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Introduction to Study

O lder people vote m ore frequently  th a n  do younger people 

(Campbell, 1971; C rittenden , 1963). A lthough chronological age can  

tell u s  quite a  b it ab o u t how a  person  will choose to  behave it is by no 

m ean s a  com plete guide. P erhaps m ore im p o rtan t to th e  m ystery  of 

w hy people behave as  they  do is in  th e  specific se t of roles th a t  they  

occupy a t a  p a rticu la r age. W hat factors are im p o rtan t to th e  decision 

to vote? W hat is th e  particu la r n a tu re  of the  reaso n s given for 

deciding to vote? Are role and  s ta tu s  engagem ent im p o rtan t to  the  

u n d ers tan d in g  of th e  decision to vote? How are role and  s ta tu s  

engagem ent re la ted  to political in te rest?  The problem  of th is  th es is  is 

to u n d e rs ta n d  how  age, life stage, role and  S tatus engagem ent and  

political involvem ent are  in te rre la ted  and  how each  ac ts  to affect the  

reaso n s  for deciding to vote in  older people.
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Review of Literature

In reviewing the  lite ra tu re  on social theory  of aging an d  political 

partic ipation , two m ajor approaches appear, th e  generational 

perspective and  the  life cycle perspective. Here, I focus on th e  life 

cycle app roach  as applied to political partic ipation . In th is  chap ter, 

th e  life cycle theory  will be explained and  its  com ponents defined.

The m ajor hypotheses of th e  s tu d y  as they  rela te  to rep resen ta tive  

artic les on life cycle and  political partic ipation  will also be p resen ted  

in th is  chap ter.

Life cycle th eo ris ts  seek  to discover and  explain changes in 

personality , behavior and  social re la tions th a t  occur as  people age and  

p rogress th ro u g h  the  life cycle. Life cycle can  be defined as th e  period 

of tim e th ro u g h  w hich all individuals p ass  in w hich a  regu lar series of 

events an d  changes tak e  place (Atchley, 1977).

Persons go th rough  m any  life stages in  the  course of a  life cycle. 

E ach  life stage corresponds to a  p articu la r chronological age range; 

a lthough  no rigid and  sim ple characte ristics  of a  life stage can  be 

m ade. For exam ple, there  is com m only know n in  ou r society an  "age 

to m arry," an  "age to s ta r t  a  family" and  an  "age to retire." However, 

no singu lar age can  be given w hen these  events m u s t occur.

A life stage is a  section of the  life cycle in  w hich a  u n iq u e  and  

p articu la r se t of priorities, activities and  events u su a lly  occurs. In 

o ther w ords, each  life stage con tains un ique  and  p a rticu la r roles and  

s ta tu se s  (Atchley, 1977). In a  la ter life stage, individuals typically
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focus on su ch  th ings as ending a  w ork career, m ain ta in ing  h ea lth  an d  

ad justing  to a  new  k ind  of family netw ork.

The differences in behavior no ted  across the  age groups can  be 

explained in  te rm s of these  life stages.

It w ould appear, then , th a t  differences in  political behavior 

am ong age g roups can, also, be explained by life cycle theories 

(Campbell, 1971:112). In th is  study, I exam ine role an d  s ta tu s  

engagem ent an d  th e  reaso n s for deciding to vote to d iscern  

differences am ong ages. If sim ilarities in  ro le s /s ta tu se s  an d  reaso n s 

exist w ith in  age groups, these  ro le s /s ta tu se s  and  reaso n s can  define 

characte ristic s  of a  life stage. The various life stages can, then , be 

u sed  to  m ore sim ply explain political behavior. The p u rpose  of th is  

s tu d y  is to te s t  life cycle theory 's exp lanation  of th e  differences in 

political partic ipation  am ong age groups.

Reviewed here are  The V oter D ecides. M ichigan Survey an d  

R esearch  C en ter (1954); "Aging, Voting an d  Political In terest,"  G lenn 

and  G rim es (1968); an d  "Politics th ro u g h  th e  Life Cycle," Cam pbell 

(1971). T hese s tu d ies  all po in t to th e  fact th a t  each  life stage in  the  

life cycle h a s  characte ris tics  w hich lead to specific conclusions ab o u t 

individual political behavior.

One of the  first thorough stud ies w as the  M ichigan Survey and  

R esearch  C enter's s tu d y  in  1954, The Voter D ecides. Cam pbell, G urin  

an d  Miller se t o u t to identify voters an d  non-voters w ith in  four 

geographic areas, to look a t SES, cand idate  preference, issu e  

orien ta tion , an d  p arty  affiliation of voters and  non-voters, to com pare
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groups an d  to trace  the  reso lu tion  to vote, especially the 

process of undecided  an d  changing voters, in  o rder to u n d e rs ta n d  the  

correla tes of political partic ipation . These research ers  p resum ed  th a t  

th e  significant factors in  th e  voting decision were p a rty  identification, 

cand idate  o rien tation  and  issu e  orientation.

Cam pbell e t al. concluded th a t  a  vo te r/non -vo te r is influenced by 

various facto rs in  different w ays a t different tim es depending on the  

am o u n t of conflict th e  individual experiences am ong party  

identification, cand idate  an d  issue  orientation . They fu rth e r 

uncovered th a t  psychological perceptions of an d  a ttitu d es  tow ard 

these  political factors are tied u p  in  the  indiv idual's social setting. 

Individuals take acco u n t of th e ir  position in te rm s of roles and  life 

stage in  o rder to m ake voting decisions.

T his s tu d y  began  to relate life cycle theories to political behavior. 

W hat Cam pbell e t al. pointed ou t w as th a t the  decision to vote did not 

depend solely on political issues, b u t included o th er factors a s  well, 

su c h  as an  indiv idual's m em bersh ips in church , w ork or family groups. 

As people advance into la te r life stages th e ir  m em bersh ips change. 

