979%* 979024 -.018
.298 212 0.266 0.342 .338 .32
.286 .265* .047 -.323 -.669 -0.15
163 129 0.154 181 174 162
2.174**% 253 .586 158 179 .166
.528 0.26 0.353 396 .406 483
.544 -479 128 771 -191.308
376 27 .382 .833  .564 .861
-.315 .359 -.028 305 102 .058
.343 .242 27 .36 .352 .354
-.923 1.386 5 -.276134 2.7
.683 .676 455 485  0.562 1.522
-.136 -.159 -.35 217 .084 914
137 .095 114 131 139 .166
-.044 2 O7%% 0439 089*F*  42%**
.076 .045 .06 .078  .087 .076
.202 - 712 -.525*%568* -568*  -.292
.246 .163 .196 226 .225 .208
403 226 -.015 311  60.5 .446*
27 A72 192 246 232 .22
185 333 389 366 340 571
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Note: ***p<0.001; **p<0.01; *p<0.05.

Table 6.8 shows that the civic voluntarism model tells us little about the low turnout
amongst the youngest two age groups. It suggests that this set of resodrces a
psychological engagement in politics were not crucial factors, althougll stass

played a role for the youngest group and interest in the election campaiba &5-34
year olds. However, controlling for these variables, the model confirms the imgortanc
of political mobilisation. Where young people were asked to participate incablit

activity they were more likely to vote.

The equity fairness/relative deprivation model

The equity fairness model fares less well than the civic voluntarism aradl caital
models. Table 6.9 shows that three of the twelve variables had a significantiyeedi
ability for the 18-24 group. Overall the model accounts for between 12.1 per cent and
16.3 per cent of the variance, although it correctly predicts 71.4 per cent of non-voters.
A set of variables in the equity fairness model tap into feelings respondenizboane

the financial situation in their household. Table 6.9 shows that two of these variables
indicate that those who are more positive about the financial situation in their household
are more likely to vote. The first of thegmspective perceptions of economic

deprivation that is the feeling respondents have about how the financial situation in
their house will change over the next twelve months, has a positive beta coefficie
indicating that each increase in respondents prospective economic situatiocisteds
with an increased probability of voting of .373. The second, respondents who report
being ‘angry’ about the financial situation of their household is also staliigtic

significant. The negative coefficient indicating that those reportingsbk/es to be

angry are less likely to vote and have a highly significant decreased probability of
voting of 1.656. The significance of these two variables together suggests thgryoun
citizens are more likely to vote if they feel their future is financisifple. Table 6.9

shows that one other variable is significant for this age group. Satisfaction with
transport policy is highly significant (p<0.001***). Each increase in positiverfgsli
respondents have of how the government is handling transport policy is assodiated wi

an increased probability of .480.
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Table 6.9 Comparison of the performance of the equity fairness model by age

group
Model fit

Percentage correctly classified

% of non voters correctly classified
% of voters correctly classified
Omnibus test

Hosmer and Lemeshow test

Cox and Snell R square
Nagelkerke R square

Predictor variables

Government treats people like me fairly

SE

Gap between expectations and reality
SE

Perceptions of economic deprivation
(retrospective)
SE

Perceptions of economic deprivation
(Prospective)

SE

Financial feelings (angry)
SE

Financial feelings (disgusted)
SE

Financial feelings (uneasy)
SE

Financial feelings (afraid)
SE

Policy satisfaction (crime)
SE

Policy satisfaction (education)
SE

Policy satisfaction (NHS)

18-24 25-34
62.6 61.8
71.4 44.2
51.7 76.5

.000 .001
.000 .014
121 .055
.163 .073

18-24 25-34
-.039 A29*%

.146 .108

-.066 .090
.130 .090
-.082 -.238*
159 .105
373 -.079
.156 110

1.656*** .029

407 .353
1.038* -.045
512 407
.583 -421
.320 221
159 167
.332 .306
214 .047
.136 .105
-.240 .008
131 107
-.079 .087

35-44 45-54 55-64 65+
69.0 76.877.6 82.4
179 95 10.3 0.0
94.9 .798 99.0 99.0

.001 .280 .070 .062
134 .087 .091 740 .
.064 .060 .070 1.05
.089 .089 .105 .084

35-44 45-54 55-64 65+

129 .108 -.082 -.039

126 .164 .188 175

61¥*2 -.011 .089 -.269

.102 129 .186 142

.001 -.207 .012 .021

113 .165 201 .183

-.054 -.158 .059 -.129

.130 .164 .236 .236

-.184 -.929 -.165 411

439 482 .594 .533
.082 625 -.731 -.216

431 .558 719 .559
-.102 -.462 .654 -0.25

271 .300 .398 377
-.262 .168 049 136

.316 401 .350 .295
-.048 259 142 462

119 135 A71 151
-.081 290 .320 -.308

120 .145 A77 .163
.349%* 276 624 154
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SE 147 .100 17 157 189 .158
Policy satisfaction (transport) .480 -.327* -.368 -.063 -.368* .002
SE 141**.099 115 149 .181 .145
N 140 391 472 418 344 533

Note: ***p<0.001; **p<0.01; *p<0.05.

Looking at the 25-34 age group only one variable in the equity fairness model,
perceptions of fair treatment by the governmenstatistically significant

(p<0.000***). For each increase in perceived governmental fairness likelihood of

voting increased by .429. The model is only able to predict between 5.5 per cent and 7.3
per cent of the variance in the outcome and successfully classifies only 44.2 mdr cent
non-voters. Clearly this model tells us little about the reasons the two yogno@ss

stayed away from the polls in 2001 and also has a weak fit for the remaining age
groups. It appears that feelings of economic deprivation have some impact on young
people’s propensity to vote but this does not appear to be attributed to government by
the youngest group. Overall the negative incentives in this model do not fit the data well
and it appears that other incentives to participation need to be examined.

We can see from Table 6.10 that the models in the sociological framework and
their predictor variables have greater explanatory power for our ysuage group, the
18-24 year olds than for the 25-34 year old group. Variables in the social capital model
are important for the youngest group but less so for the 25-34 year olds. Threpredic
variables in the social capital model suggest that, consistent with thaéulieeon young
people’s political participation, those who are involved in political or communigyrsiff
or have been asked to be involved are significantly more likely to vote. Trust in others is
also important for this age group. The significance of these variables supports the idea
that where younger people have higher levels of interpersonal trust in cooper#tion wi
others they are more likely to feel involved in politics and are more likely tolvote.
also suggests that declining or lower levels of social capital among younigsatiche
voters might be an important factor in explaining why fewer young people Unanesl t
out to vote since 1992. For the 25-34 year olds in 2001, the civic voluntarism model
fares best and resources, psychological engagement and political riohikdlampact

on their decision, but far from conclusively.
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Table 6.10 Summary of significant variablesin the sociological framework for 18-
24 and 25-34 year olds

18-24

SC model
SC model
SC model
CV model
CV model
EF model
EF model
EF model

25-34

SC model
CV model
CV model
CV model
EF model

Trust in others ok
Asked to participate *
Volunteering ik
Social class *
Asked to participate *
Perceptions of economic deprivation (Reotpe) *
Financial feelings (angry) il
Policy satisfaction (transport) *kk
Perceived fairness i
Leisure time *
Party mobilisation: telephone call *
Interest in campaign rkk
Government treats people like me fairly * okx

Note: ***p<0.001; **p<0.01; *p<0.05.

The rational voter framework

The cognitive mobilisation model

Table 6.11 Comparison of the performance of the cognitive mobilisation model by

age group
Model fit 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65+
Correctly classified % 68.8 72.2 75.4 79.5 80.5 185.
Non voters correctly classified 60.8 47.1 21.5 56 14 0

Voters correctly classified 75 86.7 96.1 98.5 97.7100

Cox and Snell R square .159 174 .105 .078 116 5 .05
Nagelkerke R square 212 .238 151 122 182  .096
Predictors 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65+
Education qualifications .209 -.082* -.740* 232 633 .237

SE 572 .399 0.372 0.319 0.383 .334
Political knowledge Q1 1.263** .736* 433 -.286 P4 .262

SE 465 373 .459 .669 .59 .52
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Political Knowledge Q2 .946* -1.124* -.971* .642 116 .264
SE .456 327 412 .753 .685  .557
Political knowledge Q3 823+ -.893 1.413 1.81 48 .007
SE .683 .535 1.666 1.904 11 .805
Television coverage -.227 542%xx .284 .083 -.012205

SE 225 015 167 201 21 193
Interest in election -1.144%** - T766%*  -.641** 720" -894 -428
SE .303 19 2 225 27 22
gvt handle crime -.26 -.038 .064 .044 -.329 428
SE A77 142 151 157 204 167
gvt handle education 133 .008 -.065 -.318 .23 235
SE .159 139 .159 176 202 .189
gvt handle the NHS -.04 247 .362%+* .388* 444* 4.8
SE 0.202 132 .149 176 216 173
gvt handle transport .027 -.144 -.266 .098 -1271 4
SE 182 132 .154 72 212 165
N 168 298 382 369 308 489

Note: ***p<0.001; **p<0.01; *p<0.05.

Table 6.11 shows that the cognitive mobilisation model does not fare substantially well

for either of the two youngest groups. However, for both groups, consistent with the

literature on youth turnout, political knowledge was a significant predictbrtwp of

the three political knowledge quiz variables statistically significanttied8-24 year

olds only one other variablaterest in the electiowas significant, but this was also

significant for most of the other age groups. Education and the amount of television

coverage of the election viewed were also significant for the 25-34 year olds. Thos

young people who are more interested and more knowledgeable about politics are more
likely to vote. In the case of the 25-34 year olds education and media use may also have
had its theoretical impact on knowledge and interest. Whilst these factors oveaxlap t
degree with those in the civic voluntarism model, the results do suggest that it would be
wrong to argue that the cognitively mobilised are so frustrated with thecpbsijistem

that they return to vote as a sign of protest or disaffection.
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The general incentives model

Table 6.12 shows that nine of the fourteen variables in the model are statistically
significant for 18-24 year olds and six for the 25-34 year olds. Five of theseare als
significant for the 35-44 year olds, but importantly the model has greater expjana
power for the youngest age groups than it does for any of the older groups. This
indicates that many of the variables in the model are specific to our undergtahdi
why the youngest groups decision to vote or not.

Table 6.12 shows that the model correctly classifies 86 per cent of non voters
and 85 per cent of voters, an overall figure of 85.5 per cent of those in the 18-24 age
group. Cox and Snell and Nagelkerke R square tests show that the model accounts for
between 46.4 per cent and 62 per cent of the variance. Political efficacy, g tiest
respondents can influence politics, is not significant. The two variables measuring
perceived cost, the feeling that people are too busy to vote and the feeling thea polit
activity is too much time and effort are both highly significant. The negatize bet
coefficient for the later indicates that as the perceived costs of votirmgsscthe
likelihood of voting decreased. The three party like/dislike scale varidinbes that
feelings about the Liberal Democrats are significant. Both of the two vesitdsting
the importance of individual benefits received from voting are statistisigihificant at
the 0.000 level. Where individuals in this age group feel satisfaction when they vote or
say they would feel guilty if they did not vote their likelihood of voting increases by
1.259 and 1.249 for each increase on the respective scales. Where they perceive that
voting can make a difference to the way Britain is governed the probabilityiiof the
voting rises by .582 for each increase in the scale. The second group benefits,variabl
the idea that being active in politics equals group benefits, has a negativeerteff
suggesting that each increase in agreement is associated with a dectieaselds of
voting. Two variables test the impact of the perceived benefits to democracyteon sys
benefits of voting. The notion that it is one’s duty to vote did not have a significant
impact on this age group, but where they felt that democracy only works properly if
people vote, the probability of voting rose by .920 for each increase in the scale. The
final two variables in the model look at voting as a social norm. The positive beta
coefficient for the statement thaiost of my family and friends think that voting is a
waste of timendicates that where respondents agree with this statement they are more

likely to vote than not to.
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Table 6.12 Comparison of the performance of the general incentives model by age

group

Model fit 18-24 25-34 35-44  45-54 55-64 65+
Percentage correctly classified 85.5 72.7 78.8 80.1 78.6 85.3

% of non voters correctly classified 86.0 63.6 38.9 35.3 38.3 12.6

% of voters correctly classified 85.0 80.0 93.2 .993 91.5 97.3
Omnibus test 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.05
Hosmer and Lemeshow test .005 .042 .023 .609 .548 380 .
Cox and Snell R square 464 .251 .257 227 217 4 .11
Nagelkerke R square .620 .336 .375 .342 .324 .204
Predictor variables 18-24 25-34 35-44  45-54 55-64 65+
Efficacy -.164 227* .251 -.018 144 .039
SE 132 .075 .099 .108 123 .109
Political activity too much time and

effort .653** .513** -.010 .031 .017 -.058
SE 242 .165 191 .237 .240 .256
People are too busy to vote -1.027*%*  -451* - 470 -.401* .846**  -.106
SE .188 151 .167 190 .240 .218
How do you feel about the Labour

party? 173 -.081 -.074 .002 .164 -.110
SE .138 .089 .103 .098 .107 111
How do you feel about the

Conservative party? .089 .079 -.029 .053 .198 -.045
SE 131 .075 .103 .102 117 123
How do you feel about the Liberal

Democrats? .341** A15%* 137 142 .155 -.027
SE 116 .089 .105 114 .118 114
| feel a sense of satisfaction when |

vote 1.259** 265 .096 -.324 -.068 .519
SE .355 .160 .107 .250 .301 .345
| would feel very guilty if | did not

vote in a general election 1.249**  -358*  -.610%*-424* -.447 -.398
SE .268 .136 .183 .207 .238 .268
Being active in politics equals

group benefits -.759* -.410* -.528 231 -.503 -672
SE .307 176 .262 .310 .299 .324
Voting makes a difference .582* -.050 -.108 -.469* .233 .029
SE .267 .166 191 .227 .261 .256
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Duty to vote -.284 .033 .303 .920* .210 511
SE .284 .153 .228 .292 .278 315

Democracy only works properly if
most people vote .920* .155 -.049 -.395 .354 A74
SE 377 .204 207 .298 404 .362

Most of my family and friends
think that voting is a waste of time ~ .667** 107 038 -427* .255 137
SE .251 .136 .183 .203 232 .278

Most people around here voted in

the general election -.009 -.147 .532 -.071 269 19.2
SE .253 .148 202 .223 .261 242
N 155 214 244 230 281 268

Note: ***p<0.001; **p<0.01; *p<0.05.

The general incentives model also predicts the voting behaviour of the 25-34 group with
some accuracy. Unlike their younger counterparts, efficacy is impoot#mstage

group along with costs. Individual and groups benefits are also significant, but
interestingly system benefits and social norms are less importacadyftand costs

were also important for 35-44 year olds in 2001 as were social norms, but benefits had a

lesser impact.

6.3.3 Maodédlinginteraction effects

The analysis so far reveals that clearly the general incentives modeélsiongest fit,
confirming Clarke et al’'s (2004) findings, but three of the models of voter turnout, the
civic voluntarism, the social capital and the cognitive mobilisation models, provide
important additional information on the factors specific to electoral turnout amongs
today’s young adults. Before discussing the implications of these resslteitessary

to perform a test to verify the statistical significance of the difisgdbetween the age

groups in the models. Tables 6.13-6.15 use the whole 2001 BES data set to interact age
with each of the significant variables in the above models. Age is coded 18-24: 1, 25+:
0. Table 6.13 interacts the significant variables in the civic voluntarism model and
confirms that social class and political recruitment have a greatet effehe 18-24

groups than on the other age group. Table 6.14 does the same for the social capital
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model, confirming that for 18-24 year olds social trust was a more importamt ifact
their decision to vote than for other age groups. The interactions for the remaining
variables in the social capital model do not fully support the separate age group
analysis. Volunteering is not significant when interacted with age, whiistiped
fairness of others is a more important factor here than in the age group mabtl&ds. T
6.15 interacts the political knowledge variables included in the cognitive mobilisation
model, showing that one of the three knowledge variables is significant. Inasymm
whilst the results of the interactions do not confirm the statistical signdeof all the
difference in the age group models, they still support the conclusion that sassal c
social capital and political knowledge were key predictors important to the y&iunge

groups of adult’s decision to vote in 2001 and 2005.

