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          The connection between class and vote in Canadian electoral politics has 

attracted a great deal of attention over the last 40 years. Some observers of this topic argue that Canada exemplifies a case of "pure non-class politics," while others assert that a relationship between social class and voting behaviour is present
. In an effort to clarify the relationship between social class and voting behaviour in Canada, this study examines the impact of income and education on interest and participation in politics in the 1997 federal election.  A series of  bivariate crosstabulations is used to demonstrate specific relationships between income, education, interest in politics and political participation. The major finding of this study is that, while relationships do exist between income and education and participation in politics, neither of these relationships is especially strong. By way of contrast, interest in politics is much better predictor of participation. 
For the purpose of this study I will be focussing on objective differences in income and education in determining whether or not a link exists between social class and participation in politics.
 Income has been selected as an indicator of social class as it is related to both occupation and lifestyle. Education has been chosen as it represents status quite differently than income, and thus may have a different impact on participation in politics. Interest in politics will provide a rival hypothesis to the class-based accounts.
STUDY DESIGN

As this study will be restricted to the impact of social class on voting behaviour in the 1997 federal election, the data used for this study will be taken from the 1997 National Election Study.  Income is measured as a numerical value of an individual's total household income, from all sources, before taxes and deductions; respondents have been classified into three categories - LOWER INCOME (less than $40,000), MODERATE INCOME ($40,000 - $80,000), and HIGHER INCOME (above $80,000).   Education is also classified into three categories - LOWER EDUCATION (less than high school), MODERATE EDUCATION (high school, high school and some post-secondary), and HIGHER EDUCATION (a completed post-secondary degree(s) or diploma(s)).  Interest in politics, a composite variable taking into account the amount of attention paid to news about the election on television, radio, and in newspapers, as well as the amount of interest individuals have in the election and their general interest in politics, will be classified in four categories - NO INTEREST, LITTLE INTEREST, MODERATE INTEREST, and HIGH INTEREST.  Voter Participation is simply classified as either did vote (YES), or did not vote (NO).

This study will test the following three hypotheses: 1.) Individuals with lower levels of income will be less likely to vote than those with higher levels of income, 2.) Individuals with lower levels of education will be less likely to vote than those with higher levels of education,  3.) Individuals with lower levels of interest will be less likely to vote than those with higher levels of interest.  To test these hypotheses, I shall perform three separate bivariate crosstabulations.
FINDINGS

Table I.) Participation Crosstabulated With Income
	                        Level of Income



	
	Lower

Income


	Moderate

Income
	Higher

Income
	

	Voter Participation


	NO

YES

	21.6%

14.7%

14.0%

78.4%

85.3%

86.0%


	(486)

(2293)

	
	(1171)
	(1100)
	(508)
	(2779)






Table I demonstrates the strength of the relationship between an individual's level of income and whether or not they voted in the 1997 election.  What is shown here is an indication of a limited relationship between level of income and voter participation.  The fact that there is a relationship between level of income and voter participation, but that this relationship is relatively weak, is shown by a Cramer's V measure of 0.09.  The relatively weak impact of income on voter participation is further demonstrated by the column percentages under each income category; these percentages show that while "lower income" voters are roughly 7 percent less likely to vote than their counterparts in the "moderate income" and "high income" categories, there is virtually no difference between the voter participation levels of "moderate income" and "high income" voters.  This observation identifies the fact that while voter participation is lowest among individuals in the "lower income" category, once voters have crossed a certain income threshold their likelihood of voting, or not voting, is unlikely to change with any further increases in income.  While these data are far from conclusive, they show some evidence that individuals who earn lower salaries will be slightly less likely to vote than more affluent individuals.

 Table II.) Participation Crosstabulated With Education
	                        Level of Education



	
	Lower

Education


	Moderate

Education
	Higher

Education
	

	Voter Participation


	NO

YES


	21.4%

20.4%

12.1%

78.6%

79.6%

87.9%


	(543)

(2586)

	
	(627)
	(1290)
	(1213)
	(3130)






Income, however, is only one indicator of social class.  To gain a more thorough understanding of the impact of social class on political participation education must also be examined.  Table II demonstrates the strength of the relationship between an individual's level of education and whether or not they voted in the 1997 election.  What is shown here is an indication of a relationship that, while slightly stronger than the relationship between income and voter participation, is again relatively weak.  The fact that there is a relationship between level of education and voter participation, but that this relationship is limited, is shown by a Cramer's V measure of 0.11.  The relatively weak impact of education on voter participation is further demonstrated by the column percentages under each education category; these percentages show that while voters in the "higher education" category are roughly 8-9 percent more likely to vote than their counterparts in the "moderate education" and "low education" categories, there is only a minimal difference between the voter participation levels of "moderate education" and "lower education" voters.  This observation identifies the fact that while voter participation is highest among individuals in the "higher education" category, unless an individual has a high level of education, the extent to which a voter has been educated is unlikely to impact their likelihood of voting.
Table III.) Participation Crosstabulated With Interest in Politics

	                          Interest in Politics



	
	No

Interest
	Little Interest
	Moderate Interest
	High Interest
	

	Voter Participation


	YES

NO

	37.2%

17.0%

9.0%

5.6%

62.8%

83.0%

91.0%

94.4%


	(524)

(2532)

	
	(620)
	(1083)
	(1011)
	(343)
	(3057)