Political behavior being  dep en d en t on m em bersh ips an d  m em bersh ips 

being d ep en d en t on life stage, it follows th a t  political behavior 

depends on life stage. In essence, th is  s tu d y  show ed th a t  a  person 's  

p a rticu la r  life stage w as u ltim ately  im portan t in predicting  voting 

behavior. This s tu d y  laid the  groundw ork for o ther s tud ies to fu rth e r 

investigate the  influence of life stage on political partic ipation .

G lenn an d  Grim es (1968) analyzed d a ta  from 23 G allup polls to
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investigate w hite voter tu rn o u t in  p residen tia l elections from  1944 to 

1964 u s in g  the life cycle explanation . They hypothesized "that 

political in te re s t an d  partic ipation  som etim es re su lt from  a  lack  of 

o ther in te restin g  activities to abso rb  atten tion" (Glenn an d  G rim es, 

1968:564), Political in te re s t and  partic ipation  tend  to in crease  w hen 

o ther m eaningfu l role activities are lo st or becom e less critical to the  

personality . U sing d a ta  on five ten  year cohorts, G lenn and  Grim es 

show  convincingly th a t  political in te re s t does increase  from  young 

adu lthood  to old age even w hen education , sex an d  race are controlled 

(Glenn an d  Grim es, 1968:567).

G lenn and  G rim es (1968:574) th u s  argue th a t  "the p rim ary  

explanation" for th e  difference in th e  level of political in te re s t across 

age g roups "is the difference a t  various stages of the  life cycle in  

d is trac tin g  influences and  the  need [of older persons] to com pensate  

for lack  of o th er in te resting  activities" th a t  com es w ith  the  role of old 

age. Political ro le s /s ta tu se s  could function  as su ch  com pensatory  

m ech an ism s for older p erso n s (1).

If political in te rest rises in  p a rt due to role losses in  la te r life a  

p rim ary  goal for any  a ttem p t to u n d e rs ta n d  older ad u lts ' political 

behavior shou ld  be to  exam ine th e ir  role and  s ta tu s  engagem ent. 

Political in te rest, activity and  partic ipation  have been  com bined in th is  

s tu d y  into one variable called politicization. Politicization refers to an  

indiv idual's in ten sity  of involvem ent in  politics. In th is  study , I relate 

role an d  s ta tu s  engagem ent to age an d  to th e  level of politicization.

A corollary to the  above hypothesis is th a t  political in te re s t is
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inversely  re la ted  to the  degree of involvem ent w ith  perso n a l problem s, 

am bitions and  in te re s ts  (Glenn and  Grim es, 1968). Cam pbell claim s 

th a t  for the  m ost p a r t age differences in  the  w ay people respond  to 

politics derive from th e ir  life c ircum stances. He suggests th a t  the 

n u m b er and  k inds of concerns of indiv iduals change th ro u g h  th e  life 

cycle in  su ch  a  w ay as to produce a  contraction  of role / s t a tu s  

engagem ent. It is th is  con traction  to personal concerns th a t  affect 

m otivation tow ard or aw ay from political activity (Campbell, 1971).

In the  s tu d y  of political in te rest, Cam pbell found th a t  older 

people are m ore likely to partic ipate  in m ost form s of political activity 

th a n  younger people an d  a little less likely to partic ipa te  th a n  the  

m iddle aged. Cam pbell suggests and  th is  th esis  argues th a t  these  age 

differences found in political partic ipation  can  be explained n o t only 

by age b u t by the  p articu la r concerns p resen t in un ique life stages.

Cam pbell asks, "How m uch  of th e  difference we see in  the 

political ch arac te ris tic s  of people a t  successive stages of th e  life cycle 

can  be a ttrib u ted  to age itself and  how  m u ch  to c ircum stances 

associa ted  w ith age?" Noting from h is s tu d ies  th a t  young people are 

less likely to partic ipa te  th a n  older people, he answ ers, "It is n o t th a t 

th e ir  y o u th  m akes them  incapable of partic ipating; they  are as 

com peten t to perform  as citizens a s  th e ir elders. B u t being young, 

they  are sub jec t to m any  personal crises an d  m uch  moving about, b o th  

geographical an d  psychological; conditions w hich  d is tra c t them  from 

th e  world of politics." Cam pbell is saying th a t  young people are 

involved in  self-defining activities a t  th is  tim e in  life n o t political
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activities. For example, young people m ay be occupied by  estab lish ing  

a  ca reer or a  family and , therefore, are  no t involved in  partic ipa ting  in  

politics to any  g reat extent.

For older adu lts , th e  d istrac tions of earlier adulthood  are absen t. 

O lder people, according to G lenn and  Grim es, m u s t sea rch  for role 

an d  s ta tu s  activity. Com pared to younger adu lts, who have the  

advan tages of health , vigor an d  s tan d ard , w ell-established role 

s tru c tu re s , older persons have few alternatives. Therefore, G lenn and  

G rim es (1968:573) conclude th a t  for older ad u lts  "a tten tion  to politics 

becom es a  functional su b s titu te  for the  activities and  concerns th a t 

absorbed  so m uch  tim e and  energy in  the earlier years."

One way of testing  th is  theory  is to a sk  people, "W hat criteria  

do you u se  in  deciding ab o u t political behavior?" If older perso n s are 

less d is trac ted  by or m ore rem oved from the  occurence of m u n d an e  

everyday events an d  m ore in te rested  in  larger political issu es  they  

shou ld  ten d  to give reaso n s for deciding to vote th a t  reflect a  w ider 

perspective and  b ro ad er vision. However, if older p erso n s are  no t 

d is trac ted  by  or rem oved from everyday activity an d  less in te rested  in 

larger political issu es  they  shou ld  tend  to give reaso n s for deciding to 

vote th a t  reflect a  m ore narrow  perspective and  myopic vision.

T h u s for the p u rposes of th is  study, I d istingu ish  "m acro-reasons" 

from "m icro-reasons." M icro-reasons are narrow  in  social scope an d  

p erta in  to su c h  th ings as  personal beliefs, personal loyalties to sm all 

groups, personal in te re s t in  party , candidate, issu e  or personal 

welfare. M acro-reasons for deciding to vote, on th e  o ther han d ,
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concern  broad  values and  experiences su ch  as in te re s t in  the  life of 

ou r dem ocratic society or in  underly ing  political theory.