Table 6.13 Interaction termsin the civic voluntarism mode

Base Model Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4
Educational qualifications - 494%kk L ARG ABTFX - 4T78%*
Social class .309** .318** -.244 -.355
Leisure time .140* 175 171 173
Asked to participate A464** A3T7** A44** 1.567
Anyone convince to vote -.201 -.164 -.17 -.16
Party mobilisation: home 157 .148 143 129
Party mobilisation: telephone .486* .450* 463* 487
Voluntary activity -.045 -.056 -.055 -.053
Political efficacy .034 .043 .041 .042
Interest in campaign -.483*** - AB5* L AABrr* - 84%**
Strength of partisanship .216** 247** 249**  253**

Control variables

Age 456%** 456%** AB6***
Gender -.14
Ethnicity .004

Interacted variables

Social class*Age .282%** .282%**
Asked to participate*Age 1.549*

Table 6.14 Interaction termsin the social capital model

Base model Model1l Model2 Model3 Model 4 Model 5

Trust in others .289 .289** 275 275 275
Perceived fairness of others 42 A20%** A25%** A25%** A25%**
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Recruited to politics/com affairs .071 071 -.040%** -.040%** -.040%**
Volunteered .088 .088*** .089*** .089*** .089***

Control variables

Age .286*** .286*** .248*** .248*** .248***
Gender (0 female, 1 male) -.113
Ethnicity (0 other, 1 white British) -.03

Interacted variables

Trust*Age .058** .058** .058** .058**
Perceived fairness*Age .058** .058** .058**
Recruited*Age -.443 -.443
Volunteered*Age -.403

Table 6.15 Interaction termsin the cognitive mobilisation model

Base model Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4 Model 5
Education qualifications -.552%** -.176 -.172 -.182 -.182
Political knowledge Q1 .601*** .581xx* .654 .578 .623*
Political Knowledge Q2 549x* 439 439* .306 .405
Political knowledge Q3 -.316 =177 -.18 -.167 1.304
Television coverage .175* .206 .208 .206* .215*
Interest in election -.807*** - 733%* - 734%* - 731 - 739%**
gvt handle crime -.114 -.082 -.081 -.082 -.084
gvt handle education -.093 -.101 -1 -.103 -.091
gvt handle the NHS .226%*+* .278* 277 277* .266**
gvt handle transport -.047 -.059 -.062 -.053 -.076

Control variables

Age .184*** .184*** .184*** .184***
Gender -.580*** -.580*** -.580*** -.580***
Ethnicity -.101

Interacted variables

knowledge 1 * Age -.036
knowledge 2 * Age .067
knowledge 3 * Age -.674*

6.34 Prédiminary conclusions

The data analysis confirms the conclusions presented by Clarke et al (20@4¢ that
general incentives model provides a range of variables that are ¢atema

understanding of the decision to vote in Britain. The model performs particulatly wel
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for the youngest age group, the 18-24 years olds. These young citizens appear to have
assessed the costs and benefits of voting in 2001 and influenced by others around them,
most decided not to vote. The similarity of the finding that the general incentives
models is strongest in its predictive power, to that of the BES team at Egs®sitive

and it would suggest the analysis is procedurally and technically robust. Tiednoét
splitting the data into separate age groups for the analysis provides adlditiona
information which would not have been available had the alternative methods of
including a dummy variable for age in each model been used. This method would not
have enabled me to address the uniqueness of a generation of young people as
adequately. The results of the data analysis suggest the need to build a model of youth
turnout which incorporates a range of other predictors. The following discussion
outlines how these variables may come together to form a new model, whithibwi

to test in Chapter seven.

We might have expected a pivotality calculation (efficacy), to have played a key
role in the 18-24 year olds decision to vote, given that, as discussed in Chapter two, one
of the most frequently cited reasons by young people for their lack of engagement
formal politics is that they feel unable to ‘make a difference’, thafisience, formal
politics. However, it appears that the youngest group of voters in 2001 were not
motivated by whether or not their vote was pivotal. One of the most cited explanations
for low levels of electoral turnout is based on closeness of electoral coompéity.,

Pattie and Johnston 2001; Curtice 2005). When an election is seen as a foregone
conclusion many voters decide not to vote as their vote is unlikely to influence the
outcome. The 2001 British general election was widely seen as a foregonesioncl
Whilst this explanation appears to hold for the 25-34 year olds, for whom effgcacy i
significant the youngest group do not appear to have been influenced by the lack of
electoral competition. This is interesting as it shows that there arg tiikbe different
factors affecting the decisions of the two youngest groups. It suggests tbed a m
competitive election is likely to increase turnout in this age group. It also aghagr
there is a life-cycle component to rational choice calculations. The 18-Rdlgsa
appear to be concerned with a range of somewhat more ideological group amd syste
benefits, but looking at the 25-34 year olds these considerations are dropped and
replaced by a purer rational choice calculation that focuseslomdual benefits and a

pivotality calculation.
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Consistent with rational choice accounts of political behaviour the youngest
group of enfranchised citizens in 2001 did make an assessment of the costs and benefits
of voting. Those who felt that they would acquire individual benefits from voting were
more likely to vote, as long as the costs did not outweigh these benefits. It dppears
25-34 year olds were less concerned with ‘system’ and ‘group benefits. They wer
concerned primarily with purely individual rational cost-benefits cal@anatincluding
a judgement of whether their vote was significant. Whilst the general iveentodel
was strongest in its overall predictive power, one of the advantages of thedselect
method of logistic regression is that it enables the identification of variabieh are
uniquely significant for young people from all the other models outlined. These can
then be pooled to draw out a set of hypotheses and model these using similar regression

methods.

Table 6.16 Summary of significant variablesin sociological and rational voter

models

18-24

SC model Trust in others .000***
SC model Asked to participate .006**
SC model Volunteering 001 x>
CV model Social class .033*

CV model Asked to participate .006**
EF model Perceptions of economic deprivation (Reotpe) .017*
EF model Financial feelings (angry) .000***
EF model Policy satisfaction (transport) 001 x>
CM model Political knowledge 1 .007**
CM model Political knowledge 2 .037*
CM model Interest in election .000***
Gl model Political activity too much time and effor .007**
Gl model People are too busy to vote .000***
Gl model How do you feel about the Liberal DemogPat .03*

Gl model | feel a sense of satisfaction when | vote .000***
Gl model I would feel very guilty if | did not vote a general election .000***
Gl model Being active in politics equals group Heage .014*

Gl model Voting makes a difference .030*

Gl model Democracy only works properly if most pleogote .015*

Gl model Most of my family and friends think thatting is a waste of time .008**
25-34

SC model Perceived fairness .000***
CV model Leisure time .041*

CV model Party mobilisation: telephone call .040*
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CV model Interest in campaign .000***
EF model Government treats people like me fairly 000*
CM model Education .041*

CM model Political knowledge 1 .048*

CM model Political knowledge 2 -.001***
CM model Television coverage of the election .000**
CM model Interest in the election .000***
Gl model Efficacy .003**

Gl model Political activity too much time and effor .002**

Gl model People are too busy to vote .00 x**
Gl model How do you feel about the Liberal DemogPat .000***
Gl model | would feel very guilty if | did not vote a general election .008**
Gl model Being active in politics equals group Hege .020*

Overall the models in the sociological framework perform less well than ithtise
rational voter framework. We might expect sociological explanations fandedh the
youth vote to fare relatively badly given that the sociological factobstie change
gradually over time rather than from election to election. However, given thatutur
has declined among the youngest age groups at the last three electiormsdnalke to
conclude that long-term factors might also be at work. Other research hamedrtfie
importance of considering variables in rational choice, social capital aod ci
voluntarism model (Fieldhouse et al 2007).

It is clear that whilst the rational choice focused models fare bettertt@an t
sociologically focused ones; the latter have something very important to a&d to th
conclusions. Of particular importance is the social capital model which fares lynique
well amongst the 18-24 year old age group when compared to the other five groups. The
model manages to classify 92.7 per cent of non-voters in this age group, and three of its
four composite variables are significant at least to the 0.01** level. Thisneray st
indication of the need to build a testable hypothesis of generational change which
incorporates ideas of increased individual rationality, the key finding of Clagts e
(2004) analysis, but which also takes into account the significance of norms of
reciprocity and trust which the social capital model aims to operationalise.

The socio-cultural version of the social capital model briefly outlined at the
beginning of this chapter, works on the basis that ‘civic engagement and sstial tr
form a mutually reinforcing syndrome’ (Putnam 2000). The data analysis sutgests
today’s young people are less likely to be recruited into politics or commiiains a
and have lower levels of trust in others than previous generations did. An important

feature in the rational cost-benefit version of the social capital model ibitig af
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groups and institutions to produce desired outputs and, by doing so generate trust
(Becker 1975, 2001; Coleman 1988). Trust in this sense is based on the extent to which
individuals receive particular benefits from institutions and is reliant on thiy aibi
institutions to deliver policies that address multiple needs. The data armlggjests
the need to look more closely at levels of social capital amongst young pedple a
understand if, how and why these different forms of capital are declining.

A key feature of the social capital thesis is that citizens make informézksho
to participate and become active in community politics on the basis of political
knowledge. Research has shown that levels political knowledge among young people
have fallen in the last ten years or so (e.g., Park 2000). The data analysis appea
confirm that political knowledge is an important determinant of the decision to vote for
young citizens. The significance of the political knowledge variables in thetiseg
mobilisation model suggest that one of the key questions for future research to address
is where young people receive their political information from and how this has
changed in the last ten years. Norris et al (1999) found that 17-24 year oldbavere t
least likely of all groups to report the regular watching of television news ogutarky
read a newspaper. Research has also found that television was the main source of
political information for most first-time voters (Harrison and Diecke 2000; Huetsa
2002). If young people do not watch television news, but get most of their information
about politics from television — what kinds of information are they exposed to and how
does this affect their political orientations?

Of the other variables especially significant to the youngest groupal slass
is amongst the most striking, and perhaps most important to consider in more detail,
given its importance traditionally as a predictor of political behaviour. Asisé&d in
Chapter two, it is generally accepted that social class has had a dedifhiagde on
political participation as class secularism and partisan dealignmen¢érnezhknd
blurred the distinctions and anchors to voting behaviour. We also might expect class to
figure as a more prominent predictor of turnout amongst those older generations who
were socialised in an era before traditional class divisions declined. Tablearin the
equity fairness model add to the case for investigating social class. Ydueg people
perceive themselves to be likely to experience economic hardship, which tte mig
expect to be a proxy for social class, they were less likely to vote as weremioms

reported themselves to be ‘angry’ about their economic situation.
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The empirical evidence presented points to the need to test explanations which
take into account the impact of social and political change. Social psychology
explanations of political participation argue that early life expergemogrint political
psychological attachments on voters, most notably partisan attachments. pless ty
explanation point to the need to understand the political socialisation of thistgenera
of young non-voters. Those aged between 18 and 35 in 2001 were socialised in a unique
social and political environment of accelerated individualisation and the matiagtis
of society and by the increasingly negative reporting of politics by the medaly
socialisation experiences imprint political psychological attachmentstersyd is
reasonable to conclude that negative early experiences could similarlficdondi
political participation.

If the early political socialisation of a generation of young people, those who
came of age in the Thatcher era and after, and who were first eligibleetm\201,
was comparable to previous generations, lacking in the traditional cues tapolitic
participation, then this group are likely to have been affected disproportionately by
shorter-term ‘period’ factors. These factors, | suggest, may have in theepas
reduced or mitigated by psychological attachments. But in the absence ddriiesea
unique political period — an era of hegemonic politics, with one party dominating
electoral politics for long periods — this generation experienced no examplestimies
changing governments and little to persuade them it was worthwhile voting. To
compound this situation, many of this generation, reached their teens towazdd thfe
the Thatcher administration and during the Major years in government. This was a
period dominated by the negative reporting of politics by the media, as thevativeer
government struggled to deal with the highest rate of ministerial réisigrd any
previous parliament that century. Between 1992 and 1996, fifteen MPs and Ministers
resigned, only three of them on policy related grounds, the remainder over personal
conduct. These problems were compounded by persistent divisive splits in the
government over Europe and, even after John Major’s victory in the 1995 leadership

election, the continual battle for succession (Butler and Kavanagh 1997).

Towards atheory of modern youth turnout

On the basis of this elaboration of the findings of the data analysis presented in thi

Chapter, it is possible to outline some hypotheses through which to explain a
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generational change in voter turnout which aim to account for the disproportionate

decline in the youth vote since 1992.

1. Today’s young people are not endowed with as strong a partisan framework
through which to understand and engage in formal politics.
2. This is a generation who were socialised in a significantly lessipatbcy,

reciprocal and social trust-forming environment than their predecessors.

These changes have meant that:

3. In the absence of an environment conducive to forming traditional psychological
attachments to political parties and politics and through which to understand
political issues; and in the absence of an environment conducive to forming
close social networks to achieve common collective aims; young people are
more susceptible to the factors associated with their early politicalisatian.

4. Two aspects of the period of their socialisation are particularly important i
understanding their participatory and attitudinal characteristicdyfitise
hegemonic political period they experienced, where elections were seeketo ma
little difference to governments.

Secondly, they are exposed to, and are more susceptible to less valuable political
information to form their political knowledge and engagement, than previous

generations were.

Lastly, given the significance of social class and economic relateabiesito the
prediction of turnout amongst the youngest generation, these factors andanéytic
evident amongst young working class citizens, who are less likely to hexgaéive
mechanisms for political engagement, social capital and are less likeyetxposed to
high value information sources. Chapter seven expands on this broad theory and the
findings of the data analysis conducted in this chapter and attempts to testticdieore
explanation of low turnout amongst young people derived from these as well as the

secondary literature.
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Chapter 7

Towards a generational model of youth disengagement in

Britain

7.1 I ntroduction

In the preceding chapters the thesis has sought to outline the uniqueness of recent

cohorts of British citizens voting behaviour. The data analysis identifiedinedegc

turnout at British General Elections since 1992 amongst all age groups. But it finds tha

the decline has been disproportionately located amongst the youngest sedhens of

population. Looking at the life-cycles of previous age cohorts, these declines are

unprecedented and it would appear, although this cannot be demonstrated conclusively,

that generational changes are at least part of the explanation. Whkilstiirely

possible that this cohort could return to follow a similar life-cycle turnoutctiae to

previous generations, it would be unprecedented in modern British electoral history for

a cohort to make such a significant change. What we can conclude is that thetse cohor

are unique in the sense that their participatory characteristics havebeenewritnessed

before. Chapter six built on the result of the bivariate analysis a set oidogggtession

models using 2001 BES survey data, revealing that for the youngest two age groups —

those whose turnout fell most dramatically in 2001- the key predictors of theilodecis

to vote were social capital, social class and political knowledge. This cleafablishes

an evidence based link between these variables in the context of electoral change.
Investigating political change by focusing on a society’s youngestgiis

always prone to problems associated with separating life-cycle, period ant cohor

effects. It is acknowledged that it is impossible to conclusively deman#tiatthese

variables are linked in such a way as to comprehensively account for the sharp drops i
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turnout in 1997 and 2001. These limitations are largely the result of a lack of panel data
needed to track individuals over time. However, having recognised these limjtations
there is a strong prima facie case which will be elaborated in this chgipéar the

evidence available, that recent cohorts have experienced a unique combination of long
and short-term social and political changes that help explain their rececipptory
characteristics.

We can trace the origins of electoral change in Britain to the movement away
from a frozen electoral arena, towards a more open market for votes. The evidence
suggests that broad changes in how citizens identify with politics and pqiartees
are likely to have played a critical role in shaping a generation of modern.\Byetse
1970s stable attachment between social groups and political parties came intmquest
Butler and Stokes had argued that socialisation played a crucial role imdquarty
attachments. Those growing up in the mid to late 1970s and after, who came of voting
age in the 1990s, experienced an altogether different political socialisatiorrto thei
predecessors. The dynamics of modern political participation in this era need to be
understood through the move from a stable aligned era of political support to a
dealigned modern era. The findings of the data analysis can be understood through a
nuanced approach to three prominent explanations for class and partisan dealignment
since the 1970s. Firstly, the idea of class secularisation, according to whiholass
identities and values are weakening as classes lose their cohesion; sehahtigtors
deriving from the performance of political parties are generatingspartiealignment;
and lastly, the idea associated with the work of Russell Dalton and Ronald Ihgiehar
electorates have undergone a period of ‘cognitive mobilisation’ and theis &vel
political sophistication have rendered political parties functionally obs@fegeehart
1977, 1990, 1997 and Dalton 2003).

Class secularisation is usually held to derive from various types of social
mobility. The main source of this mobility in Britain has been the declining
manufacturing sector and the replacement of manual jobs associated wigttibris s
with non-manual positions in the service sector. Social mobility has had two important
consequences. Firstly, it has weakened the relationship between classrandihet
1992 British Election Survey shows that, while 58 per cent of the static workirsg clas
supported Labour, and only 17 per cent of the static middle class did so, 31 per cent of
those who experienced upward mobility from manual to non-manual status voted for the
party (Webb 2000: 73). This social mobility increased steadily from the 1960s — with
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the vast majority experiencing upward mobility (Ibid). Thatcher era refacoslerated
class secularisation by ending many traditional working class soureagptdyment
and by creating a new generation of entrepreneurs with totally differens\altiee
solidaristic class based values held by their predecessors. | willthagube period
also had a dramatic impact on working class social cohesion as the Thatcher
government weakened the power of the trade unions and their membership declined.
The second explanation for partisan dealignment relates the performance of
political parties. One school of thought argues that as countries became mplexcom
and more difficult to govern, trust amongst the electorate for politics,qiats and
political institutions was undermined (e.g., Birch 1984). Another argument about the
performance of political parties argues that party strategies hanealsource of
dealignment (Webb 2000). The extent to which young adults have remained aligned to
political parties and the factors that could further influence their dealigrament
relatively rarely discussed by political scientists. | will contend tthefailure of
political parties since 1979 to respond to electoral defeat and provide effective
competition in subsequent elections seems likely to have weakened voter’'s sense of
political efficacy. | will also argue that whilst we might understandridwesformation
of political parties to ‘catch-all’ organisations as a rational responsarbigpto a
dealigning electorate, it may have had the effect of further undernaning
identification young people have with political parties. To understand thisrwe ca
examine the ‘paradox of voting'. If voters act rationally, the paradox is thattie at
all given that their individual vote is unlikely to influence the outcome of any etecti
But the majority of voters do. We can perhaps best understand this paradox by
suggesting that voters probably were not, and probably still are not, (completely)
rational. At least part of the reason they voted was because of their political
socialisation and enduring party attachments. But in a dealigned era, cuargey
citizens have little or no experience of voting and have no psychological attgslme
political parties. In these circumstances their sense of politicaheffiis likely to be
weakened if they are offered little choice between the political partéetha nature of
the electoral contest, revealed through pre-election polls and the media stheate
their vote is unlikely to have any impact. It may be rational not to vote. Thus the
interaction of long-term (class and partisan dealignment) and short-sekoflclear
difference between parties and lack of electoral competition, poligggmony) would

appear to be plausible reasons for disproportionate youth turnout.
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A third explanation for partisan dealignment is that citizens are more
sophisticated consumers of politics today than ever before and that they no loxdger nee
political parties to provide cues in evaluating political issues. This leages th
particularly exposed to other sources of political information. Scholars widetyiicon
that the most important of all these sources of information is televisioro(C2003).
Cognitive mobilisation theory implies the need to investigate the increase@ase in
political information and its quality, as well as important distributionalessThere is
an increasing body of research investigating the role of the mass media and i
informational function (e.g., Norris 1999, 2000a, 2000b, 2001; Semetko 1999). Whilst it
is beyond the scope of the thesis to investigate in detail the influence of a ghangin
media environment, | will outline a case, based on the existing literature and the
available evidence, for future research which investigates changulig oumsumption
habits and their impact on political participation and wider civic engagement.