This table demonstrates that the relationship between interest in politics and voter participation is substantially stronger than either of the relationships demonstrated by the previous two tables.  The strength of this relationship is clearly shown by the column percentages under each interest category; these percentages show that an individual's likelihood of voting increases substantially with their level of interest in politics.  The table demonstrates that individuals who take "no interest" in politics are much less likely to vote than individuals in any other categories; across the "little interest", "moderate interest" and "high interest" categories a clear increase in voter participation occurs demonstrating that an individual's interest in politics has a substantial impact on their likelihood of voting.  These observations are further reinforced by a Cramer's V measurement of 0.29, which demonstrates that the relationship between interest in politics and voter participation is relatively strong.
As we see from the data displayed in the tables above, evidence in support of the first hypothesis - individuals with lower levels of income will be less likely to vote than individuals with higher levels of income - does exist, however, the relationship is not strong.  Similarly, there is some support for the second hypothesis - those with lower levels of education will be less likely to vote than individuals with higher levels education. But again the support is not strong.  The third hypothesis, the rival to the class explanation of participation does receive substantial support. Those more interested in politics are more likely to participate by voting than are those who are less interest in politics. 
 In summary, the major finding of this study is that, while relationships do exist between income, education, interest in politics and participation in politics, only the last of these relationships is especially strong.  Of the two variables representative of social class, education may have a very slightly stronger impact on participation in politics; however, neither variable influences participation in politics except very weakly. By contrast, interest in politics shows a moderately strong effect on participation.
DISCUSSION


As Fletcher and Forbes note, the majority of work on social class and voting behaviour has had a "typical finding of weak class effects on voting in Canada."
  Overall, this study has indicated results fairly consistent with the typical finding of a limited relationship between social class and voting behaviour. While this study has shown that interest in politics is perhaps more related to voter participation, it is important to realise that a deeper understanding of the various factors influencing political participation in Canada will require further research.

Another finding of this survey that could be examined further, is the stronger impact of interest than either income or education on political participation.  This finding raises interesting questions about the sources of interest in politics. Perhaps differences in interest are based on class differences. Alternatively, they might be due to demographic differences such as age. These hypotheses can perhaps be investigated next term in a multivariate analysis. 
APPENDIX A: TECHNICAL NOTES ON DATA AND METHODOLOGY

The variables used in this study were taken from the 1997 national election survey.  The variables used in this study were recoded as follows:

INCOME - CPSM16 merged with CPSM16A

All don't know and refusal responses were declared as missing

cpsm16 (998, 999).

cpsm16a (98, 99).
Income was computed by merging CPSM16 and CPSM16A into 10 categories as follows:

numeric Income

if (cpsm16a=1) or (cpsm16 le 20) Income = 1

if (cpsm16a=2) or ((cpsm16 gt 20) and (cpsm16 le 30)) Income = 2

if (cpsm16a=3) or ((cpsm16 gt 30) and (cpsm16 le 40)) Income = 3

if (cpsm16a=4) or ((cpsm16 gt 40) and (cpsm16 le 50)) Income = 4

if (cpsm16a=5) or ((cpsm16 gt 50) and (cpsm16 le 60)) Income = 5

if (cpsm16a=6) or ((cpsm16 gt 60) and (cpsm16 le 70)) Income = 6

if (cpsm16a=7) or ((cpsm16 gt 70) and (cpsm16 le 80)) Income = 7

if (cpsm16a=8) or ((cpsm16 gt 80) and (cpsm16 le 90)) Income = 8

if (cpsm16a=9) or ((cpsm16 gt 90) and (cpsm16 le 100)) Income = 9

if (cpsm16a=10) or (cpsm16 gt 100) income = 10
These 10 categories were further condensed into three categories for the purpose of crosstabulation as follows:

recode income (1 thru 3=0)(4 thru 7=1)(8 thru 10=2)

value label Income 0'Low Income'1'Moderate Income'2'High Income'

These three categories have been selected as they represent differences in income that are large enough to impact one's consumer power, living standard and other factors associated with social class.  

EDUCATION - CPSM3

All don't know and refusal responses were declared as missing

cpsm3 (98,99)

The 11 original categories were condensed into three categories for the purpose of crosstabulation as follows:

recode cpsm3 (1 thru 4=1)(5 thru 6=2)(8=2)(7=3)(9 thru 11=3).

value label cpsm3 1'low education'2'moderate education' 3'high education'

These three categories have been chosen as they represent major educational benchmarks, such as graduation from high school and graduation from university or college, which can impact an individual's social class by shaping how they perceive, and are perceived by, their social community.  
PARTICIPATION - PESA2A merged with PESA2B 

All don't know and refusal responses were declared as missing

pesa2a (9)

pesa2b (8,9)
The two variables were merged into one as follows:

numeric VOTE.

if (pesa2a=1) or (pesa2b=1) vote = 1.

if (pesa2a=5) or (pesa2b=5) vote = 0.

Value label Vote 0'NO' 1'YES'

Voter Participation is simply classified as either did vote (YES), or did not vote (NO)
INTEREST- CPSB1, CPSB2, CPSB3, CPSB4 and CPSB5 indexed together 


The Alpha coefficient for these five variables was 0.81


All don't know and refusal responses were declared as missing

cpsb1 (98,99)

cpsb2 (98,99)

cpsb3 (98,99)

cpsb4 (98,99)

cpsb5 (98)
The new indexed variable was then computed as follows :

COMPUTE Interest = (cpsb1 + cpsb2 + cpsb3 + cpsb4 + cpsb5)

The 50 categories of the index variable were combined into 4 as follows:

recode Interest (0 thru 13=0)(14 thru 25=1)(26 thru 37=2) (38 thru 50=3)

value label Interest 0'No Interest'1'Little Interest' 2'Moderate Interest'3'High Interest'
These categories represent differences in individuals' levels of interest in politics based on the amount of attention paid to news about the election on television, radio, and in newspapers, as well as the amount of interest individuals have in the election and their general interest in politics
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