If th e  assu m p tio n  is correct th a t  old age is rela ted  to a  lower 

n u m b er of roles an d  s ta tu se s , w hich in  tu rn  allows older people to 

focus m ore a tten tio n  on politics, th en  it shou ld  also hold tru e  th a t  

older people w ould give m acro -reasons for deciding to vote. In o ther 

w ords, th e  m ain  reaso n  given for deciding to vote shou ld  encom pass a  

view of politics for its  own sake. If, however, older people give 

m icro-reasons for deciding to  vote, it m ay be th a t  the involvem ent in 

political partic ipation  is n o t sim ply a  m a tte r of su b s titu tin g  political 

activity for o ther lost activity of youth , b u t ra th e r  is p a r t of a  m ore 

general so rt of d isengagem ent from all roles and  s ta tu se s .

T his s tu d y  will exam ine the  reasons for deciding to vote as  they  

rela te  to politicization an d  to  life stage, w hich involves b o th  the  

consideration  of age an d  role and  s ta tu s  engagem ent, in  a n  effort to 

u n d e rs ta n d  the  factors relevant to older p ersons voting decision.
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Hypo th e se s

B ased  on th e  preceding, I derive several hypo theses reviewed 

above an d  tested  here:

1. Age is negatively rela ted  to th e  n u m b er of roles and  s ta tu se s .

2. Level of politicization is negatively rela ted  to n u m b er of 

roles and  s ta tu ses .

3. Age is positively rela ted  to  politicization.

4. The older th e  person , th e  m ore likely m acro -reaso n s will be 

given for deciding to vote.

5. The h igher th e  level of politicization, th e  m ore likely 

m acro-reasons will be  given.
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M ethods

C oncept Definition an d  M easure

The following section  will lis t the  m ajor concepts u sed  in th is  

s tu d y  (age, role and  s ta tu s  engagem ent, politicization and  reaso n s 

given for deciding to  vote), define them  an d  show  how  they  were 

m easured .

A ge  is defined as th e  responden t's  chronological age to the  

n ea re s t whole year (Q uestion #1 of the  questionnaire  in  A ppendix B). 

The variables were collapsed to a ssu re  an  adequate  n u m b er of cases 

w ith in  each  cell of th e  crosstabu la tion . The ages of th e  resp o n d en ts  

w ere grouped  into th ree  categories: "young-old," age 50-65; "old," age 

65-75; an d  "old-old," age 75 an d  older (see Table 1). T hese th ree  

categories are  b ased  on previously estab lished  divisions (Neugarten, 

1974).

TABLE 1: Age D istribu tion  of the  Sam ple

Age Category F requencv P e rc e n t

Young-Old (50 - 65) 22 18.3%

Old (65 - 74) 57 47.5%

Old-old (75+) 41 34.2%

TOTAL 120 100.0%

Role a n d  S ta tu s  Engagem ent is defined a s  the  resp o n d en t's  social 

ro les an d  s ta tu se s  rela ted  to specific personal in te rac tion  w ith  o thers
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th a t  m ake u p  th e  definition of re sp o n d en t's  self. The variable is 

in tended  to characterize th e  resp o n d en t a s  m inim ally, m arginally  or 

m axim ally involved in  social activity. The concept of role and  s ta tu s  

engagem ent w as m easu red  w ith  a  shortened  version of H avighurst an d  

A lbrecht's (1952) "Role Activities in  Later M aturity," E ach  of the  

original item s, except for the  item  ask ing  ab o u t hom e responsib ilities, 

becam e one item  in  a  checklist for th is  study , Q uestion  #7 in  A ppendix

B. T he variable w as scored by sum m ing  the  n u m b er of s ta tem en ts  

checked by  th e  respondent. C ronbach 's a lpha  is 0 .68  for the  

ro le /s ta tu s  engagem ent index (2).

R esponden ts ' scores were collapsed in to  th ree  categories b ecau se  

insufficient n u m b ers  were p resen t in  the  individual num erical 

categories to m ake sta tistica lly  significant varia tion  w ith in  levels of 

ro le /s ta tu s  engagem ent. W ithout collapsing, cell frequencies in 

c ro sstab u la tio n s w ith  o ther independen t variables were too sm all. 

Therefore, scores were equally divided in to  low role and  s ta tu s  

engagem ent (0 - 3), m edium  role an d  s ta tu s  engagem ent (4 - 7), and  

h igh  role an d  s ta tu s  engagem ent (8 - 11).

Politicization  is  defined a s  th e  ex ten t to w hich  resp o n d en ts  are  

involved in  politics and  th e  degree to w hich politics are  a n  im p o rtan t 

in te re s t in  th e ir  lives. This m easu re  involves political behavior a s  well 

a s  a ttitu d es. It w as m easured  by ask ing  th e  resp o n d en t ab o u t political 

activity, specifically d iscussing  politics in relation  to o ther activity and  

by ask ing  ab o u t th e  im portance of politics in  the  re sp o n d en t's  life 

(see Q uestions #9 and  #10 in the  questionnaire  in  A ppendix B).
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B ecause Q uestion #9 ask s abou t d iscussing  politics as  a  m eans of 

m easu ring  political activity an d  because  th is  is an  adm ittedly  w eak 

m easu re  (3), a  m atrix  w as developed to com bine th e  m easu re  of 

political activity an d  im portance of politics. A s tro n g er com posite 

m easu re  of politicization w as produced.

The m atrix  com bines two specific, re la ted  item s in to  one general 

item , in  th is  case, th e  frequency of the  resp o n d en t's  d iscussing  

politics an d  th e  im portance of politics to th e  re sp o n d en t into 

politicization. Classifying resp o n d en t's  politicization a s  low, m edium  

or h igh  b ased  on the fact th a t they  never d iscu ss  politics m ay give a  

d isto rted  vision of th e ir  tru e  engagem ent in  politics, a s  m ay looking 

ju s t  a t the  im portance of politics to  the  responden t. A m ore accu ra te  

w ay of m easu rin g  a  responden t's  politicization is to com bine th e  

variab les of d iscussing  politics and  im portance of politics in to  a  m atrix.