There is good evidence that the types of politics that young people are involved
in are changing (e.g., Marsh et al 2007 and Dalton 2008) and from Chapters four and six
of this thesis that young people appear to be unique in their attitudinal and pamycipat
characteristics. This would suggest that a further explanation for contirassdacid
partisan alignment might lie in the formative socialisation experiencgsuofy people.

One of the central arguments in electoral research is that between tbenpart
identification and issue voting schools. Issue-voting models were seen to be more
appropriate in accounting for the voting behaviour of an increasingly sophisticated a
rational electorate. Childhood socialisation and habitual group and party tieseerre s
as less important on this basis. Clarke et al (2004) argue that modern partisanship
conforms more to the accumulation of party performance assessments thariattiees
social-psychological concept of an enduring affective attachment. Theg trat a
‘valence model’ of political participation best accounts for patterns of turnout atyd par
support in recent elections. Although Clarke et al (2004) are critical of tie-soc
psychological conception of partisanship from the early British Electionestuttiieir
conclusions point to an important way in which we might distinguish between today’s
young voters from their older predecessors. Partisan or anti-partisatyidesgi now

be conditioned by party and leadership evaluations rather than long-term social
psychological attachments. This might be one reason why the operationalisation of
Partisan Identification in the BES does not appear to be a predictor of youth farnout

the previous chapter.
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At least since the work of Mannheim (1928) social scientists have been
interested in the idea that youth is a critical period for the developmentiof@sti
values and beliefs. During these impressionable years, young people atdgobrtic
receptive to political ideas but also to the prevailing social climate and philosoph
Once established, these beliefs and values will tend to crystallise hiidestand will
often persist through an individual’s life. If recent cohorts of young people hane bee
exposed to a unigue social and political environment then this might help explain why
they are unique in terms of their political behaviour and attitudes. Moreover, @ stron
reason for suspecting that we might be witnessing a generational changeaalpolit
participation stems from the work of Franklin (2004) whose cross-nationalaiesear
shows that there is a strong habitual element to voting behaviour. Those who vote at
their first few elections are likely to acquire the habit of voting and continug doi at
subsequent elections, but, those who abstain are likely to acquire the habit of abstaining.
The impact of being raised during a period of class and partisan dealignmemveay
meant that recent generations were particularly susceptible to thetaufritexr first
electoral experience. If the psychological engagement with politrogedgrom
partisanship and social group identity has a strong informational function, which we
might suspect given research showing the politically relevant informatslakle
from daily life experiences (Fiorina 1990; Popkin 1991), then it may be that today’s
youth are simply not endowed with the same kinds of information and impetus towards
political engagement. With this in mind one task of this thesis is to use the available
evidence to try and understand how particular long and short-term social and political
circumstances have impacted on a generation of young citizens. How do the earlie
findings of the data analysis - the importance of social capital, soass &hd political
knowledge help us to understand what was specific about the political socialisation of
young adults in the late 1970s and 1980s that impacted on their turnout characteristics
in such a dramatic way? The data analysis revealed that it was amongstgbads
between 18-34 at the 2001 general election that turnout declined most dramatically
This age group can be described as ‘Thatcher’s children’. The oldest of this group
experienced their political socialisation firmly in the Thatcher era an@lnealdy had
the opportunity to vote at three previous elections in 1987, 1992 and 1997.

One of the most significant aspects of this period was the Conservative
government under Margaret Thatcher’s battle with the trade unions. The dec¢hee of

unions signified a decline in the key linkage between working class voters anckpoliti
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and meant that future generations of working class people were signyfiesstl
exposed to traditional working class social networks through which partisan
attachments and social group reciprocity are likely to have been reinforced, and
channels of participation embedded. Some of the younger portion of the 18-34 year olds
in 2001 had their first opportunity to vote in 1997, after New Labour, under Tony Blair,
had moved to the right, closing in on the centre — centre/right ground previously
occupied by the Conservative Party. This would have undoubtedly presented first time
voters with a less clear distinction between the parties, although many brédikave
voted for New Labour as a means of unseating the beleaguered Conservative’'s. One
guestion, given the idea that this generation were susceptible to the experiehegs of t
formative political period, is whether their attitudes and participatoryacteristics
were affected most by the final years of the Major government, or by tiloel pe
between 1997 and 2001, when many voted for the first time. We might suspect the
former because of the nature of the Conservative Party’s demise between 1992 and
1997, but there may be reasons why Tony Blair’s first term in office hadieubeart
impact, given its media managed and highly centralised tendencies.

With these questions and explanations in mind and based on the evidence of the
data analysis in Chapters four and six, we can return to the theoretical ideapeitvel
at the end of Chapter six to specify some research question for examination in the
remainder of the chapter. The general idea behind the theory is that a combination of
long-term factors rooted in class and partisan dealignment, combined widttibres f
associated with the political period a generation of young voters were sxtialisave
had profound consequences for their voting behaviour. Whilst we cannot yet be sure
whether these characteristics are ‘habits’, it is reasonable to suspenay be the

case, and to test these evidence based assumptions.
7.2  Theoretical explanationsfor low youth turnout
1. Today’s young people are not endowed with as strong a partisan framework
through which to understand and engage in formal politics as their predecessors.
2. This is a generation who were socialised in a significantly lessipatocy,

reciprocal and social trust forming environment than their predecessors.

These changes have meant that:
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3. Inthe absence of an environment conducive to forming traditional psychological
attachments to political parties and politics and through which to understand
political issues; as well as one of close social networks; young peopl®ae m
susceptible to the factors associated with their political socialisation.

4. Three aspects of the period of their socialisation are particularly imparta
understanding their participatory and attitudinal characteristics; a loagem
political period; the ideological convergence of the main political parties; and
the political information environment through which their political knowledge
and engagement was conditioned.

5. Working class citizens, who are less likely to have alternative mecharusms f
political engagement, social capital and are less likely to be exposed to
alternative high value information sources are most likely to be negatively
affected.

The theory argues that the forces of change at work between 1979 and the early 1990s
hit those socialised during the Thatcher era and becoming eligible to vote after 1992
most acutely. These young adults were socialised outside the reach aflithental
mobilisation forces associated with partisan identification and sociahkdnpit this has
been particularly significant for working class young people who rely onrawer set

of alternative networks through which they receive and consolidate their gatities.

Two key features of the political period in which they were socialised tuineed off

from politics. Firstly, they came of age in a hegemonic period where The Qainger

Party (1979-1997) and New Labour (1997-2001) had virtually unchallenged political
tenures. For this generation, yet to acquire the habit of voting, there seeiaguabiliit

in voting, as their vote was perceived to make no difference to electoral outcomes.
Secondly, during the later part of this period, post-1992, as the cohorts became eligible
to vote for the first time in 1997 or 2001, the two main parties converged on the centre
ground. New Labour’s apparent shift right under Tony Blair left young people,
particularly those from working class backgrounds, unsure about the differences
between the major parties. This shift affected young people most as they lad ye
establish habitual patterns of political allegiance. The idea that yoopiepee not
endowed with a strong framework through which to condition their understanding and

engagement in politics is tested in research question two, below. The second efement
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the theory of change — that this generation were socialised in a lesgpatoticand

social trust forming environment is also examined in question two, which also looks at

class differences. Question 4 probes the idea that this cohort may have beemgpgrticul

affected by factors associated with the political period during which theg chage.

The notion that these young adults are not exposed to a valuable political information

environment is examined in question 5, whilst the idea that these effects are most

pronounced amongst working class groups is addressed through all five questions.
The most difficult aspect of the theory to test is the idea that as a rethét of

changes outlined young people are more ‘susceptible’ to the factors assoaathat

their early political socialisation. One way of addressing this is to look at the

relationship between social networks, partisanship and levels of political knowledge

(question 2).

Resear ch questions:

1. What evidence is there that working class people rely on a narrower set bf socia
networks than middle class people?

2. Have traditional social networks, partisanship and levels of political knowledge
declined more among working class people than middle class people since
1979?

3. What evidence is there that working class social networks and partisan identity
were important to levels of political knowledge?

4. What evidence is there that factors associated with the political period 1979-
2001 exacerbated the disinclination of young people, particularly those from
working class backgrounds, to vote?

5. If young people are increasingly reliant on the media for political infoomati
how has the media environment they are exposed to and the media they are

consuming changed?

7.3  Question 1. What evidence is there that working class people rely on a
narrower set of social networks than middle class people?

One of the problems with researching social capital is the conceptual vagudnes
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surrounds the concept. This gives rise to obvious measurement and comparability
problems. These problems, in part, stem from the differing origins of the terral Soci
capital’s theoretical precursors can be found in the works of many of the @adly s
and political theorists from Aristotle, de Tocqueville and Adam Smith. Howewmte
conceptions can largely be traced to the work of three key authors — Bourdieu and
Passeron (1976), Coleman (1988) and Putnam (1993, 1995a, 1995b, 2000) — who take
quite different approaches to its measurement. Bourdieu used social capitayata
explain how economic forces create and maintain capitalist culture. He edojhas
economic, cultural, and social capital were convertible. For example, the uggssrscl
convert economic capital into cultural and social capital by sending theireshiialr
private schools. Social and cultural capital gain their value because pethpstatus
recognise the value of each other’s capital, so even though these capitalsadeoyt
individuals (and individual families) they have collective effects.

Coleman’s view of social capital placed more emphasis on the collectivésaspec
of social capital, and less on it as a tool of social control. He argued that ‘sqital ¢
is defined by its function. It is not a single entity but a variety of diffenetities, with
two elements in common: they all consist of some aspect of social structurdgynd t
facilitate certain actions of actors’ (Coleman 1988: 98). This functionaéigt of social
capital rings true on many levels, but raises substantial questions aboutevtatt¢ept
includes and what it does not. Coleman outlines three aspects of social capital:
obligations and expectations, information flow capability, and norms accompanied by
sanctions. The most obvious common ground between Coleman and Bourdieu is the
notion that social capital can be converted into other forms of capital.

However, it was Putnam’s work on social capital in Italy and his later book on
America that became most influential in the social sciences. Putnam (1993) éngt
the differential success of the regional governments in Italy resutien stable
differences in social capital between the regions. For Putnam the ragitesNorth of
Italy tended to have the most successful governments and these areas algb had hi
levels of social capital as measured by membership or participation inesissad
organisations and high levels of reported social trust between strangers. Regional
governments in the south of the country were typically less effective and were
characterised by high levels of distrust between strangers, with people tortheg t
families for trust and support. Putnam found that in these regions membership in

voluntary organisations was very much lower and that the predominant social
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organisation was hierarchical in nature, with relationships often based on pa@odage
power. However, it was Putnam’s (1995Db) Ithiel de Sola Pool lecture which caused
much controversy and sparked debate in the academic literature. Here Prgimnedn a
that the USA was witnessing a dramatic decline in social capital. Sopitdlcaas
defined by Putnam as ‘features of social life-networks, norms, and trust-tbé ena
participants to act together more effectively to pursue shared obje¢fPreaam

1995b: 664). He concluded in his lecture that:

The concept of ‘civil society’ has played a central role in the recent global
debate about the preconditions for democracy and democratization. In the
newer democracies this phrase has properly focused attention on the need to
foster a vibrant civic life in soils traditionally inhospitable to self-government.

In the established democracies, ironically, growing numbers of citizens are
guestioning the effectiveness of their public institutions at the very moment when
liberal democracy has swept the battlefield, both ideologically and

geopolitically. In America, at least, there is reason to suspect that this
democratic disarray may be linked to a broad and continuing erosion of civic
engagement that began a quarter-century ago. High on our scholarly agenda
should be the question of whether a comparable erosion of social capital may be
under way in other advanced democracies, perhaps in different institutional and
behavioral guises. High on America's agenda should be the question of how to
reverse these adverse trends in social connectedness, thus restoring civic

engagement and civic trust (Putnam 1995: 77).

Here Putnam raised the question of whether the decline of social capital he found in
America was mirrored in other democracies. In Bowling Alone (2000) Putnam provides
the most detailed exposition of his arguments. His data demonstrates that icaAmer
voting, political knowledge, political trust, and grassroots political actiaissrall

down. His research revealed that Americans sign 30 per cent fewer petitibaise a0

per cent less likely to join a consumer boycott, as compared to the decades psior to hi
research. He also found that these declines were equally visible in non-political
community life: membership and activity in all sorts of local clubs and civic and
religious organisations fell at an accelerating pace. In the mid-1970s tageave

American attended some sort of club meeting every month, but by 1998 that rate of
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attendance had been cut by nearly 60 per cent.

Putnam’s second set of findings revealed changes in informal social activity.
Putnam found that in 1975 the average American entertained friends at home 15 times
per year; but the equivalent figure in 1998 was half that. He found that virtually all
leisure activities that involve doing something with someone else, from playing
volleyball to playing chamber music, are declining. But here Putnam distivegui
between what he calls ‘machers’, those who are involved in more formal types of
activity and ‘schmoozers’ who spend more time in informal friendship and family
groups. The distinction is important because ‘machers’ for Putnam tend to be better
educated, have higher incomes and are disproportionately home-owners, whereas
informal social involvement is common at all levels of the social hierarchsndtor
community involvement, Putnam argues is relatively modest early in lifkingea
middle age and declining with retirement according to what we understand as a life-
cycle effect of social participation. But, ‘informal social involvement foidine
opposite path over the life-cycle, peaking among young adults, entering a lang decl
as family and community obligations press in, the rising again with retirement
(Putnam 2000: 94). This point, which | will return to later, has important ramaficati
for research into youth participation in politics. The third set of findings Putham
revealed relate to social trust. Putnam is careful to distinguish betweahtsgstiand
trust in government or other social institutions (Ibid: 137). He found that Ameacans
more tolerant of one another than were previous generations, but they trust one another
less.

These three foundational views of social capital have significant areas of
overlap, but there are also some very important incompatibilities. Bourdieu’s
conception of social capital is relatively dark. Putnam’s language isdadfier, and
seems to regard association between people as positive in its own right. Coleman’s
perspective, while viewing social capital as more neutral, emphasisesetio¢ social
capital as a precursor of human capital. While these differences are théytlmake
the task of measuring or assessing social capital far more chadiengis is further
complicated because there is a lack of data sets with sufficient politetabaial
capital variables to test the relationship between political factors arad cagital over
time. This is a particular issue for a longitudinal research designetbled 80
understand the explanatory role of social capital in the investigation of changin

electoral turnout.
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Social capital and youth research

Conceptualising and measuring social capital is further complicated whemtpous
young people by research showing that standard approaches to measurement and
conceptualisation are inappropriate to the lives of young people (Harper 2001; Whiting
and Harper 2003). Standard measures of social capital indicate that young people a
less likely to participate in social and civic activities, but these quanditiailicators

may under-estimate the kinds of activities young people are involved in (IbicdpwWlor
(2002) argues that existing work on social capital does not tend to take into account of
the ways that young people socialise in friendship networks, participate lin loca
activities, generate their own connections and make links for their parents.

The idea that young people’s social activity is under-represented is not a new
one and is echoed in the literature on political participation. As discussed in Chapter
two, survey based research has frequently been criticised for its narrawtiatebf
what constitutes political activity. Qualitative research has found thetgypeople are
engaged in a broad spectrum of activities that are often not seen as politrdagi(ike
2002; Henn et al 2002, 2005; Marsh et al 2007). These studies have provided important
evidence to counter claims of youth apathy. Moreover, recent large scadg based
research confirms that citizens in Britain have not contracted out of politicee
engaged in a number of non-traditional forms of political participation (Patie e
2004). Pattie et al found that collectivist forms of participation have decreadst w
individualistic ones have increased. The study found that all forms of political
participation from voting to associational activity are related to age, educaton a
socio-economic status, but not to gender or ethnicity. The young were leasofikély
to belong to formal organisations, but are most likely to be involved in informal
networks or friendship groups (2004:104-5).