The politicization variable is form ed by dividing the  m atrix  in to  four 

equal b locks an d  labeling the  righ t top co rner low politicization, th e  

left bottom  corner h igh  politicization and  th e  m iddle sq u a re s  m edium  

politicization (see A ppendix C for m atrix).

R ea so n  is defined a s  the  prim ary  reaso n  the  resp o n d en t gives for 

deciding to vote or no t to vote. This w as m easu red  u sin g  an  

open-ended  question  (Q uestion #16) w hich asked  resp o n d en ts  to lis t 

the  th ree  m ost im p o rtan t th ings th a t  influenced th e ir  decision to vote 

or no t to vote. R esponses to th is  question  varied widely am ong 

resp o n d en ts . No two resp o n d en ts  gave the  exact sam e answ er to  th is  

open-ended  question  an d  m any resp o n d en ts listed  only one reason .
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Therefore, th e  first answ er in each  case w as tak en  to be th e  prim ary  

reaso n  for deciding to vote. In reviewing th e  answ ers given, I saw  a  

p a tte rn  in  w hich  answ ers seem ed to fall in to  one of two categories, 

m acro -reasons or m icro-reasons. The variable w as grouped into th ese  

two categories for analysis. S upport for th is  division of m icro- and  

m acro -reasons can  be found in  P arsons' (1951:346) d iscussion  of the  

p a tte rn  variab les of self-orientation  v ersu s  th e  collectivity-orientation 

(4).

As previously d iscussed , m icro-reasons are  th o se  th a t  involve the 

resp o n d en t in  th ink ing  ab o u t the  decision to vote in  te rm s of 

se lf-in terested  reac tions to personal re la tionsh ips w ith  a  sm all group 

of people (e.g. th e  family). M icro-reasons are  relatively egocentric. 

These reaso n s  are  characterized  by concern  ab o u t th e  individual 

ra th e r  th a n  th e  society, reflecting a  value o rien ta tion  cen tered  on  th e  

individual. M icro-reasons suggest an  outlook involving one's own 

activities an d  needs.

M acro-reasons involve th ink ing  ab o u t th e  decision to vote in  

te rm s of in te rac tin g  w ith  the  larger society. M acro-reasons ten d  to be 

u tilita rian  reaso n s  for partic ipating  in  th e  political system  (5). The 

resp o n d en ts  giving m acro-reasons, for exam ple, m ight say  th a t  th e ir  

engagem ent in  politicis is because  they  "feel a  deep sense  of d u ty  as  an  

A m erican citizen to vote in  every election." Or they  m ay com m ent, "I 

am  in te rested  in  preserv ing  the  dem ocratic system  for all to enjoy," 

T hese reaso n s  show  concern for society over concerns ab o u t individual 

problem s. The u tilita rian ism  in  th ese  reaso n s for deciding to vote is
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seen  in  th e  resolve to  ac t in  a  w ay th a t  re su lts  in  the  balance of 

p leasu re  over pa in  for the  g rea test n u m b er of people. These reaso n s 

em phasize action  oriented tow ard the  good for society a s  a  whole an d  

de-em phasize ac tion  oriented  tow ard the  concerns of th e  individual.

The Sam ple

The sam ple in  th is  s tu d y  w as selected from a  lis t of all 

organizations, clubs, associa tions and  ch u rch es (w ithout regard to age) 

from  th e  O m aha City D irectory and  the  O m aha Area Telephone 

D irectory listings in  th e  Fall of 1985. By choosing every fifth 

organization from  the  alphabetized  list, tw enty-four organizations were 

selected  for the  study . E ach  of these  organizations received a  le tte r of 

in troduction  to th e  research er and  the  purpose an d  co n ten t of the  

s tu d y  (see A ppendix A). Several w eeks after the  m ailing, a  follow-up 

te lephone call w as m ade to each  organization. Again, the  research er 

in troduced  herse lf an d  th e  study . At th is  tim e so licitation  w as m ade 

for th e  organization 's partic ipation  in  the study .

Five of the organizations could n o t be reached  th ro u g h  e ith e r m ail 

or te lephone calls. Twelve of the  organizations con tacted  refused  to 

partic ipa te  for one of the following reasons: the  group did n o t have 

tim e to partic ipa te , th e  m em bers of the  group did n o t vote for 

religious reaso n s (e.g. Jeh o v ah 's  W itnesses) or b ecau se  they  were no t 

yet eighteen  (e.g. Boy S cou ts or Cam p Fire Girls), th e  m em bers of the  

group did n o t partic ipate  in  research  as a  m a tte r  of policy, the g roup 's
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p ro ced u res  for approving partic ipa tion  in  research  were too leng thy  

an d  com plicated to satisfy  th e  lim its of the  study.

Seven of the  organizations agreed to partic ipate . F o u r g roups 

w ere church-re la ted , one w as a  fra ternal organization, one a  b u s in e ss  

organization  and  one w as a  re tirem en t com m unity  organization.

E ach  organization w as visited during  a  regu lar m eeting. An oral 

in troduction  w as given and  vo lun teers were asked  to com plete a  

seven teen-question  questionnaire  (see A ppendix B). From  th e  sam ple 

of organizations, a  sub-sam ple  of 207 resp o n d en ts volunteered  to  

com plete th e  questionnaire . One h u n d red  thirty-five questio n n aires 

w ere re tu rn ed . Fifteen re tu rn ed  questio n n aires were n o t inc luded  in  

th e  s ta tis tica l analysis because  they  were incom plete in  one of th e  vital 

q uestions concerning  age, political partic ipation , ro le /s ta tu s  

engagem ent or reaso n  for deciding to vote. F our cases w ere dropped 

to m ake th e  sam ple hom ogeneous on race (6). A to ta l of one h u n d red  

tw enty  cases  in  all w ere deem ed com plete and  usefu l for s ta tis tica l 

analysis. It w as noted th a t  these  responden ts  m ay have in troduced  a 

possible sam ple b ias  to th e  s tu d y  because  of the  pred isposal of these  

re sp o n d en ts  to partic ipa te  an d  vo lun teer (see d iscussion  below on 

sam ple bias).