Implicit in the traditional life-cycle understanding of political papation is
that youth is a transitionary stage before adulthood. But mounting evidence of
generational change or the underlying assumption that it is taking pkaé=dia a
focus on youth participation which tends not to consider the social and political life-
cycle. I would argue that whilst this approach has its value, as discusseidas var
stages in the thesis, it often fails to take into account the politicalitie-as a

fundamental element in our understanding of youth politics. Simply because we know



159

that participation changes over the life-cycle (e.g., Verba and Nie 1972 sBarthe
Kaase 1979; Parry 1992; Verba et al 1995) indicates that we should be wary about
making conclusions, implicit or explicit from one stage of the life-cyckntther.
Throughout the thesis | have attempted to root the findings of change in electoral
turnout amongst recent generations in the context of wider social changel$ &s iw
the short-term political context.

Implicit in the concern that young people are not voting is the understanding that
if these habits adhere to them as they age, the proportion of the electorateouting c
fall significantly. But there appears little evidence as to whetheagamgent in
unconventional activity will adhere to today’s cohorts as they age, or whethiarée
likely to engage in formal types of activity later in life. Barnes ancsE4&979)
suggested that young people are more likely to be involved in protest politics®édica
provides an ideal medium for them to challenge the power concentrated in the hand of
‘old men’. It is my contention that unconventional types of social and political
involvement such as those undertaken by younger people may have, to a significant
extent, the opposite life-cycle trajectory to conventional participation;dfzat i
downward one. Putnam (2000: 94) argues that for both men and women, marriage
increases the amount of time spent at home and in formal community organisations,
whilst reducing the time spent with friends. Having children further cuts intamador
social connections (Puntnam 2000). Whilst there are fewer people marrying and having
children in Britain now than ever before, we would still expect the effect of madie
and marriage to push down informal social connections.

One of the problems with social capital as a predictor of electoral turnout is that
many measures of social capital, including Putnam’s (2000: 16), include turnout at
elections. This seems oddly tautologous. But if we believe Franklin (2004) that ioting
habitual, this can be seen as less problematic as the experience of vdfintpiyssell
be an important influence on future voting. However, we are primarily concertted wi
how other forms of associational activity might influence electoral turnoutlso wi
exclude turnout as a measure of social capital. The measures of socidlusapita the
previous chapter follow those used in the wide literature on social capital and politica
participation. It is acknowledged that these measures are not comprehensive, in tha
they do not measure all possible conceptualisations of social capital, but theiisusa
justified as they are the most commonly used and comparable measuresatergsss

and across time. This approach is consistent with the way turnout has beennrtdated i
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thesis. | acknowledge that other definitions and measurements of social cagital m
reveal different trends, as different measurements and definitions of political
participation do. But it remains important to understand whatasgedaccording to
existing measures. These changes can then be the basis for understandmaywvhat
measures are needed.

There is strong and consistent evidence from existing literature thangorki
class social networks tend to be narrower than middle class ones. In a majarf siedy
impact of class on social mobility in Britain, Goldthorpe et al (1987) found that ‘kin’,
that is family, played a greater role in the associational pattern &fngaslass life than
in the service class. Typically Goldthorpe et al found that amongst theeselass
‘voluntary associations are joined at relatively frequent intervals, so thathever
course of his life, the individual steadily accumulates memberships.’ (Ibid:185).
Whereas the working class pattern was for associations to be joined fagialssly,
but to be held for longer period of time (Ibid). Goldthorpe et al found that amongst the
working classes, working men’s clubs and ‘overwhelmingly’ trade unions accownted f
well over half of all memberships. However, amongst the service classesatisnal
involvements were clearly more diversified (lbid).

More recently, studies have confirmed the idea that there are important
distributional issues in relation to social capital (Johnston and Jowell 1999)alLi et
(2003) utilise Social Mobility Inquiry and British Household Panel Survey data to
consider the types of social capital specific to class groups. They confirm the
established knowledge that working class groups draw their organisatiretlafs
disproportionately from trade unions and working men’s clubs. Li et al shovhdrat t
are two broad types of association: trade unions and working men’s clubs which are
working class dominated and all other types of organisations which areéselass’

dominated.

7.4  Question 2: Have traditional working class social networks, partisanship and
levels of political knowledge declined more among working class people than middle
class people since 19797

(a) Social networks

There is a considerable body of work that shows that differences in socialkets®r
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transmitted across generations (Goldthorpe et al 1987; Kiernan 1996; Aldridge 2001).
This might be one reason we might expect working class associationalyauwivio

have grown in the same way as middle class activity. Peter Hall argussnrfidential
articles on social capital, that whilst we might expect differences ial s@pital

between social groups to have diminished over time, as social convergence theories
might predict, they have actually grown since the 1950s (Hall 1999, 2002). According
to Hall ‘the two groups who face marginalization from civil society are th&ingr

class and the young’ (Hall 2002: 53). In 1959, the average person in the working class
belonged to almost two thirds as many associations as someone from the middke clas
By 1990, he belonged to less than half as many. In 1959 the average Briton under the
age of 30 belonged to 84 per cent as many associations as an older person. By 1990, he
belonged to only 75 per cent as many (Hall 2002: 53).

The evidence from the data analysis, confirmed by recent research, suggfests t
there is something particular that has changed amongst working class goougisrsg
that has had an impact on their rate of electoral participation. | have sdjtiedtlong-
term factors such as class dealignment may have impacted on working class
partisanship and participation. But whilst class dealignment hints at a seiaf s
changes we need to be more specific as to how long and short-term factors have
influenced the electorate. Much of the recent literature on social capit@kplased
trends in voluntary organisations, but there is relatively little robust evidenbew
participation accentuates or bridge social divisions. However, two importantssitudie
the recent literature on social capital reveal important trends. L(20@8: 508) show
that memberships of the ‘Labour’ type organisations experienced a sighdecine
from 1992 to 1999 whereas the decline in the other types of associations was much
smaller and non-significant. They also found that ‘the civic type of membershgrés m
diffused, less related to the work-place and more likely to engender a gestesalurce
of social capital (Ibid: 511).

The trend of declining working class associational membership is confirmed by
Warde et al (2003) who also used the British Household Panel Survey to consider the
changing volume and distribution of associational membership in Britain. Invteggiga
the period between 1991 and 1997, Warde et al found increasing differences in levels of
participation between the service classes and all other classes. Thieedhat the
trend in the later 1990s increase the plausibility of Hall's concern that thengalkiss

might become increasingly marginalized and that the decline in trade-union
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membership may be one of the key reasons for declining involvement of lower class
groups in formal associations. These results provide further evidence of tiomséia
between social class and social capital. But they also reveal that teeesnwmportant
change in participatory dynamics in the 1990s. Although it is very difficult tibwatr
cause, it is reasonable to suspect, given the evidence of the data amalythe, t

decline in trade unionism, the main source of working class associativeyagiajted

a crucial role in declining working class identification with political gerénd
participation in politics.

When Margaret Thatcher came to power in 1979 it was made clear that the new
government’s key priority was to reduce and control inflation, not to try and readiver f
employment. One of the main reasons for the decline in unions was the impact of
recession on Britain, aggravated by the government’s insistence on reduciaig thie r
inflation. The recession aided the governments curbing of union power as the increase
in unemployment in the period was largely concentrated in the heavily unionised
manufacturing industries. Between 1979 and 1986 membership of the National Union
of Miners fell by 72 per cent, the Transport and General Workers Union by 34 per cent,
the Amalgamated Engineers Union by 34 per cent, the Electrical, Electronic,
Telecommunications and Plumbing Union by 24 per cent and the General Municipal
and Boilermakers Union by 16 per cent (Roberts 1989). The Conservative manifesto
had promised action on picketing as they sought to avoid a repeat of the humiliation of
the last Conservative government by the miners. The following decade aéwefa r
legislation curbing the powers of the unions.

Beside the political changes often associated with Thatcher’'s govas)riee
period saw drastic changes in attitudes towards the trade unions. Employers began
moving away from building collaborative relationships with the unions in favour of by-
passing them in favour of direct links between management and employees. Another
factor was the changing technical and product market environment of the 1980s.
Employers hit by a sharp increase in competition responded by acceldnating t
introduction of new technology. With new technology came increased automation
which cut across conventional skill demarcations in the workforce and demanded
employers to seek more flexibility in their use of labour (Atkinson and Meager 1985).
Confronted with a trade union movement still profoundly influenced by historic craft
traditions, the achievement of the necessary flexibility required a magadtion in

union influence. In addition to these factors there was a significant movefiaway
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collective bargaining to a more invidualised model of industrial relations which
emphasised direct communications between employers and individual em@ogees
closer evaluation of performance. This meant that the unions were increasamghsse
a constraint on the possibilities of effective management.

The percentage of employees who were union members fell by over a third
between 1983 and 2001, from half (49 per cent) to just under a third (31 per cent). But
as Bryson and Gomez (2003), utilising British Social Attitudes data, show, taere w
also a significant decline in union density in the 1990s relative to the 1980s. Bryson and
Gomez cite two main possibilities to explain the decline in union density in tihislper
either the desire for unionisation has fallen, or the costs of membership have risen
relative to the benefits. Given that we know voters are increasingly inctirgetide
whether to cast their vote on the basis of a cost-benefit calculation, we mightteigpec
to be the case for other types of participation. With unions less able to provide tangible
benefits, their power weakened, prospective members were less likely to semafity
in membership. The changes associated with Thatcher’s policies on the t@ue uni
were set within broad changes to the occupational structure of Britain. Theedacli
manufacturing and the increase in service sector employment accomipabiedd
cultural changes emphasised individualist rather than collectivist valuesl@heer
decline of manual work and the expansion of non-manual occupations meant that the
proportion of the workforce in manual occupations fell from 80 per cent in the period

immediately prior to the first world war to 52 per cent in 1987 (Routh 1987).

(b) Partisanship

Since the 1970s and particularly since the publication of a seminal articleg,Cre
Sarlvik and Alt (1977), partisan dealignment has been identified by politicatistse

as a key process underlying changing political behaviour. The data analysistsugg
that political knowledge is an important predictor of the youngest group’siaieto

vote. This indicates a need to understand what sources of political information are
available to young voters today and how the traditional sources of information have
changed. The Michigan election studies demonstrated the significance clrsmijsin
forming political identities (Campbell et al 1960, 1966) and this was recognised in
seminal works of political change in Britain (e.g. Butler and Stokes 1969). One of the

key functions of partisanship has been an informational one. Partisan ties helpherient t
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individual to the complexities of politics, and provide a framework for assimilating
political information, understanding political issues, and making political judgtsm
(Dalton 2000). But partisanship also mobilises citizens to vote at elections given tha
they have a psychological bond to a political party. The functional importance of
partisan identification means that it is crucial to understand how it has chareged ov
recent years and what impact this might have on younger voters at receat gener
elections.

We can see from Table 7.1 that the percentage of both middle class and working
class respondents with a sense of partisan identity remained stable until 1992-1997
when it began to fall. Unsurprisingly, the percentage of those identifyinglveth t
conservative party began to drop after 1992 and the drop is particularly pronounced
between 1992 and 1997 among both middle class and working class respondents during
a period of widespread allegations of sleaze and political corruption. Equally
unsurprising is the increase in those identifying with Labour post 1992 as the New
Labour machine gathered momentum. Looking at those working class respondents
identifying with Labour between 1979 and 1983, there is some indication that
Thatcher’s early union reforms may have led to the decrease in partisanshsp in thi
period. But the main change in partisanship appears to have been related to the period
1992-2001.

Table 7.1 Direction of partisanship in Britain 1964-2001"

1964 1966 1974F 19740 1979 1983 1987 1992 1997 2001
% with partisan

identification MC 98 97 95 95 94 95 95 95 92 86
% with partisan

identification WC 95 97 94 93 92 93 93 94 92 87
% identifying

with Conservatives MC 59 56 53 50 56 54 53 54 35 30
% identifying

with Conservatives WC 27 27 29 27 31 31 32 31 19 18
% identifying

with Labour MC 20 27 25 25 23 19 21 22 37 37
% identifying

with Labour WC 53 54 52 54 48 42 44 46 55 55
Total Cons+

! Class is measured using the Goldthorpe-Heathr pchema and recoded: Salariat; Routine non-
manual and Petty bourgeoisie as middle class (M@phual Foreman and Supervisors and Working class
as working class (WC).
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Labour identifiers MC 79 84 78 75 79 73 74 74 71 67
Total Cons+
Labour identifiers WC 80 81 81 81 79 73 74 77 75 73

Source: British Election Survey data

Table 7.2 shows that it appears to be a different story for strength of pénifisianthe
same period. Whilst the percentage of ‘very strong’ identifiers declined thoatthe
period, it is among the ‘fairly strong’ and ‘not very strong’ identifiers thete is most
change. Unsurprisingly, relating to recent elections, there wasificgigt jump in

middle class respondents reporting a ‘not very strong’ identification 1992 and 1997 as
their traditional party lost its footing on its way to electoral defeat in 1997 hBuhost
significant differences occur among working class respondents, with an &yper c
decrease in those with reporting a ‘fairly strong’ identification betwe&g a8d 1987
and a 7 per cent increase in those with a ‘not very strong’ identification lmeh®&8

and 1983. This supports the tentative conclusions from Table 7.1 that working class
partisan identity was affected by the Thatcher era reforms and plaugithlg bnion

reforms in particular.

Table 7.2 Strength of partisanship in Britain 1964-2001

1964 1966 1974F 19740 1979 1983 1987 1992 1997 2001
% Very strong

identifiers MC 44 49 29 24 24 25 22 19 16 14
% Very strong
identifiers WC 44 50 34 32 26 27 24 23 22 19

% Fairly strong

identifiers MC 42 42 51 53 53 50 50 50 47 47
% Fairly strong
identifiers WC 46 43 43 54 53 44 45 48 44 47

% Not very strong

identifiers MC 15 9 17 22 26 25 28 30 37 39
% Not very strong
identifiers WC 10 7 23 14 21 28 30 30 33 34

Source: British Election Survey data

Table 7.3 reports the percentage of those with no party identification footihgegst
age group, compared to the whole BES sample. The percentage of those reporting no

party attachment in Britain rose from 5.1 per cent in 1992 to 16.1 per cent in 2005
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amongst all age groups. A rise of over ten percent since 1992. But we can see that this
trend is much more pronounced amongst the 18-24 year olds groups, 24.8 per cent of
whom reported no identification in 2005 compared to 6.5 per cent in 1992, a rise of

almost 20 per cent in the same period.

Table 7.3 Respondentsreporting no party identification 1964-2005 by age

1964 1966 1970 1974F 19740 1979 1983 1987 1992 1997 2001 2005

Aged 18-
24 4 0 8 4 5 11 8 9 7 13 19 25
All Adults 3 3 5 4 4 6 5 5 5 7 11 16

Source: British Election Survey data

Clearly those with a strong sense of partisanship have become fewer since 1970. The
evidence supports the theory advanced at the beginning of the chapter that working
class respondent’s partisanship was particularly damaged during the Tlyatmfsedt

also supports the idea that the period between 1992 and 2001, had a damaging effect
and that this was particularly pronounced among younger people yet to acaquisea s

of partisanship.

(C) Political Knowledge

Of the three variables supporting the hypotheses; political knowledge is perhaps the

most difficult to measure. This in part stems from the reluctance of thogmidegsi

social surveys to include questions which respondents may not want to answer and

which might make them increasingly reluctant to answer further questiontheXx

difficulty is that in surveys such as the BES knowledge questions have varied fiom ye

to year making a comparison of scores over time unreliable. It is posstaktlate,

for example, the number of respondents in a demographic category who scored over 50

per cent in the political knowledge quiz and compare this between 1992 and 2001, but

this is problematic as it would mean comparing answers to different questions.
TheYoung People’s Social Attitudes Surveggied out in 1994, 1998 and 2003

charts the attitudes of teenagers between the ages of 12 and 19 and includes a small

battery of political knowledge questions. Table 7.4 reports the findings of the
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knowledge quiz. The results are not conclusive. The differences between 1994 and 1998
on the question on European elections almost certainly stem from there having been
European elections during the fieldwork for the 1994 survey (Park 2000), and the
question is not included in the 2003 survey. We also might have expected a rise in
knowledge scores in 1998 given the proximity of the fieldwork to the 1997 election. In
addition, with regard to the question on women sitting in the House of Lords: we may
attribute the low score here in 2003 to a general awareness of lords reforngdiubfa |
knowledge of the detail causing more wrong answers. These issues highlight the

problems of measuring political knowledge.

Table 7.4 Political knowledge amongst teenager s 1994-1998

% who gave correct answer 1994 1998 2003
Great Britain is a member of the EU (true) 84 81 79
Northern Ireland is part of the UK (true) 76 75 71
Women are not allowed to sit in the Lords (false) 6 6 67 12
Britain has separate elections for the EuropearBaitish parliaments (true) 65 50

The longest time allowed between general eleci®ifsur years (false) 19 21 54

% of correct answers

4 or 5 answers 43 30 -
3 answers 30 38 -
2 answers 16 22 -
0 or 1 answer correct 11 10 -

Source: Park (2000:28) and Young People’s Socituties Survey 2003.

Park’s (2000) analysis, limited to the 1994 and 1998 data shows that in 1994 older
teenagers were significantly more knowledgeable than younger ones, but by 1998 this
difference had all but vanished. Park puts this down to a substantial fall in knowledge
among the older age group — those approaching voting age. This difference was evident
even after excluding the question about the difference between European ahd Britis
elections (Park 2000). But perhaps the most important finding of Park’s analgsis wa

that she was able to identify a cohort of teenagers whose knowledge had nogthcreas
with age. Significantly, this group were all born between 1979 and 1982. Amongst this
cohort; the proportion of 12-15 year olds who gave three or more correct answers in

1994 actually dropped as they were asked for a second time, aged 16-19. After four
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years and one general election, according to these measures, there voagmangr
political knowledge amongst this cohort (Park 2000). The pattern is similar if e fol
those 12-15 year olds in 1998. We find that there was also a small drop in knowledge
scores as they were asked for a second time, aged 16-19, in 2003. Park’s regression
analysis of the social characteristics predicting political knowledgesthat class was
the most significant factor.

Whilst the evidence is somewhat inconclusive we can add to the evidence we
have by asking a slightly different question to the one originally posed. We know that
information and knowledge are part of the same equation. Delli Carpini and Keeter
(1996) define political knowledge as ‘...the range of factual information aboutabliti
that is stored in the long-term memory’. By focusing on political informationmréthe
political knowledge we are simply bypassing ‘knowing’ what is actuatisest and
supplanting it with what is available to be stored, and by observing the habits which
enable us to make conclusions about which information individuals are likely to be
storing® One might argue that there is no way of knowing for sure what a person
decides, consciously or unconsciously, to store, but by observing how media
environments and consumption habits have changed we can make reasonably reliable
conclusions. | shall return to this in question five where the focus will be on the

changing media environment young people are exposed to.

7.5 Question 3: What evidence is there that partisan identification and trade union

membership (working class social capital) are predictors of political knowledge?

| have so far shown that there is strong, if not conclusive evidence that working class
social networks; levels of partisanship; as well as levels of political knoevlegie

declined in the period between 1979 and 2001. If we can demonstrate that partisanship
and associational activity are good predictors of political knowledge thisai#ase

an understanding of how these variables are linked. It seems intuitive to shapect

those with a psychological tie to a political party have that tie at ledbt pased on

some sense that their political values are reflected by a party. Thissraplegree of
knowledge of these values. In the same sense involvement in associational activity

implies a sense of what that activity means, the value of being involved as well as

2 Delli Carpini and Keeter go into much more dedibut what can accurately be described as political
knowledge.
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level of knowledge about the other people involved in that activity. All of which points
to a wider civic knowledge than | am able to test here. But using the availabzpol
knowledge questions we can at least examine part of the wider picture.

To establish whether partisanship and trade union membership / activity have
influenced levels of political knowledge | create a political knowledge $oain the
political questions asked in the BES 2001. This is the main dependent variable in the
regression model below. One difficulty is that, as mentioned earlier, thrcbsf
political knowledge questions in the datasets prior to 1992 means that we are unable to
test the theory prior to this time. The theory suggests that partisan identitsoapd g
membershiave beerkey linkages between working class people and their politics, so
testing this over a longer period would have been ideal. However, as the kegsimang
turnout occurred in the period between 1992 and 2001, and the most notable changes in
2001, we are justified in conducting an analysis using the 2001 data. In order to test the
relative importance of a range of explanatory variables, the model includes@duca
which we would expect to have an impact on political knowledge, as well as other
demographic control variables. The model then includes the main types of media usage
through which voters are known to acquire their information about politics: newspapers
and television. In stage three | include, to address the research questican partis
identification and strength of partisan identification to estimate the addibienafits
these bring to the predictive ability of the model. In stage four | add trade u
membership and being active in a voluntary association. The model is specified as

follows:

Political knowledge = education+gender+ethnicity+marital statusspeper

readership+tv news+partisanship+trade union activity

Dependent variable: political knowledge is a derived variable from the BES 2001
political knowledge quiz. The quiz consists of five true/false questions. A political
knowledge scale was created by coding correct answers as 1 and incawnentas 0
and computing the variables to form one political knowledge scale with a minimum

value of 0 and a maximum of 5.

Independent variables:

Education summary: recoded as 0=no educational qualifications, 1= educational
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gualifications

Gender: recoded as 1=female, 2=male
Ethnicity: recoded as 1=other, 2=white British

Marital status: recoded as O=other, 1=married or cohabiting

Read a daily morning newspaper: recoded as 0=no, 1=yes

Number of days a week watches TV news: recoded scale 1-7 days

Partisan identification: recoded as 0=no, 1=yes

Strength of partisan identity: recoded O=none, 1=not very strong, 2=faghgstr
3=very strong.

Trade union membership: recoded 0=no, 1=yes

Active in a voluntary association: recoded 0=no, 1=a little, 2=fairly, 3=very

Table 7.5 Predictors of political knowledge in 2001 by class

Working class Model1 Model2 Model3 Mode 4
Beta Beta Beta Beta
Education 0.041 0.091 0.109 0.067
Gender 0.21* 0.21**  0.212**  0.231*
Ethnicity 0.164 0.185 0.198 0.172*
Maritial status -0.020 -0.057 -0.052 -0.021
Read Morning newspaper 0.082 0.112 0.319
Days a week watch TV news 397xx 347rx (0.134%**
Party Identification 0.247** 249%*
Strength of PID -0.020 -0.052
Trade union membership -0.054
Active in voluntary association 2.271*
R square 0.07 0.243 0.299 0.351
N 750 750 750 750
Middle class Model1 Model2 Model3 Mode 4
Beta Beta Beta Beta
Education 0.069 0.086 0.087 0.033
Gender 0.239**  0.254***  0.251**  0.212**
Ethnicity 0.145* 0.156* 0.162* 0.184
Marital status -0.018 -0.040 -0.042 -0.046

Read Morning newspaper -0.096 -0.089 0.156



171

Days a week watch TV news 0.157* 0.157* -0.099*
Party Identification -0.062 -0.071
Strength of PID 0.023 -0.018
Trade union membership 0.091
Active in voluntary association 0.078
R square 0.094 0.121 0.125 0.162
N 1024 1024 1024 1024

Table 7.5 summarises the results of the regression analysis. For both middéndlas
working class groups men were more likely to have high levels of political knowledge
than women, perhaps reflecting the male oriented British political environBaing

white British was also associated with higher levels of political knowlddgethe ‘all
other groups’ category, but this was only significant among the middle class
respondents. Marital status and education had no significant predictive impact on eithe
group. Perhaps surprisingly, reading a morning newspaper has no significeintoeffe
either group. As question five will address, below, newspaper readership has
traditionally been associated with high levels of political knowledge. We mighttin pa
explain this by noting the trend of declining newspaper readership and the irgreasin
reliance on television for information. This is supported by the coefficientedor
number of days a weeks respondents reporting watching television news. The
coefficient suggests that whilst significant for both class groups, televisioorés m
important as a source of political information to working class people than to middle
class people. This is a significant finding in itself and will be an important pdre of t
discussion about changing media habits in question five.

In relation to the research questiariat evidence is there that partisan
identification and trade union membership are good predictors of working class
political knowledge?Table 5 suggests that partisan identification is an important
predictor as theorised. We can see that the coefficient indicates thastheracrease
in political knowledge for working class respondents who report identifying with a
political party. This is strengthened by the absence of a significant effédne middle
class group. Given that we know that the proportion of the population with very strong
partisan identity has declined (see Table 7.2) we might have expectednstriematty
identity to be stronger in the model. However, we can see that identifyiing\party is
significant. This is important as we can see that whilst overall levels tiggreghip
have remained stable, at least until 1992, for younger adults there has beeinrcargigni
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rise in those reporting no partisan identity. The model also tells us that nséipber

alone of a trade union does not appear to have an impact on political knowledge for
either class group. However, beiagtivein a voluntary association does have a
significant effect and whilst this does not measure activity in trade uniornsjcby,

we have already established that trade unions are a central form of wodssg cl
associational activity and can therefore reasonably assume that it engesuWe can

also see that controlling for a basic set of demographic variables assvmeddia

variables, the model fares better for the working class group than for the niadle c
group. When fully specified it predicts around 35 per cents of the variance in political
knowledge scores for working class respondents, but around half of this for the middle
class respondents. This evidence shows that, at least in 2001, partisanship and trade
union activity were good predictors of political knowledge. Although care is needed
when making conclusions based on this limited evidence, given that we know that
partisanship and political knowledge have declined and television usage has increased,
it is not a huge jump to conclude that television has an increasingly important influence

on working class levels of political o knowledge.

7.6  Question 4: What evidence is there that factors (lack of electoral competition,
valence judgements and ideological convergence) associated with the political period

1979-2001 exacerbated the civic disengagement of working class young people?

The aim of answering this research question is to understand the political penad y
people socialised in the 1980s and 1990s were exposed to and how it might have
impacted on their political characteristics. Butler and Stokes (1969) empghtisse
importance of socialisation processes by arguing that in the ‘impressiyeaine,
when young, voters are influenced by the party loyalties of their famitigkis period
the decision to vote and who to vote for was, at least to some extent, removed from the
election context. But as we have seen partisan dealignment has meant that the
generation of young people who came of voting age around 1990 or after were among
the first not to have received a strong sense of partisan identification frerpahents.
| argue that this left them particularly susceptible in their ‘impoesdile years’ to the
impact of the political period and their formative electoral experiences.

If parental values and loyalties were crucial long-term influences on voting

behaviour in the era of aligned politics, then in the era of dealigned politics, tied cruc
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influences are those associated with the political period. Franklin (2004) argues tha
order to understand turnout we need to understand the character of elections not just the
characteristics of voters. In an era of dealignment the argument thatareters
increasingly affected by elections has an intuitive appeal, particudariywill discuss
below, when we consider the specifics of the elections in question between 1992 and
2001. Perhaps the main reason we should be concerned with the character of elections is
Franklin (2004) provides strong evidence that voting is a habit. Voters either abguire t
habit of voting or of non-voting based on their experience of their first few elections
Elections that fail to stimulate a high turnout such as 1997 and 2001 threaten, according
to Franklin, to leave a ‘footprint’ of low turnout as individuals who have their first
electoral experiences at these elections, fail to vote in subsequemnslecti

With this in mind it is reasonable to argue that it is particularly imporbant t
understand the period in which recent generations were socialised. | havaegkami
some of the long-term changes that appear to be particularly relevant, butat is als
crucial to investigate how the character of the elections between 1979 and 2001 may
have shaped voters characteristics. One of the critical aspects of ttelmween
1979 and 2001 is that it was one of political hegemony, where one political party
remained in power for a considerable period. Between 1979 and 2001 there was only
one change of party in government, despite there having been five opportunities for
change. The cumulative effect of the five elections between 1979 and 2001 may have

been that voters, particularly young voters, saw little point in turning out to vote. As

Table 7.6 Average Lead in Final Polls 1945-2001

1945
1950
1951
1955
1959
1964
1966 10
1970
1974Feb
19740ct
1979

N W b 01 O

g O b~ W
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1983 20
1987 8
1992

1997 16
2001 14

Table 7.6 shows, prior to 1979, an average final poll lead of over 10 per cent had not
been witnessed. But the period between 1979 and 2001 produced three elections with an
average poll lead of over 14 per cent. And of the remaining two, the 1992 election failed
to produce the Labour victory that many, particularly working class voters had hoped

for after the hugely unpopular poll tax. These figures suggest one reasomitaltlit

be unsurprising to find negative attitudes towards voting amongst those who came of
age in this period and is supported by research showing the one of the key reasons
young people are apathetic about conventional politics is that is it seen as

‘unresponsive’ (e.g., Bentley et al 1999; White et al 2000).

Valence palitics and the youth of the 1990s

A second set of factors to emerge from this period relate to the role ohagheen

termed ‘valence politics’ — that is the ability of a given government to perifothe

areas most valued by the electorate. In Britain the valence issuwecplece is the
economy, but central to the valence model is the notion that evaluations of party leaders
provide voters with a shortcut to a political party’s policy competence. Butler and

Stokes (1969) distinguished between ‘valence issues’ and ‘position issues’, the form
being those where voters identify with leaders dependent of the goals or symelyols
uphold or represent. Clarke et al (2004) developed a valence model of political choice to
explain modern voting behaviour. Their analysis found that whilst these valence
judgements were important to the modern voter, partisanship remained highly
significant. In order to encompass partisanship and valence consideratiohsawfiist

seem at odds, Clarke et al (2004: 211) argue that partisanship can be reconatpsualise
a ‘storehouse of accumulated party and party leader performance evaluBi@ps

rooted psychological identifications are replaced by judgements of howspapipear

to be performing.
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Given the decline in traditional voter loyalties and the context of the political
period, a valence model of political choice certainly seems consisténivhatt we
know about youth attitudes and participation in the 1990s. There are at least two types
of evaluations prospective young voters were likely to have made in this period. The
first concerns Margaret Thatcher’s distinctive style of political lesdpr In 1979
Thatcher replaced negotiation and compromise with direction and leadership and
reasserted the authority of the core executive over organised interests jpnblithe
sector (Crewe 1992c). This was at least in part a reflection of the viddvsyhmany
Conservatives at the time as to the way previous governments had been held to account
by the trade unions. In policy making Thatcher bypassed cabinet and worked through
small groups of personal staff. It was the breakdown of relations with sabioet
ministers in 1989 and 1990 which eventually precipitated her downfall in November
1990. One image of politicians voters socialised in the 1980s and 1990s seem to have
received was of unresponsive leaders who make decisions without consultation. As
mentioned above, a common explanation given for young people for their
disengagement from formal politics is that politicians don’t care what thely @imd are
unresponsive to their needs (e.g., Bentley 1999; White et al 2000). A second image
these voters may have been exposed to was one of opposition arrogance. Neil Kinnock
epitomised this at the Labour Party’s Sheffield rally, proclaiming thatifie days
Britain is going to have a Labour government’ (Butler and Kavanagh 1992: 126). But
Labour went on to lose the election, despite the Conservatives being hugely unpopular.

Another image may have been taken from the contrasting styles of leadership of
Margaret Thatcher and John Major. The country went from having a leader who, by the
time of her downfall, was hugely unpopular, particularly for the poll tax which she had
been seen to push through without regard for widespread opposition. In contrast John
Major was perceived by many as a non-dynamic and old fashioned looking prime
minister who many saw to be a weak leader (Butler and Kavanagh 1992). If the Major
government was evaluated on policy grounds, electors had a number of examples
through which their negative perceptions of politicians may have been fuelled in this
period, perhaps the most prominent of these being ‘Black Wednesday’ when in
September 1992 the Conservative government was forced to withdraw the Pound
Sterling from the European Exchange Rate Mechanism (ERM) after they wbete t;a

keep sterling above its agreed lower limit.
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In terms of the evaluation of leaders and leading figures in the governiment,
reasonable to suspect that the1990s could have had a crucial impact on the public’s
perceptions of politicians and political parties. Firstly, in the period between 1992 and
1997 there were a number of incidents of reported sleaze and policy incompetence and
there were more ministerial resignations than in any previous parliameoétiary
(Butler and Kavanagh 1997). These resignations were all the more likely to lesive be
damaging to the government and to voters perceptions because only three of the fiftee
were policy related, the remainder were over personal conduct. Moreover, tiesgef
were seen to resign with much dignity and most resigned only after pressure from
public opinion and the 1922 committee (Butler and Kavanagh 1997). Given the
importance of television as a source of information, the fact that the televising of
parliament began in 1990, meant that those receiving their formative impressions of
politics and politicians were far more likely than any previous generation to have been
exposed to these political events.