D uring  the  adm in istra tion  of the  surveys, inform al conversations 

w ere held  w ith  partic ip an ts . Those re su lts  w ere no t quan tita tively  

analyzed, b u t  w ere recorded im m ediately following each  m eeting  in  a 

notebook and  reviewed for supporting  m aterial th ro u g h o u t th e  p rocess 

of sta tistica l analysis.
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Of th e  120 cases, tw o-th irds were female; all were w hite, 50 

p ercen t h a d  com pleted h igh  school, 11% h ad  som e college 

experience an d  39%  h ad  com pleted college. The age of the  

resp o n d en ts  ranged  from fifty-one to n inety-one years  old, w ith  an  

average of seventy-three.

A Possible Sam ple Bias

V oluntary  association  partic ipation  w as m easu red  by Q uestions #5 

an d  #6 in  th e  questionnaire . The questions were originally developed 

by C utler an d  C utler (Mangen, 1982). B oth questions have been  found 

valid an d  reliable for u se  in older populations. T hese questions 

m easu re  b o th  in tensity  of partic ipation  and  n u m b er of associations.

The resp o n d en ts  in  th is  s tu d y  tended  to  be highly m otivated, 

active p artic ip an ts  in  vo lun tary  associa tions. According to d a ta  

collected by th e  C en ter for Political S tud ies, In s titu te  for Social 

R esearch , U niversity  of M ichigan (Mangen, 1982), 74.9%  of th e ir  

sam ple of ad u lts  aged 60  an d  over belonged to a t  le as t one vo luntary  

organization. In th is  study, 93% of all responden ts  belong to a t  least 

one vo lun tary  association. The average n u m b er of vo lun tary  association  

m em bersh ips held  by responden ts  in  th is  s tu d y  is th ree . Of those  

holding m em bersh ips in  a t least one group, 49% hold one office in 

th a t  group. This sam ple inheren tly  overrepresen ts th e  section  of th e  

popula tion  likely to partic ipate  in  public affairs.

V oluntary  associa tions can  be political. If th is  sam ple is m ore 

highly involved in  social type vo lun tary  associa tions, th e n  it follows
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th a t  they  will also be m ore highly involved in  political partic ipation .

In th is  s tu d y  91.5%  of th e  resp o n d en ts  reported  th a t  th ey  voted 

in  a lm ost every election from  the  tim e they  w ere eligible. Of th e  to tal 

sam ple only 1.7% claim ed to have voted in  only a  few elections and  

6.8%  reported  voting in  several elections since eligibility. Table 2 

show s the  d istribu tion  of partic ipation  in  election by  age.

B ecause little variation exists in the  v o te /n o t vote variable it is 

invalid for fu rth e r u se  in  the  s tu d y  of how  age and  role / s t a tu s  

engagem ent effect politicization and  reaso n  for deciding to  vote.

TABLE 2: Degree of Participation  in  E lection by Age

Young-old Old O ld-old
Voted in:
a  few 0 0 1

several 1 3 3

alm ost every 21 54 3 7
(95.5%) (94.7%) (90.2% )

TOTAL 22 57 41
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Data A nalysis

R o le /S ta tu s  E ngagem ent an d  Age

T he old-old are  11% m ore likely th a n  th e  old an d  100% m ore 

likely th a n  the  young-old to have low ro le /s ta tu s  engagem ent. The old 

an d  old-old are  equally likely to have m edium  ro le /s ta tu s  engagem ent, 

61.4%  an d  63.4%  respectively. B ut, the  old and  old-old are  25% 

m ore likely th a n  th e  young-old to have m edium  ro le /s ta tu s  

engagem ent. The young-old are  m ost likely to have h igh  ro le /s ta tu s  

engagem ent (see Table 3).

The K endall's ta u  b  value is -0 .17577 (p < 0.025). There is a  w eak 

negative rela tionsh ip  betw een ro le /s ta tu s  engagem ent an d  age.

TABLE 3: ROLE by AGE 

AGE

Young-old Old Old-old T o tals

Low 0 5 4 9
0.0% 8.8% 9.8% 7.5%

M edium 10 35 2 6 71
45 .5% 61.4% 63 .4% 59.2%

H igh 12 17 11 4 0
54.5% 29.8% 26.8% 33.3%

T otals 2 2 57 41 120

t a u b  = -0.17577 significance < 0 .025
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Politicization an d  R o le /S ta tu s  E ngagem ent

Those w ith low and  m edium  ro le /s ta tu s  engagem ent are  equally 

likely to have low politicization. Forty-four p ercen t of those  w ith  low 

ro le /s ta tu s  engagem ent have m edium  politicization, w hile only 28.2%  

and  22.5%  of those  w ith  m edium  and  h igh role engagem ent, 

respectively, have m edium  politicization. T hose w ith  h igh  ro le /s ta tu s  

engagem ent are  20%  m ore likely th a n  those w ith  m edium  ro le /s ta tu s  

engagem ent and  40% m ore likely th a n  those w ith  low ro le /s ta tu s  

engagem ent to have h igh  politicization (see Table 4).

The K endall's ta u  b  is +0.17867 (p < 0.025). There is a  w eak 

positive re la tionsh ip  betw een politicization an d  role / s t a tu s  

engagem ent.

TABLE 4: POLITZ by ROLE 

ROLE

Low M edium  High T otals

Low 1 8 1 10
11.1%  11.3%  2.5%  8.3%

POLITZ M edium  4 2 0  9 3 3
44 .4%  28 .2%  2 2 .5%  27 .5%

H igh 4 4 3  3 0  7 7
44 .4%  60 .6%  75 .0%  64 .2%

T otals 9 71 4 0  120

ta u  b = +0.17867 significance < 0 .025
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Politicization and  Age

R esponden ts in  all age categories have high levels of 

politicization (see Table 5). The K endall's ta u  b  value is +0.00148 

(p > 0.05). There ap p ears  to be no linear re la tionsh ip  betw een age 

and  politicization (7).