What then were the attitudes of young adults growing up in the period towards
political parties, but particularly to political leaders and is there amepue that
valence evaluations may have an important component in the shaping of a generation’s
attitudes towards politics? A common theme to emerge from White, Bruce and 'Ritchie
(1999) research based on a series of focus groups and interviews of young pe&bple age
between 14 and 24 in the 1990s was the belief amongst young people that politicians are
untrustworthy. One of the most recurrent statements in their focus groups tvas tha
politicians lied and failed to keep their promises In addition, media reportingitéadol
scandals left the impression that politicians were hypocritical: on the one hand
advocating good behaviour, but on the other behaving badly themselves. They
consistently referred to sleaze and scandals reported in the media as evidence
politician’s bad characters. This image of sleaze and dishonesty also fe&tumgty sn
Marsh et al’'s (2007) more recent focus groups. A common theme running though the
groups that young people perceive politicians to be dishonest and remote from their

interests.

| think young people are very suspicious of MPs...I mean, we've grown up in the
era of sleaze.....Credibility is the real problem for politicians
Female, University student, 20, white (Source: Marsh et al 2007: 103)
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This contextual evidence from focus groups supports the notion that young people were
negatively affected by a period of political sleaze. Whilst it is irsijdes to assign cause

to a particular political period, and clearly we cannot be sure that thesefypews

pass the ‘reliability’ test, being representative of British young pebpltehis evidence
supports my contention that this generation may have been particularly affetted b
political period in which they received their first images of politics and palitgi The
focus group examples above are also supported by more representative sulresy st
that all find negative attitudes towards politicians amongst young peopléssttia

this era (e.g. Harrison and Diecke 2002; Henn et al 2002, 2005; Park 2005). But, of
course it is hardly surprising to find negative attitudes towards politiciaosgsnthe
young. We know that young people tend to have lower participation rates and are less
interested in politics than older people. We would need reliable time seride dafie
conclusions about changing attitudes as the result of a political period. Busthere
strong prima-facie case, given what we know about the political period and the long

term decline in traditional loyalties that it has impacted on a generatiolitis

I deological conver gence and perceived differences between the political parties

A third factor commonly cited in the youth literature as a reason that ymonje tend
not to vote, which is supportive of theoretical position advanced at the beginning of the
chapter, is that they are unable to see any meaningful difference betweelitited
parties. Of course, somewhat ironically changes in the ideological positionstimipoli
parties are to a large extent a rational response by political parirgsttyycatch the
median voter in an era where traditional loyalties to parties have been.dPotigdal
parties have had to adapt to the decline in class and partisan voting by beconging mor
‘catch-all’ in their electoral strategies. Both of the main politpaaties in Britain learnt
from their respective positions in relation to the media voter since the 1970y, First
Labour under pressure from its activists shifted left in the 1980s and were punished by
the electorate in 1983. In the late 1990s the Conservatives moved to the right of the
median voter limiting their appeal.

In more recent elections Budge and Bara (2001) using party manifesto data
show that after Labour’s shift right in the mid 1990s the ideological distancedretwe
the two parties was very narrow. This is reflected in the specific partyopssof

Labour and Conservatives in the 2001 general election. Budge and Bara (2001) show
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that all the parties had a common focus on government effectiveness as well as
education, social services and law and order. Whilst we might expect these to be key
issues in any party manifesto, the finding that the emphasis in all partyestasitvas
so similar underlines the point that the main parties have converged since the mid
1990s.

British elections survey data analysis confirms what we might expect t
voter’s perceptions of the differences between political parties have nroteatdem
with these changes. Table 7.7 below shows that the number of people who were able to
see a great deal of difference between the political parties felll@®2 and those who
saw not much difference between them rose. Two age groups were merged hese in ord
increase the number of respondents in each category. Perhaps the most important
difference, at least as far as age is concerned, appears when we si8#4 year olds
from the 25-34 year olds in 2001. This reduces the number of cases, but shows the
difference between the ages. Only 17 per cent of 18-24 year olds were sdxeetny

difference between the parties in 2001.

Table 7.7 Per ceived difference between the Conservative and L abour parties 1979-

2001 by age
1987

w

1979 198

18-34 3554 55+ | 18-34 3554 55+ | 18-34 3554 55+

Great deal 40 47 50 78 87 82 80 86 84

Some 33 27 25 14 8 9 14 9 9

Not much 23 29 22 6 4 8 5 4 5

N 600 674 603| 1303 1349 1283 1167 1340 1288
1992 1997 2001

18-34 3554 55+ | 18-34 3554 55+ | 18-34 3554 55+

Great deal 48 57 55 24 34 3y 322 26 26
Some 37 29 26 51 41 38 52 43 43
Not much 11 12 15 21 22 23 18 27 29

N 1055 1304 1183 1001 1280 978 400 818 716

Source: British Election Survey data

® Any aggregation of age groups is likely to masteamportant differences between them. Here, the
figure for 18-24 year olds is significantly lowelr7( per cent) than for the combined 18-24, 25-34igro
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Whilst the traditional anchors to political support have declined and forced parties
towards ‘catch-all’ policy programmes and professionalisation, thesensespappear
to have alienated new voters, who, in the absence of traditional motivations to vote,
require the incentives provided by differences in ideology, policy and by caivpeti
elections to encourage them to vote.

Earlier | discussed the paradox of voting, arguing that the paradox could perhaps
best be answered by arguing that voters never made purely rational ded#iias
the lack of any pivotal influence for each individual vote makes the act of voting
somewhat irrational; this can be explained by understanding long-term party
attachments which anchored voters and increased their likelihood of voting, whether
rational or not. | previously suggested that in the absence of these traditidmaisahc
has become increasingly rational for voters, particularly those young peoplleave
not acquired the ‘habit’ of voting, not to vote. The argument is strengthened if we add to
the equation what we know about the political period. As discussed earlier, in these
circumstances, if young people are offered no discernible choice between fticalpolit
parties and when elections are seen as foregone conclusions, there appedtketo be |
reason for them to vote. In addition, they were exposed, in their formative years to a
period of alleged unprecedented level of ministerial incompetence and personal
misconduct (Butler and Kavanagh 1997). Perhaps most crucially, however, is that this
period saw dramatic changes in the way politics was reported. Parliaafitst
televised in 1990 which meant that these negative images were for thenkrst ti

witnessed through the medium of television.

Question 5: If young people are increasingly reliant on the media for political
information how has the media environment they are exposed to and the media they are

consuming changed?

Earlier in the chapter | provided evidence that both partisanship and associational
activity have declined most among working class young people in Britdsa | a
provided some evidence that one reason for falling levels of political knowledgg amon
working class young people is that they are less endowed with the civic knowledge
integral to group membership and partisanship. Whilst it is probably impossible to

establish exactly what kinds of civic knowledge, partisanship and associatitividy a
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previous generations were bestowed with, | contend that in the relative absense of the
civic orienting stimuli — young people are increasingly susceptible to otheemaks.
Moreover, these ‘other’ sources have become their main sources of information. This
being the case it is important to understand the media environment young people are
exposed to today. Denver (2003) argues that the decline in partisan identification was
mirrored by a changing media environment. This is crucial because we knaw that
least until the 1950s there was a close configuration between the party agstéme

media system (Ibid).

A starting point for investigating this research question is to look at trends in
newspaper readership as there is good evidence that those who regularigaigad a
newspaper tend to have higher levels of political knowledge (e.g., Norris et al 1999).
The massive growth in television since the 1950s followed by an even more
sophisticated electronic media environment has led to the slow death of newspaper
readership in Britain. Table 7.5 illustrates the decline in newspaper repdarshi
Britain. We can see that twenty years ago over three quarters of peopléeyegatha
daily morning newspaper, whereas in 2002 the figure had dropped to just over half. The

figures are similar for 18-24 year olds.

Table 7.8 Per centage reading a daily morning newspaper at least 3 times a week
1983-2002

1983 1984 1985 1986 1987 1989 1990 1991 1993 1994

All age groups 77 73 73 73 71 70 68 65 62 61

18-24 year

olds 70 73 73 75 68 67 64 56 52 50
1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003

All age groups 62 59 61 60 56 57 53 54 53

18-24 year

olds 51 51 49 49 47 51 47 55 46

Source: British Social Attitudes data

Declining newspaper readership has caused widespread concern because in a
democratic society it is assumed that the news media can best fulffltingtions if
there is a rich and pluralistic information environment that is easily sibbz$o all
citizens (Norris 2000). Wattenberg (2007) examines United States trends papews
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readership, demonstrating that over recent decades, each new cohort of young people
entering the electorate has been less and less likely to have developddtthe ha
reading a daily newspaper. This emphasis on acquiring a ‘habit’ of newspaper
readership is crucial and consistent with the general vein of argument throtlybsise
| have argued elsewhere that, if as Franklin (2004) contends, voting has a strong
habitual element, we might reasonably suspect that other activities also kBave thi
‘learnt’ element. And this is the key point that Wattenberg (2007) argues in pieccha
on newspaper readership: ‘reading a newspaper every day is a habit thatgoires a
is generally continued throughout one’s lifetime, and for most people such a routine
either is, or is not developed by the time a person reaches voting age. What has
happened in recent years is that relatively few young adults have picked bplihi’
(Wattenberg 2007:10).

Wattenberg’'s analysis of American trends reveals a clear genatatimension
to the decline in daily newspaper readership. Since the beginning of the eelegsi,
new generations have been less and less likely to report reading a newspgplayeve
If increasing competition from television is the principal reason for decliméwgspaper
readership in America, then we might, as Wattenberg suggests, expecttsanda
throughout much of the world. Looking back at Table 7.8 above, the evidence suggests
that recent cohorts of 18-24 year olds have been significantly less likely tivanidiee
counterparts to report reading a daily newspaper. Whilst it is impossidbedunt for
all the intervening factors that may accelerate or decelerate tideofrdeclining
newspaper readership, the evidence suggest that, as in America, if this tremsesont
unabated, comparatively few people will be reading newspapers on a dailynldsis i
years time.

Why then does this matter? If new generations of young people are simply
receiving their political information from alternative sources then wizetores should
we be concerned? We know that despite the continuing advance of the internet,
television remains the principal source of political information for most people i
Britain (Semetko 2000: Pattie et al 2004: Hyland 2007). Moreover, we knoyoilnag
peopleget most of their information about politics from television (Harrison and Diecke
2000; Russell 2002). We also know that there were significant changes in the structure
of the television environment during the Thatcher era; the result of which the cohorts
socialised in the 1980s and 1990s were the first to be exposed to.

Broadcast signals were first relayed though cable to improve radio mecepti
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the 1920s. By the 1950s, nearly 1 million homes across Britain received their radio on
programmes by wire. The first British cable television system wagléetsta
Gloucester in 1951 and the following two decades saw massive rises in subsaiption t
cable television, jumping tenfold between 1956 and 1961 to 554,700 and to over 2.5
million by 1973 (13.8 per cent of those with a television) (Tracey 1998). But whilst the
Heath government of the early 1970s was keen to push ahead with the development of
cable television, the new Labour government of 1974 was far less enthusiastig, set
up the Annan Committee to look at the future of broadcasting. But in the following
decade the Thatcher government, motivated by technological advancement and
modernisation set up the Information Technology Unit within the cabinet office to
promote the use of IT within government as well as the Information Technology
Advisory Panel (ITAP) consisting of leading members of IT industriegir#it report
laid the path for the development of cable and satellite technology in BritaireyTrac
1998). The Broadcasting Act of 1990 represented the most significant trangfarofat
the character of British broadcasting since the 1920s. In more recentlyearhas
been a huge jump in the proportion of households that receive a digital television and
who as a result have access to a wider range of television channels. Deyitaldel
usage increased, from 19 per cent in 1996/97 to 65 per cent in 2005/06 (ONS 2007).
The replacement of public broadcasting channels with private commercial
channels fuelled widespread concern that the tradition of broadcasting for the public
good and combining entertainment with informational programmes would disappear.
Concern about the commercialisation of the media is hardly new and as far baek as
1940s authors were expressing concern about the “social effects” of diffgresofy
ownership (Lazersfeld and Merton 1948: 108). One of the key concerns about a
changing television environment is the move away from a broad appeal programming
environment, where viewers would be exposed, in their period of television viewing, to
political news; to one where they are able to avoid politics altogether. @thea of
‘narrow appeal’ channels mean that audiences are more likely to tune in toyprega
they are interested in and tune out from ones they are not. This is of particunnconc
if we take Wattenberg's (2007) argument that media usage is ‘habitual’ bécause
strongly implies that young people who have not developed the habit of reading
newspapers or watching political news, now have the choice to avoid it altoGeibler.
an insulation from politics, although difficult to prove with any reliability hereyhd

be consistent with the findings of the data analysis that low levels of political



183

knowledge have played a critical role in shaping an electorally disengagechiien. It
is also consistent in time; trends in turnout, declining political knowledge and social
capital would all appear to be consistent with what we have found about the political
period.

The first television related argument is the ‘time argument’ which posits tha
television competes for scarce time resources and draws people amapdre
meaningful and socially constructive activity. The argument centres on the amount of
time that people spend watching television. Putnam (1995, 2000) placed a large portion
of the blame for the decline in civic life in America on television. He identiffiese
ways in which television watching is likely to inhibit civic engagementoihgetes for
scarce time; it has psychological effects that inhibit social peation and specific
programmatic content on television undermines civic motivations (Putnam 2000: 237).
Critics of the video-malaise thesis have argued that empirical evidencelabdalleged
negative effects of themountof television watching reveal only weak significant
effects (Uslaner 1998; Newton 1999; Bennett et al. 1999; Norris 2000a, 2000b).

The second argument focuses ondhangingtelevision environment argues
that the shift from the broad appeal television associated with the broadcastfig er
television (roughly 1950-1990 in Britain) to a narrow appeal commercialised tefevis
(post 1990), has meant that people are no longer exposed to a diet of programmes which
include news and good quality information shows. Instead, ‘narrow appeal’ channels
focus on specific interest for example music, sport, cartoons and when the garticul
type of programme that the viewer has chosen is interrupted, he or she isnahldsi
choose from a multitude of other channels of interest. What this means for a generation
of young people who are not used to consuming news, is that they are the most likely
group to avoid exposure to news altogether. Norris (2001) found that there are
significant differences in levels of political knowledge between thosehwnatc
commercial television when compared to public television. Whilst public broadcasting
is said to stimulate civic attitudes, the proliferation of commercial ctieishew a
tendency to broadcast totally different kinds of programs resulting in \@ss1inded
value patterns among its audience (Blumler and Gurevitch 1995; Tracey 1998; Holtz
Bacha and Norris 2001) and marked differences in value patterns when compared to
those of people preferring public broadcasting stations (Holmberg 1999; Elchardus,
Huyse and Hooghe 2001).

Wattenberg (2007) found that young Europeans are now much less likely than
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their elders to watch television news. With cable/satellite news includiexishen

overall bias towards an older audience for television news in Europe. As the number of
channels to choose from has increased, younger people have been the onedyeast like
to choose the news (lbid). Research by Ofcom, the government watchdog in Bstain ha
echoed these finding showing that 16 to 24 year olds now watch less than 40 hours of
television news a year, compared with around 90 hours a year for the wider population
(Ofcom 2007).

Table 7.9 Sour ces of newsfor 18-24 year olds

Sour ce of News 1st mention (18-

24 year olds) 1991 2001
TV 66 80
Radio 10 5
Newspapers 22 12
Internet n/a 1.2
N 202 234

Source: Television: the publics view data: 1991 2001.

But as Table 7.9 shows, those reporting TV as their first source of newsags tiis

clear implication being that young people are simply not getting muchmatam. This
presents an interesting and important research question. We know from the daia analy
and from the preceding discussion that knowledge is an important predictor of voter

turnout. It is reasonable to suspect it is likely to be linked to wider civic engageme

A multivariate model of turnout, 2001

If young people are receiving a greater proportion of their political irdtbam from

television but are watching less television news; what types of progradmtiesy

receive their political information from? The evidence presented above strongly
supports the contention in the theoretical model advanced in Chapter six and elaborated
in the introduction to this chapter. In order to subject the theory to a more rigorous

examination, below | re-operationalise the general incentives model spétifie
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Chapter six, which had the strongest predictive power of the set of models tested. In
order to tease out the effects of partisanship and political knowledge on propensity to
vote of this generation | combine 18-24 and 25-34 year olds in the 2001 data set. There
are two good reasons for doing this, one theoretical and one methodological. Fgstly thi
group constitute ‘Thatcher’s children’ and ‘Blair's Babies’, but who might rapty

be defined as the ‘post-partisan generation’. Whilst it is possible thataher

significant differences between the groups not explored in detail in this, tthesis

theory advanced clearly views them as having more common charadenséons of

their attitudinal and participatory traits, than they have significant diifsgs, as far as

the antecedents of voting are concerned. The second reason for this decision is that the
general incentives model is already composed of a relatively large nomlzeiable

sand with each increase in the number of variables included in the model, the number of
missing cases rises.

For the pooled group of 18-34 year olds, the general incentives model correctly
predicts the voting behaviour of 81.2 per cent in 2001. The psuedo R square statistics
tell us that between 37 and 50 per cent of the variance in whether respondents voted or
not can be explained by this set of variables. A number of variables relating to time
pressures felt by respondents and consideration of the importance of voting both for
individuals themselves and for democracy as a whole were important predictors, as
the model specified and tested in Chapter six with the two age groups separated.