TABLE 5: POLITZ by AGE 

AGE

Young-old Old Old-old T o tals

Low 1 4 5 10
4.5%  7.0%  12.2%  8.3%

POLITZ M edium  6 19 8 3 3
27 .3%  33 .3%  19.5%  27 .5%

H igh 15 3 4  2 8  7 7
68 .2%  59 .6%  68 .3%  64 .2%

T otals 2 2  5 7  41 120

ta u  b = +0.00148 significance > 0 .05

R eason  for Deciding to Vote an d  Age

R esponden ts in  all age categories p redom inan tly  cite 

m icro -reasons for deciding to  vote (see Table 6). The K endall’s ta u  c 

value is -0.00211 (p > 0.05). Age and  reason  for deciding to  vote have 

no lin ear rela tionsh ip .
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M icro-

TABLE 6: REASON by AGE 

AGE

Young-old Old Old-old

17
77.3%

4 5
78.9% 78.0%

T otals

9 4
78 .3%

REASON M acro- 5
22 .7%

T otals 2 2

ta u  c = -0.00211

1 2
2 1 . 1%

9
22 .0%

57  41

significance > 0 .05

2 6
21 .6%

120

R eason for D eciding to Vote an d  Politicization

R egardless of level of politicization, re sp o n d en ts  are  m ore likely 

to  give m icro -reasons for deciding to vote (see Table 7). R esponden ts 

w ith  low politicization are only slightly m ore likely th a n  those  w ith  

m edium  or h igh  politicization to give m icro-reasons for deciding to 

vote (0.05% an d  0.01% , respectively). The K endall's ta u  c value is 

-0 .01889  (p > 0.05). There is no lin ear re la tionsh ip  betw een 

politicization and  reaso n  for deciding to vote.
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TABLE 7: REASON BY POLITZ 

POLITZ

Low

M icro- 8
80 .0%

REASON M acro- 2
20 .0%

T otals 10

ta u  c = -0 .01889

M edium High T otals

2 5 61 9 4
75.8% 79.2% 78.3%

8 16 2 6
24 .3% 20 .8% 21.6%

33 7 7 120

significance > 0 .05

R eason  for Deciding to Vote and  R o le /S ta tu s  E ngagem ent

R esponden ts in  all categories of ro le /s ta tu s  engagem ent are m ost 

likely to  give m icro-reasons for deciding to vote (see Table 8). The 

K endall's ta u  c value is -0 .01306  (p = 0.049). There is no linear 

re la tionsh ip  betw een reaso n  for deciding to vote and  ro le /s ta tu s  

engagem ent.

REASON

TABLE 8: REASON by ROLE 

ROLE

Low M edium High T otals

M icro- 6 57 31 9 4
66 .7% 80.3% 77.5% 78.3%

M acro- 3 14 9 2 6
33 .3% 19.7% 22 .5% 21.6%

T otals 10 71 4 0 120

ta u  c = -0 .01306 significance = 0 .49
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In terac tion  of R o le /S ta tu s  E ngagem ent w ith  Politicization an d  R eason 

for Deciding to Vote

Noting th a t  no lin ear re la tionsh ips exist betw een a  m ajority  of 

th e  variab les a t th e  zero o rder level, I decided to check  th e  possibility  

th a t  re la tionsh ips were being  m asked  by a  th ird  in te rac tin g  or 

in tervening  variable. B ased on theoretical a rg u m en ts  found earlier in  

th is  study, ro le /s ta tu s  engagem ent w as chosen  as  the  possible 

in te rac ting  or in tervening variable.

At th e  zero-order level there  is no linear re la tio n sh ip  betw een 

reaso n  for deciding to vote an d  politicization (Table 7).

In the  su b tab le  for low ro le /s ta tu s  engagem ent, th e  K endall's ta u  c 

value is -0 .04938  (p > 0.05). The re la tionsh ip  betw een politicization 

an d  reason  for deciding to vote w hen  controlling for ro le /s ta tu s  

engagem ent show s no  linear rela tionsh ip  a s  in  th e  zero-order tab le  

(see Table 9).

In the  su b tab le  for m edium  ro le /s ta tu s  engagem ent, the  K endall's 

ta u  c value is +0.01666 (p = 0.42). W hen controlling for ro le /s ta tu s  

engagem ent th e  re la tionsh ip  betw een politicization an d  reaso n  for 

deciding to vote show s no linear re la tionsh ip  of significance.

In th e  sub tab le  for h igh  ro le /s ta tu s  engagem ent, the  Kendall's ta u  

c value is -0 .06750  (p > 0.05). Again, the re  is no re la tionsh ip  in the  

partia l o rder table.

B ased  on th is  te s t for a  linear in te rac tion  or in tervention  of the  

variable ro le /s ta tu s  engagem ent w ith the  re la tionsh ip  betw een 

politicization an d  reason , th e re  ap p ears to be no re la tionsh ip  betw een
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any of the variables.

REASON

Table 9: REASON by POLITZ by ROLE 

LOW ROLE/STATUS ENGAGEMENT .

M icro- 

M acro- 

T o tals 

ta u  c = -0 .04938

POLITZ
M edium  

2
50.0%

0 2 
0.0%  50 .0%

Low
1

100.0%

1
1 1 . 1%

4
44.4%

High
3

75 .0%

1
25 .0%

4
44 .4%

significance > 0 .05

MEDIUM ROLE/STATUS ENGAGEMENT

M icro-

REASON M acro-

T o tals

Low
6

75.0%

2
25 .0%

8
11.3%

M edium
17
85.0%

3
15.0%

20
28.2%

High
3 4
79.1%

9
20 .9%

4 3
60 .6%

ta u  c = 0 .01666 significance = 0 .042

HIGH ROLE/STATUS ENGAGEMENT

M icro-

REASON M acro-

T otals

Low
1

100 .0%

0
0.0%

1
2.5%

M edium
6

66 .7%

3
33.3%

9
22.5%

High
2 4
80 .0%

6
20 .0%

3 0
75 .0%

T otals
6

66 .7%

3
33 .3%

9

T otals
57
80 .3%

14
19.7%

71

T otals
31
77 .5%

9
22 .5%

ta u  c= -0 .06750 significance > 0 .05
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In terac tion  of Age w ith  Politicization an d  R eason for D eciding to Vote

This s tu d y  is prim arily  in te rested  in  w h a t reaso n  people give for 

deciding to vote. It h a s  been  hypothesized level of politicization an d  

age are re la ted  to each  o ther as  well as  to reason  given for deciding to 

vote, a lthough  n o t bo rn  ou t in  zero order tab les. D uring  th e  d a ta  

analysis, I began  to w onder if conditions of age m ight som ehow  

in terfere w ith  the  re la tionsh ip  betw een politicization an d  reaso n  for 

deciding to vote causing  the  variables to ap p ear non-re lated .

Therefore, I decided to do a  com parison  of politicization an d  reaso n  

for deciding to vote while controlling th e  conditions of age (see Table 

1 0 ).

The zero-order tab le  (Table 7) for politicization an d  reaso n  for 

deciding to vote show s no linear re la tionsh ip  betw een th e  two 

variables (tau  c = -0 .01889, p >  0.05).

In th e  su b tab le  for young-old, the Kendall's ta u  c value is 

-0 .11570  (p > 0.05). There ap p ears  to be no re la tionsh ip  betw een 

politicization and  reaso n  w hen  controlling for age in  th e  young-old 

category. T his re la tionsh ip  does n o t differ from  th e  zero-order tab le  

re la tionsh ip .

In th e  su b tab le  for old, th e  Kendall's ta u  c value is -0 .01477 

(p > 0.05). There is no re la tionsh ip  betw een politicization an d  reaso n  

for deciding to vote w hen  controlling for age in  th e  old category. The 

re la tionsh ip  in  th is  p artia l tab le does no t differ from th a t in  the  

zero o rder tab ic .

In the  su b tab le  for old-old, the  K endall's ta u  c value is +0.02142



(p = 0.031). Of th e  old-old 100% of those  w ith  low politicization give 

m icro-reasons, while 62.5%  of those  w ith  m edium  an d  78.6%  of those  

w ith  h igh  politicization give m icro-reasons. There is a  w eak  positive 

re la tionsh ip  found betw een politicization and  reaso n  for deciding to 

vote w hen  controlling for age in  th e  old-old category.

W hen controlling for age th e  re la tionsh ip  betw een politicization 

an d  reaso n  for deciding to vote changes from th a t  found w hen  no 

contro l is done. There ap p ears  to  be no re la tionsh ip  betw een  

politicization an d  reason  for deciding to vote in  the  zero-order tab le, 

however, w hen  controlling for age, th e  young-old and  old su b tab les  

rem ain  th e  sam e as the  zero order tab le show ing no re la tionsh ip , an d  

th e  old-old tab le  p roduces only a  sm all change to  a  w eak  positive 

re la tionsh ip  betw een politicization an d  reaso n  for deciding to vote. 

A lthough th ese  changes in  th e  re la tionsh ip  betw een politicization and  

reaso n  for deciding to vote u n d e r  the  specific conditions of age are 

sm all, it leads m e to the  conclusion  th a t  age h as  a  pecu lia r in te rac ting  

effect on th e  re la tionsh ip  betw een politicization an d  reaso n  for 

deciding to vote. B ecause th e  rela tion  seem s to change only u n d e r  

conditions of old-old age, it ap p ears  th a t  the  n a tu re  of th e  re la tionsh ip  

betw een age, politicization and  reaso n  for deciding to vote m ay n o t be 

linear. P erhaps, the  u n ique  phenom enon of living in to  old-old age 

p ro d u ces re la tio n sh ip s  betw een politicization an d  rea so n  for deciding 

to vote n o t able to  be discovered w ith  these  linear s ta tis tics .
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REASON

REASON

REASON

TABLE 10: REASON by POLITZ by  AGE 

YOUNG-OLD

POLITZ 
Low M edium  High

Micro- 0 5 12
0.0%  83 .3%  80 .0%

M acro- 1 3 3
100.0%  16.7%  20 .0%

T otals 1 6 15
4.5%  27 .3%  68 .2%

ta u  c = -0 .11570  significance > 0 .05

OLD

POLITZ 
Low M edium  High

M icro- 3 15 2 7
75 .0%  78 .9%  79 .4%

M acro- 1 4 7
25 .0%  15.8%  2 0 .6%

T otals 4 19 3 4
7.0% 33 .3%  59 .6%

ta u  c = -0 .01477  significance > 0 .05

OLD-OLD

POLITZ 
Low M edium  High

M icro- 5 2 2  5
100.0%  62 .5%  78 .6%

M acro- 0 3 6
0.0%  37 .5%  2 1 .4%

T otals 5 8 2 8
12.2% 19.5%  68 .3%

ta u  c = +0.02142 significance = 0.031

T otals
17
77 .3%

5
22 .7%

22

T otals
4 5
78 .9%  

11
19.3%

5 7

T otals
3 2
78.0%

9
22 .0%
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C onclusions

Life cycle th eo ris ts  focus prim arily  on th e  role an d  s ta tu s  

changes th a t  come w ith age. R ather th a n  trea ting  age as a  cau sa l 

factor itself, th e ir  po in t is th a t  it is the  life stage changes th a t  com e 

w ith  age th a t  cause  people to behave differently in  old age. By defining 

th e  roles an d  s ta tu se s  w hich a  person  occupies in  p a rticu la r  age 

ran g es (the life cycle th eo ris ts  call th e se  life stages), th e  th eo ris ts  

claim  behav io r can  accurate ly  be predicted. The m ain  pu rp o se  of th is  

th e s is  is to u n d e rs ta n d  how reaso n  for deciding to vote can  be 

explained  u s in g  th e  life cycle perspective. The re la tio n sh ip s  betw een 

age, role an d  s ta tu s  engagem ent, politicization an d  reaso n  for deciding 

to vote are  exam ined to te s t several hypo theses th a t  develop from a  

life cycle exp lanation  of voting behavior am ong th e  elderly.