At the next block of the regression procedure the hypothesised central
importance of strength of partisanship and political knowledge is tested by addieg to t
general incentives model the strength of partisanship variable included in the civi
voluntarism model and the six political knowledge variables included in the cognitive
mobilisation model in Chapter six. The summary statistics of the predictiver pdw
the model in Table 9, below, show that adding these variables significantly extbas
models predictive power, boosting the percentage of those correctly classdietbst
85 per cent. The Cox and Snell and Nagelkerke psuedo R square statistics show that the
proportion of the variance in the decision to vote improves, increasing to between
almost 46 to 62 per cent. Three of the six questions measuring political knowledge
remain statistically significant when controlling for the battery ofaldes included in
the general incentives model. Two are significant at the 0.01** level, increasing the
likelihood that respondents will vote by up to two times if they answered the knowledge

questions correctly.
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Table 7.10 Generational model of political participation

Model Model1 Model2 Model3 Model4
Overall classification 81.2 84.9 87.5 88.3
Classification of non voters 75.3 81.5 81 82.5
Classification of voters 85.7 87.1 91.7 92
Cox and Snell R Square .373 .459 50.9 510
Nagelkerke R Square .506 .621 68.9 .690

Predictor variables

Political efficacy (perceived influence) .075 125 .186 .185
Pol activity too much time and effort 210 .559* 942 946**
People too busy to vote -553**  -.647* - 702% - 714**
How do you feel about Labour 239 273 AL17* A414*
How do you feel about Conservatives .098 .158 .166 A71
How to you feel about LD 505%**  679*** .866***  876%**
Sense of satisfaction when vote 175 109 271 .278
Feel guilty if do not vote -.836%* - 782%* - T736%* - T745%*
Being active=group benefits -.214 -.250 -.122 -.104
Voting can change Britain .085 114 216 .190
It is duty to vote -.270 -.251 -.062 -.061
Democracy works only if vote J776%* 547 .364 379
Family/friends think voting waste of time .253 201 .180 .150
Most people around here voted -.258 -.319 -.836** -821*

Additional variables

Political Knowledge

Polling stations close at 10pm 2.149* 2770 2.570*
Conservative policy never to join Euro 1.733**  2.413** 2.426***
Liberal Democrats favour PR -.806 - 737 -.807
Minimum voting age is 16 -1.350* -1.430* -1.511*
Unemployment fallen under Labour .708 1.054 1.104
Only taxpayers allowed to vote -.087 -.310 -.320
Strength of partisanship .846* 1.364*  1.325**
Social Capital

Trust in others -.242%  -235*
Perceived Fairness 383  .378*
Asked to participate 1.665*  1.744**

Volunteering -3.432*  -3.402**
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Social class -.308

The model is also stronger with the variable measuring respondent’s strength of
partisanship included, indicating that whilst partisan identification has declined
markedly in recent years, it remains an important factor in understandingpadyys
generation of young people are the least of all likely to vote at genectibek. Each
increase in the scale from ‘no identification’; ‘not very strong’; ‘fastrong’; and ‘very
strong’ boosts the chances that an individual will vote, with all other factors in the
model controlled for.

At the next block, the model is further strengthened as the four variables
operationalised to measure social capital are added. All four of these \&@riable
perceived trust (0.05%); perceived fairness (0.001**); having been recruited intiogol
or community affairs (0.001**); and volunteering in politics or community affairs
(0.001**) are statistically significant, providing strong support for the hypotbesis
effect of social capital. The power of the model in predicting turnout ineateit
classifying 87.5 per cent of respondent’s decisions to vote, and accounting for almost 51
and 69 per cent of the variance in turnout at this stage.

Finally, social class — the market research definition, as used in Chaptas six
added to the model to ascertain whether or not the importance of class to the
generational, political knowledge, social capital theory is confirmed. Althdwegblass
variable itself is not statistically significant at the 0.05* level or beitteinclusion does
improve the predictive power of the model which now correctly classifies 88.2imer ¢
or respondents and accounts for between 51 and 69 per cent in the variance in the

decision to vote.

7.8 Conclusions

As | have argued at various points throughout the chapter, class and partisan
dealignment are the lenses through which changing youth turnout and wider political
participation are perhaps best viewed. Butler and Stokes model of voting etehtfv
long-term attachments were formed during the ‘impressionable yearsas kg have

seen, these enduring attachments have been in decline since the 1970s. This chapter has
sought to understand the salience of class, political knowledge and social capital a

determinants of younger adults’ political decisions, within the context ofparénd
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class dealignment.

In answering the research questions the chapter has sought to demonstrate the
waning of class and partisanship as predictors of party choice has faefrdered
class as defunct as a variable for understanding voting behaviour. Returninghte¢he t
explanations of partisan dealignment put forward by Webb (2000), | have suggested that
the process of class secularisation whereby voters have lost a senss mferiity and
values and have lost class cohesion, was continued by the Conservative government’s
trade union reforms. These reforms, | argue, had a considerable impact on wiaking
associative activity which was dominated by the trade unions and by working men’s
clubs. Given the ties between the trade unions and The Labour Party we would
reasonably suspect that declining trade union activity would lead to a drop in working
class partisanship. There is some evidence to suggest this is the case.

The second explanation for partisan dealignment Webb (2000) outlines is that a
process of cognitive mobilisation amongst modern voters has rendered polities pa
obsolete. According to cognitive mobilisation theory, a vast expansion of education and
access to television has facilitated the independence of the electonagediitical
parties (Barnes and Kaase 1979). | argue that the decline in working class soc
networks and partisanship have meant working class people are particulagfytitlesc
to other influences on their voting behaviour. This is particularly important for our
understanding of voting behaviour because Franklin’s (2004) influential work on voter
turnout provides strong evidence that voting is habitual. | argue that recentigaisera
of young people are distinctive in that they are amongst the first to havedogdissd
in an environment devoid of traditional party attachments. But they have also been
exposed to an array of short-term factors which appear to have impacted in the
political attitudes and participatory characteristics. These shantfgators have been
magnified in their impact by the role of television as an information sourg@tioig
people.

These changes relate to Webb’s (2000) third explanation of partisan
dealignment: the performance of political parties. The first pointueaigthat the
period between 1979 and 2001 when the young abstainers in question received their
political socialisation, there was little in the way of effective teledt competition
between the political parties. Whilst this was most noticeable afterlldbaur’s
general election victory in 1997, the whole period between 1979 and 2001 was one of

political hegemony where voters saw only one change in government in over twenty
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years. Secondly, the ideological convergence of the Labour and Conservairige part
post 1992 meant that many voters failed to see any difference betweernittbal pol
parties. The early chapters of the thesis provides evidence that in thesesErmeas,
many older voters, those who had acquired the habit of voting, continued to vote in the
1997 and 2001 elections, although there was a significant decline. But amongst 25-34
year olds who had only experienced one or two previous elections and amongst first
time voters, more than half abstained. The combination of factors arising from the
weakening of the social anchors to voting, and the failure of political partiesgond
to electoral defeat and to provide distinctive policy agendas appears to have turned
many away from conventional politics. The most worrying aspect of this ig that
voting, as Franklin (2004) argues, is an acquired habit, many of these citizenstma
return to the ballot box as they age.

In the absence of traditional ties to political participation and the infaynadti
role of social group identities, we might wonder where citizens receivepibigical
information from. Cognitive mobilisation theory implies a somewhat optimistic
approach to understanding the combined effect of rising educational standards and a
huge increase in the amount of political information available. It implieg)treaattity
equals quality in political information. Whilst it is beyond the scope of the ttesest
the role of the media in civic disengagement in Britain, we have been able to show that
the timing fits and that there is a strong case for suspecting telévisioolvement in
civic disengagement and declining voter turnout. Changes in the media environment: a
decline in newspaper readership and an increase in television viewing, but a decline i
television news viewing have occurred at roughly the same time as dectinahg) bf
political knowledge amongst young people. Having shown that knowledge is an
important driver of turnout and that partisanship and associational activity are both
positively related to increased levels of political knowledge, we are conaals
grounds to suspect that television has, if not replaced, superseded the more subtle
informational role of partisanship and associational activity. It is alsonahle to
suspect that, given what we know about formative socialisation and the habitual nature
of voting, younger people are more likely to have been affected by these clmnges t
older people. But we also know that working class people, partly as a result of their
particular patterns of associational activity are also more likely tdfbeted than their
middle class counterparts.

Inglehart (1990) classified partisans and non-partisans into two groups: those
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who are cognitively mobilised and use their information resources to provide thiem wi
political cues, who do not need partisanship. And those who are not cognitively
mobilised and rely on partisanship. Inglehart found that the percentage of sapdisti
non-partisans in Europe had increased over a decade and that there are more of these
sophisticated non-partisans among younger generations. The above chapter suggests
that there is another group, at least in Britain: those who are not partisans but have not
either been cognitively mobilised because of their social position. | woulefdher
suggest that there is a darker side to the argument. Whilst cognitive mobilisegidan m
paint an accurate depiction of the role of mass education and the rise of the media w
need to have a nuanced understanding that there are likely to remain important
differences between social groups.

This chapter has elaborated on the findings of the data analysis conducted in
Chapters four and six, and a reading of the related secondary literaturgsibl@la
theory of youth abstention. | recognise that the findings are tentativeure pnlaut argue
that recent cohorts are susceptible and have been affected by the faatbrs whi
characterised their political socialisation, at least in part becausegliehological
engagement with politics is weaker than that of previous generations. In the awgcludi
chapter | will draw together the main findings of the thesis and make someatioser
about future research in the field as well as returning to discuss the impliatibes
findings presented in the thesis for the participationists and realist visidesnofcratic

engagement.



191

Chapter 8

Conclusions

81 Introduction

Central to this thesis has been the investigatieiextoral change through the lens of
British democracy’s youngest voters. | have suggetiat this age group have a special
place in understanding change because they ataedidank canvasses and react
differently to political contexts or periods thalder sections of the population who have
imprinted on their lives their specific social goalitical experiences. These experiences
clearly have something to do with the developmémitiitudinal characteristics which in
turn impact on participation in social and polititte.

What we know about political participation is tliahas traditionally been
conditioned by the psychological engagement witlitipal parties which in turn has
stemmed primarily from economic and social classtiams. But it is becoming clearer that
it is not only attachments to parties and how thaye changed that is key to our
understanding of political participation, but thtaahment and engagement of individuals
with social groups; families, neighbourhoods anahewnities. Whilst this thesis does not
examine this latter point in detail it provides somdicative evidence towards this
contention and is suggestive of the need for funtbgearch to examine the long-term

nature of electoral change.

8.2  Revisiting theresearch questions

The central questions the thesis has sought teasldre to what extent has electoral

turnout declined amongst young people; what evidénthere of a generational effect
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occurring in electoral turnout in Britain; and whmaight explain these trends? These are
important questions for a number of reasons. Fietause profound changes in political
participation, away from electoral politics couldsg serious questions for the legitimacy
of our political system if the trend continues. WHex we come to a participationist
conclusion that declining participation is a bahghfor democracy, or a broadly elitist one
which might argue that it is desirable to have tediparticipation, observing and
explaining trends in political participation is ayktask of political science.

| have argued that there has been a significarttibaition to our understanding of
the changing nature of political participation bgp$e who have identified a growing trend
of activity in unconventional types of politics. Bihere is far less research on the
relationship between conventional and unconventiaci@vity. Related to these central
guestions, this thesis has focused solely on vdtelgviour amongst young people,
arguing that there is a significant gap in our usténding of the extent and reasons for
young people’s disinclination to vote.

It is clear that these questions are of fundanh@njaortance to the study of
electoral change and the nature of democraticipaliGenerational shifts may only occur
very occasionally and may result in entirely newlenstandings of politics and new forms
of political participation. In order to best undersd what is happening in relation to
electoral turnout the thesis has focused on whypghand why change at this juncture? In
answering this question | found that a signifigardportion of the recent literature in this
area can be viewed as a ‘participationist’ reactmthe idea that young people are
apathetic towards politics. Denver (1997) writingtjprior to the explosion of interest in
this area pointed out that young people have allags relatively apathetic, this is
nothing new. The response to this view is evidemhuch of the subsequent literature
which has tended to argue along the lines that y@&ople are only apathetic towards
politics when narrowly defined and are shown tarberested and involved in politics
when more broadly conceived (eg. Henn at al 200Pp@e et al 2003a, 2003b; Marsh
2007). In identifying gaps in existing researchotigh which to build the research
guestions for this thesis, this response seemel@quate because the argument that young
people are interested and involved in alternatbvené of political or social activity does

not prove they are not apathetic about conventipabtics, or explain why this is the case.
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Although it is highly likely that the two are liketo be linked, there is a lack of
information in this area and certainly not enouglagsume that participation in
unconventional types of politics can or will regguarticipation in conventional forms.
One of the reasons it is simply not possible tospriis contention is because no research
to date has adequately ascertained whether tieetivay of new, alternative forms of
political activity is not the opposite to that déetoral turnout, that is that it declines with

age.

8.3  Contributions made by the thesis

Given the identification of this gap in the litareg the thesis is able to make some valuable
contributions to the existing work on political peipation and electoral change and also
points directly to the need for further researcthis area, both to elicit and explore in
depth the findings presented here and also to exploange of new research questions.
Chapter four provides a unigue analysis of thettayies of turnout for ten age cohorts.
Whilst again making the necessary caveats witheetdp the limitation of an analysis of
pseudo cohorts in the absence of panel data difd-of/cle, period and generational
effects, the analysis provides an original pictufréhe uniqueness of the most recent
cohorts of young people’s voting behaviour.

Chapter four examines in detail turnout charasties to conclude there is sufficient
prima-facie evidence of a generational change tpglace to warrant an investigation into
why this might be the case. The turnout charadtesi®f cohorts 1 to 7 are generally
supportive of the life-cycle theory of politicalnpaipation, but the remaining youngest
cohorts, those who came of voting age in 1987 ded, @ppear to be following a different
pattern. Clearly there is strong evidence thatdkiseration are unique. Their low levels of
turnout in 1997 and 2001 are unprecedented. Thresents one kind of generational effect
as we can say for sure that they are different fitosir predecessors at the same stage in
the political life-cycle. Neither is there a preeatlamongst any of the age cohorts to
recover from such low levels of turnout for thesed to be accounted for simply by life-

cycle explanations.
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Notwithstanding how strong the evidence appeabeidChapter four details that it
is impossible to attribute these electoral charesttes to a set of enduring generational
changes until these young people age. With thiomapt point re-stated, there are two
further reasons to suspect the existence of a geoeal change from the data. The second
reason we might suspect a generational elemeuntriout change is that between 1992 and
2001 the most pronounced decline in turnout wasngsiahe 25-34 year olds, not the
youngest 18-24 year olds. This is significant beeaaccording to the life-cycle explanation
of voter turnout this is an age where we would ekpenout to begin to increase as a
cohort ages and has more at stake in society attmuraged to vote. Another reason is
provided by the pseudo cohort analysis in Chatear. fTable 4.6 shows that cohort 9
turned out at 75.3 per cent in 1992, but thereaditethe point where we might expect it to
increase, the experience of the period and electatext meant that in 1997 the figure
declined to 63.2 per cent and in 2001 to 54.3 pat.According to Franklin (2004) this
cohort is likely to maintain these habits if thel@Glection does not provide the impetus
for an increased level of turnout.

A further contribution from the analysis of trand turnout is insight into the
paradox of voting associated with rational cholesoty: why do people vote at all when
the likelihood of their vote being pivotal to thetoome is, at best, minimal? The results of
the data analysis suggest an answer: the parat@siexplained with reference to
understanding partisanship as a psychological emgeagt with politics which meant that
people identified with a political party and féfietduty to vote. In contrast what we see
amongst today’s young people is the beginning efeihd of this paradox. Young people
are no longer anchored to politics in the same agagrevious generations and they do not
vote because they realise their vote is not gangake a difference to the outcome and
because they feel that politicians do not offenttany reason to. This may shed some light
on our understanding of the reported rise in uneatignal activity. Young people
unshackled from the psychological chains of coneeial political engagement now
rationally deduce there is no point in them votiHgwever, it doesn’t follow that they
have necessarily become rational in all aspedtisedf participation. We might argue that,

exposed to an increasingly consumer focused medieoament, as discussed by Russell
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(2005), their participation has mutated into tHgparticular demands on single issues
concerns.

The second contribution the thesis makes to tistieg literature on youth
disengagement is to rigorously test a variety tdl@shed explanatory models of voter
turnout and party choice on young voters. The aggrdollows Clarke et al (2004) and
Pattie et al (2004). Clarke et al (2004) found tge was the most consistently statistically
significant variable in their analysis. They alssttfor the significance of political
generations using dummy variables for the Macmill&iison/Callaghan, Thatcher and
Blair generations finding no life-cycle effects asignificant generational effects ‘with the
decline in turnout across generations starting pé&bple who entered the electorate during
the Thatcher era. This pattern continued during3lag years’ (Clarke et al 2004: 270).
Chapter six builds on Clarke et al's findings, pngoin more detail the specific factors
contributing to young people’s turnout. By doingitsenables the thesis to take the analysis
of turnout decline a step further towards an urtdading of generational change, as the
factors specific to a generation are separatedroot those of the whole sample. The
contribution is highlighted by the difference iretfindings of this research. Clarke et al
argue that social capital and most of the sociclgrariables are of little value in
exploring turnout over time. But by examining tlgeearoups in detail it is possible to
ascertain that the effects of specific variableslifierent age groups are masked by
modelling the whole sample as one. Clarke et &igral argument in relation to the
significance of sociological variables is that tleeyynot account for the major changes in
turnout ‘across successive elections, such as #ssike drop that occurred between 1997
and 2001’ (274). Both Chapter six and Chapter savgue that it is possible to identify the
period between 1979-2001 as one which formed titadss related to these declines. It is
not possible using BES survey data to measureritierlying factors associated with
turnout and political socialisation prior to a per's first experience at an election with any
accuracy. Nevertheless, it is plausible that l@rgatsocietal changes were having a
gradual and disproportionate effect on a generatiom had not yet had its first experience
of voting and who had therefore yet to revealutaiout or attitudinal characteristics in
surveys. The fact that turnout declined for all ggeups in 1997 and 2001 is consistent

with this argument as it declined markedly lesmgue that this is because older portions of
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the population were and are relatively immune &séhchanges as a result of their
particular socialisation experiences which wouldenangendered in them enduring
partisan anchors to voting. In contrast, those eitered the electorate for the first time
after 1992 were amongst the first to be devoidgfarty identification through which to
mitigate specific factors associated with their-poditical socialisation as well as the
election specific contexts of their political sd@ation. This is far from conclusively
demonstrated in this thesis, but the evidence gealis consistent with this theory and it
points to the need for further research to exantiaenteraction of long and short-term
factors on political participation.

The results confirm the relative importance ofvheables in the general incentives
model. Clearly the motivations to vote, or not tdevencapsulated in the general incentives
model fare best of all those tested in the analygis might expect this to be the case given
the core hypothesis relating to change. Today's\gqeople are least of all anchored to
political parties through partisanship and sodas$s affiliations and as a result their voting
behaviour is best understood, at least partly tjiindbe prism of the various cost, benefits
and incentives to voting which they must weigh mpl@ciding whether or not to vote and
who to vote for if they do. However, the elitisthst understanding of democracy would
lead us to suspect that citizens may not be cadloieaking the most rational decisions
when it comes to this decision. Participationiséswengagement as having an educative
function; but given that the majority of young péogo not vote, or at least have not done
so since 1992, we might consider that they haveexjpérienced or been able to take
advantage of the educative element of participaiwhthat this leaves their understanding
of politics as well as their participatory and tattinal norms even further from their
counterparts from previous generations.

A broader picture of young voter disengagemenabedg emerge from the results
combined with the assumption relating to the imgoee of the absence of traditional
anchors to participation. The significance of theables in the social capital model
suggested that the anchors to political particgragirovided by partisanship may not be the
only types of socio-psychological ties which prasgtrong underlying motivations
towards political engagement. The composite mopetationalised in Chapter seven

sought to combine an understanding of a combinatidong-term and short-term
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influences on voter turnout. This understandingrajagement turns cognitive mobilisation
theory on its head because it criticises the assamfhat increases in access to higher
education means that citizens are more able teepsdarge amounts of politically relevant
information. The assumption that quantity equaksligis, in my view, flawed and there is
a growing body of work suggesting this may be thsedqeg. Norris 1999, 2000, 2003;
Wattenberg 2007; Prior 2007). Having said thaedrss that another contention of the
cognitive mobilisation model may be closer to theht — those who are more educated,
media reliant, politically interested and knowledgke tend to be more likely to protest.
But, again there is a problem. Whilst it is intuéito suspect that those more educated and
interested are more likely to protest, especidltiie core assumption of this that they are
no longer tied to parties through partisanshipus;tit assumes that rising educational
standards equal a concomitant rise in knowledgetgialitics. | would argue that it is
more reasonable to suspect that knowledge of gallissues is likely to cause a rise in
protest activity, only when combined with a lackkabwledge about conventional politics
and what it is realistic to expect from conventigpalitics. Without a broad understanding
of what politics can realistically be expected &bivker and therefore what citizens can
achieve by patrticipating in politics, politics ikdly to appear unresponsive to them.

To return briefly to the participationist vs resli elitist debate. One argument
against the participationist view of democracyhiattpolitics has traditionally had as one of
its aims the redistribution of unequally distribditesources — and this has been a great
source of citizen participation. If those resouraesnow distributed more equally, at least
to the extent to which the majority of people héwar basic economic needs met and they
are no longer tied to politics by their materiaéds, then, as Hibbings and Theiss-Morse
(2002) suggest, the majority may desire for nothésg than to be involved in politics.

The results support the hypothesis that in therates of long-term economic and
social psychological anchors to participation, diegelopment of voters’ participatory
norms are far more susceptible to factors assatiaith the political period in which they
were socialised. The results of Chapter sevenarsistent with the theorised importance
of political information. Butler and Stokes (1968gued that a major change in the
political climate may mean voters dropping theirtigan cues learnt at childhood in favour

of those received at their first voting experieneey also suggested that partisan identity
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had an informational function. Party attachments/jgled a frame of references which
allowed voters to process new problems into arbésked pattern. Without these
references we might suspect that Wattenberg's (2@@gnoses in close to the truth —
young people are becoming insulated from politiesir levels of knowledge are low and
the sources of political information they are exqubo are not conducive to participation in
conventional forms of politics — including votingedections.

The second element of the generational modelggse theorises the influence of
election contexts, previously shown to have begrontant factors in young people’s
voting (Russell 2002). | argue, after Crewe (1998ej the period 1979-2001 can be
characterised as a ‘hegemonic political period’ and of ideological convergence between
the main political parties. There is much evidefmoe the existing literature that young
people report being unable to see a differencedmivthe political parties and feel that
voting will not make a difference. As Labour shifte the right in the mid 1990s the
ideological difference between parties narrowed BB& survey data confirms the
expected fall in the number of young people wharepeing able to see a difference
between the political parties after 1992.

These election-specific contextual factors mayehasiped account for why young
people did not vote in 1997 and 2001. But | ardnat the period immediately before this,
one where many will have received their politiaatialisation was one dominated by
images of sleaze and media portrayals of incompetand dishonesty. This is reflected in
research showing that many younger people perc@okiicians as untrustworthy (eg.
White et al 1999; Marsh et al 2007). Whilst thesikaloes not directly test the contention
that these period specific factors were exacerdayegdung people relative susceptibility
to negative images of politics and politicians adlas politics being unresponsive and the
parties providing little alternatives from one dmat the intuitive appeal is strong after
having tested the effects of long-term factorshendecision to vote in 2001 and adding to

existing evidence on the importance of the politexiod.
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84  Implicationsfor participationist and realist theories

Returning to the participationist / realist debale: findings and conclusions presented
above can be interpreted in a number of differesngsivFor participationists the findings
are rather negative in that they do not point ¢itiazenry involved in politics, at least not in
voting. Political parties have tended to move aldsgether to reflect the position of the
electorate and this has begun to consolidate velgtiow levels of electoral engagement.
Clearly this could change and as we approach anGibeeral Election. Firstly, after ten
years of Labour in government, voters may feelIsirlyi exercised towards change as they
did in 1997 and this could increase turnout frofd2(&vels. The General Election is also
likely to be more closely fought than the ones@2 and 2005 and there is now significant
ground opening up between the two political partietabour under pressure to start
rebalancing the books lurch leftwards, raising saxe top earners. Nonetheless, it is rather
unlikely to be a coincidence, that even beforedisiails of MPs expenses were revealed
ahead of their publication by the House of Commankily 2009, that allegations of
corruption, sleaze and incompetence rear up taddlo& political landscape as they did in
1991 and in the period after the 1992 electionnig Labour’s victory at the polls in 1997.
Separating out the effects of those things likelghicourage voters to the polls with those
likely to discourage them will remain problematfi¢hatever the influence of these factors,
the General Election of 2010 and subsequent asatyay prove more positive for the
participationist vision.

It is my contention that the participationist vieswveakened in one respect by the
findings of this research, but that it may be sitbaned by an increasingly prevalent
feature of our modern communications environmeoe-which has and must continue to
be the basis of much future research into citizatigpation. | believe the participationist
position to be weakened simply because the evidemggests that there are good reasons
that people are not involved in regular, time conisilyg mass participation — they probably
do not want to be. Or they have become involveghiticular issue based politics as they
arise. The fact that conventional political pagation would appear to be changing
dramatically over recent years, but that therétls kevidence to suggest that politics,

political institutions or politicians have changadsuch a way as could adequately explain
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this, indicates that we should be looking for erpléons which focus on citizens or the
way in which politics is mediated to reach citizens

Whilst the participationists view of democracy s#ee essence of citizen
participation lying in its ability to achieve a camn good, these findings suggest that
citizens have become less likely to vote becausie personal economic fortunes have
improved and having independently weighed up thstscand benefits of voting, they
decide not to vote as it is not sufficiently inithaterest to expend time doing so. This
rather implies that citizens are somewhat moreis&fested that the participationist model
would allow for.

Participationists argue that participation hagdncative function. It may be that
the participationist vision of democracy was marki@vable when citizens were more
palpably tied to politics by a fundamental needifioprovement of their economic
circumstances. But we might argue along Schumpetdines that low levels of knowledge
about politics and about the nature of politics enalkdangerous to involve more people in
complex decisions. If demands are unrealistic dr@hcels to participation are increased
this could lead to instability. The participationmsight retort that citizens are capable of
ascertaining for themselves the limitations of foediand would therefore appreciate the
need to balance their demands with those of tedowi citizens.

It depends on one’s view of the relative impor&antthe findings of thesis as to
which side one ends up on the participationisalisedebate. We might view the decline in
the importance of long-term structural and psychiclal anchors to voting as proof that
citizens no longer need to vote and therefore nila&eational choice not to do so. Or we
might consider that the political period has turtieeim off politics and that if people were
able to see more opportunities to be involved mmeaningful way where they can make a
difference they would do so. One would suspecttti@truth lies somewhere in the middle
of the two positions with the participationists pestimating the capacity and desire of
citizens as well as the logistical possibilities filass participation; and the realist/elitist
position underestimating the educative functionljtgtand will of citizens to be involved
in mass participation. Perhaps we might concludéeeliidence that the positive aspects of
mass participation would materialise should thetigal system incorporate a significantly

more participatory approach is not strong enougiistochanges to an inherently stable
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system. That said, it is entirely possible thatrike of unconventional political activity
charted by Dalton (2008) and others will lead,leeytage, to a youth more engaged with
conventional politics.

Viewed in one way, the rise in unconventional ferof political activity supports
the realist/elitist position. These types of atyivend to be by their nature based around
single issues such as the environment, war, amigias, or the territorial rights of
populations such as the Tibetans in what is nom&hrhis would seems to reinforce the
view that people are increasingly coming to sedéipslas sets of single issues that
somehow governments have a moral obligation toemddiBut these demands tend to lack
an understanding of the nature of modern plurpbditics, where issues are inter-related
and where there are significant limitations on goweent is addressing any one policy
area, both financially and through the diversityrndérests involved to achieve even a
modest outcome. But this is not to deny the roésgure groups have had in highlighting
the importance of issues to governments and irtstgyahanges, for their much more
radical, in many cases, sets of demands. | wouddest that these kinds of groups may
become more problematic should they become theelafia larger proportion of the
population as a means of participation rather namnority of activists and protestors.
However, as has been suggested, the jury is gtilbo whether we are likely to see a
significant increase in these forms of participatio

The patrticipationist view of democracy that peagiteuld be involved in more day
to day decision making, if not all decisions, iesgthened logistically by the massive
surge in the use of the internet which has andaaititinue to transform the way we live
our lives. This is no less the case for democatitics as it opens up huge possibilities for
mass involvement in everyday politics. There aheige number of websites which aim to
give citizens the chance to respond to governmamgudtations, to view the record of MPs
and to contact any of their local representatiagsyell as a large number of ways in which
people can be involved in less conventional tygesctivity. A concern is that it not
uncommon to hear people talk of ‘e-democracy’ f asinehow electronic means of
participation are a panacea for disengagement@aidl €£xclusion. There is good reason to
suggest that the internet is not such a simple answdisengagement. One example is

recent article by Baumgartner and Morris (2009wghg that whilst social networking
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sites, amongst the most popular with young pe@ptrecognised by them as a source of
news, the news they consume from these typesed sffer them little in terms of good
quality information. Moreover, users of this tygenzedia are no more likely to participate
in politics than are users of other types of media.

A related concern is the ability of the internettmnect with traditionally
disadvantaged groups. There would seem to be $oofee internet to help many of these
groups, for example in cases where anonymity emgms engagement, or where it is
simply more convenient for a single parent to iateéwith a computer at home, where
physical interaction may not have been feasiblevéil@r, while there seems great potential
for these kinds of benefits and many more, theperbaps greater potential for new
technology to maintain the status quo. Furtheritbie may exacerbate it simply because
there are still very significant portions of theppitation who do not have access to the tools
for electronic engagement and even when disadvedtggups do have access they are
less likely to know what channels of engagemenbasn to them and use them less than
the rest of users (Ofcom 2009). Clearly more resesr needed to unearth the types and
guality of media that young people are consumimgtigularly as the internet looks
increasingly set to become part of everyday life.

The internet may be the medium par excellencadorface to face and single
issues participation. Its rise is inevitable angdegaments across the globe are harnessing
its potential to, amongst other things, make savargd to consult effectively with citizens.
The concern is that web-based politics could exmtercommon consumer based
misunderstandings of politics and lead to a risenrealistic demands on the state, simply
by virtue of its capacity to aggregate huge numbégeople on single issues. | conclude
hesitantly that it may be necessary to reform joslihot specifically because it is desirable
to involve more citizens in democratic processeasplecause it is undesirable for
unrealistic demands which cannot be met by govenhmoegrow and threaten the stability
of representative democracy.

The case for generational change made by Watterfp8€3) and others is
strengthened by this research which clearly shbasthere are good reasons to suspect
that recent generations are distinct from theieplmbunterparts. The case made by the UK

based ‘anti-apathy’ school and by Dalton (2008} tha emergence of new forms of
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political behaviour represent a shift in the nosusounding political participation may
well be true. Nonetheless, this conclusion isvilkem of the central methodological
difficulty established in this thesis that we signpannot be certain what changes in voting
behaviour or the rise in new forms of political fi@pation mean, in terms of generational
change until these cohorts age. However, the rethisbrve can be significantly more
confident of the conclusion made about electiondut is that we have the data on election
turnout covering a period which allows us to conegarevious generations with current
ones. This means we can say with confidence dt tleaisyoung people are unique in their
voting behaviour. The challenge is somewhat momeptex when looking at other forms of
political behaviour. Firstly because there isdittéliable and comparable longitudinal data
through which to make conclusions as to how famgppeople have always been involved
in ‘other’ types of political activity. Second, lecse the types of activity and engagement

have changed over time so it is difficult to assess compare the extent of involvement.

8.5  Reflectionsand implicationsfor futureresearch

There is clearly a need for further research is #nea and it is possible to identify some
specific areas. The first is the need to probéharthe compelling findings of Chapter six
and Chapter seven. The methodology of this thesieig that it is impossible to provide
anything but strong prima facie evidence of gemanat changes results from a number of
related limitations. Firstly, the impossibility obnclusively separating life-cycle, period
and generational effects in looking at the turreharacteristics of the youngest age group
will be possible to overcome as cohorts age arsdpossible, using panel survey data, to
compare their attitudinal and participatory chaggstics with other cohorts in existing
panels. This should provide a clearer picture eirttistinctiveness. There is also a case for
conducting some qualitative interviews or focusug®to elicit the attitudes of this
generation and comparing with the reflective evadefmtom older cohorts.

Another area where we need further evidence ihemxplanatory variables
modelled in Chapter six. A post-doctoral reseagdmnaa might seek to test the extent to
which the explanatory findings are generationakef limitation of the methodology

utilised was that the explanatory analysis wastéthto one period in time and can
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therefore only make reliable conclusions aboufalgtors that were involved in young
people’s decision to vote in 2001. Extrapolatirgnirthis to argue these variables are
associated with a generational change is probleraatit is entirely possible that these
factors are those that have always been involvedursing young people not to vote; life-
cycle factors. With the data limitations discussethe methodology, the decision was
made that a set of hypothesis should be test lmasedisting knowledge of electoral
changes and the likelihood that at least someeoféhasons for the unique decline in the
youth vote in 2001 would be picked up in the analyBhis would be strengthened by
investigating through qualitative methods olderegations’ anchors to political
participation and social life such as social cagitad partisanship. It would also be possible
to examine the impact of short-term factors on oggmerations to probe further the
finding that an absence of anchor to engagemedersryoung people more susceptible to
short-term factors. In their report to the Eleck@ammission, Russell et al (2002) identify
the need for more information on the differencegdter engagement amongst gender and
ethnic groups. Whilst it has not been the aim of thesis to probe these specific
differences, there is clearly a need, based ofiridangs of previous research for a need to
investigate what underlying differences and explanyafactors amongst these groups
exists. One of the possibilities for post-docteesearch in this area is to examine
differences between ethnic groups. This is likelpécome an increasingly important area
for research as the UK become increasingly muliniet

The second area which urgently needs addressioggh further research is the
relationship between conventional and unconventipolitical activity. In particular we
need to ascertain how a decline in voting amongshyg people is related to other forms of
political participation. How prevalent is unconvienial political activity in Britain; what
are its main channels; is it something which pritgyaoung people are involved in and
does it decline with age? Is its rise something plediticians should be concerned about:
does it pose a risk to representative politicswans to these questions would
considerably improve our understanding of the cursgate of politics and help political
parties to reengage with the electorate more gt

Perhaps one of the most important areas of rdsealates to the impact and

potential of the internet on politics and its paigifor democratic engagement. There is a
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considerable body of work which looks at this atigand it has been beyond the scope of
this thesis to investigate this. Even during therse of writing this thesis there have been
considerably advances in the content of the inteand in the quality of connections. On
commencing this research using the internet wale$aruser friendly than now and the
growth of Web 2.0 environments is likely to tramrsficthe user experience radically in the
coming years. One of the most intriguing aspectgookrnment’s use of online methods of
engagement is whether the Conservative Party wiidbenthusiastic in promoting online
engagement as the Labour Party have been, givatethegraphic of Conservative
support. This said, it will be interesting to sesvithe so called ‘Silver Surfers’, that
increasing proportion of the population of over 68&g the web, can be empowered by

online methods of service delivery and politicaj@agement.
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