T his s tu d y  w eakly supported  the  hypothesis th a t  th e  older th e  

person , the  lower the  n u m b er of roles an d  s ta tu se s ; an d  show ed only 

w eak evidence th a t  th e  lower th e  n u m b er of roles an d  s ta tu se s  the  

lower th e  politicization. T his s tu d y  found no evidence for lin ear 

re la tionsh ip  betw een age, ro le /s ta tu s  engagem ent, politicization an d  

reaso n  for deciding to vote. However, th is  th esis  does su p p o rt th e  

need  for fu rth e r s tu d y  of age and  life stage in  a n  exploration of political 

behavior u sing  non-linear sta tistica l analysis.

Age im poses its influence on th e  roles and  s ta tu se s  th a t  are  

available to a  person  th ro u g h o u t life. It would ap p ear th a t  as  a  person  

ages th e re  is a  decrease in  the  n u m b er of roles and  s ta tu se s . The loss
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of w ork and  family rela ted  roles and  s ta tu se s  in  la te r life m akes it h a rd  

for th ese  p erso n s to m ain ta in  a  h igh level of ro le /s ta tu s  engagem ent. 

The social no rm s of re tirem en t a t a  p a rticu la r  age an d  th e  norm s 

w hich  d ic tate  w h e th e r a tten tio n  is paid  prim arily  to family of 

o rien ta tion  o r to family of reproduction  a t  different ages are  w ays th a t  

lim it the  choice of ’’se lf' defining roles and  s ta tu se s . Social norm s 

requ iring  w isdom  an d  experience of age in  governm ent seem  to ta ilo r 

political ro les an d  s ta tu se s  for partic ipation  by  older people.

R o le s /s ta tu s  engagem ent th u s  narrow ed, political roles an d  

s ta tu se s  do no t ap p ea r to becom e m ore the  focal po in t th a n  family or 

w ork for those  in a  la te r life stage. C ontrary  to w hat G lenn and  Grim es 

(1968) s ta te , an  older p e rso n 's  ro le /s ta tu s  engagem ent in  politics does 

n o t ap p ear to be different th a n  any of the  o ther ro le /s ta tu s  

engagem ents. Political roles an d  s ta tu se s  do no t ap p ear to take  the  

place of o th er lost roles an d  s ta tu se s . Instead , it ap p ears  th a t  all 

ro le /s ta tu s  engagem ents decrease, including  political ones.

An alternative w ay of th ink ing  ab o u t the  dynam ics betw een 

ro le /s ta tu s  engagem ent, politicization and  reaso n  for deciding to vote 

m ay be to  consider old age as a  tran sito ry  tim e w hen th e  older person  

is try ing  to resolve th e  p a s t and  p lan  for th e  fu tu re  (Butler, 1968,

1971; C urtin , 1972). As roles and  s ta tu se s  are  lost, voting as  p a r t of 

th e  system  of political ro le /s ta tu s  engagem ents becom es the  

rem ain ing  viable in te re s t and  activity (8). Becom ing involved in  th e  

decision-m aking p rocess of the  society m ay be seen  as  one w ay to 

efficiently u n tan g le  som e of th e  conflicts. The voting decision m ay
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reflect a  variety  of personal concerns the  individual h a s  b ecau se  of 

h is /h e r  o th e r rem ain ing  lim ited associa tions, m em bersh ips an d  

responsib ilities. Therefore, w hen  th e  older p erson  is asked  ab o u t the  

rea so n s  for deciding to vote, those  reaso n s reflect th e  p rocess of life 

review an d  are consequen tly  m icro-reasons.

In  th is  s tu d y 's  a ttem p t to find th e  relevant factors in  th e  older 

p e rso n 's  decision to vote an d  to su p p o rt a  life cycle theo ry  of political 

partic ipation , it  still ap p ears  th a t  age an d  life stage are  key to 

u n d e rs ta n d in g  th e  dynam ics of th e  re la tionsh ips betw een 

politicization and  reaso n  given for deciding to vote. M ost significantly  

th is  s tu d y  po in ts to the  fact th a t  th e  re la tionsh ips betw een age, role 

an d  s ta tu s  engagem ent, politicization and  reaso n  for deciding to vote 

a lth o u g h  n o t rela ted  in  a  linear fashion, m ay be re la ted  in  som e 

non -linear way. A fu tu re  s tu d y  m ay explore the  possible non-linear 

re la tio n sh ip s betw een th ese  variables.
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C onsiderations

In com pleting th is  research  s tu d y  several p rob lem s w ere 

discovered. The m ost im p o rtan t general issu e  is th e  consideration  of 

u s in g  cross-sectional d a ta  to su p p o rt a  theory  ab o u t a  longitudinal 

re sea rch  problem . The secondary  problem s are  sm all sam ple size, a  

lengthy  questionnaire  and  a  lack  of sophistication  in  sta tis ica l analysis.

T here are problem s in u sin g  cross-sectional d a ta  to su p p o rt a  

theo ry  ab o u t re la tionsh ips betw een factors th a t  requ ire  by th e ir  very 

n a tu re  a  longitudinal research  design. C ross-sectional d a ta  describes 

one specific, finite po in t in  tim e, w hile longitud inal d a ta  describes a  

p rocess th a t  changes and  develops over tim e.

U sing cross-sectional d a ta  to d em o n stra te  long itud inal theories 

req u ires th a t  th e  re sea rch er infer changes over tim e b ased  on th e ' 

single po in t d a ta . T hese inferences are  approxim ations of change over 

tim e (Babbie, 1973). R esearchers assu m e th e  factors being stud ied  

p rogress logically over tim e.

For exam ple, in  th is  study, d a ta  showing young-old persons 

having  m ore ro le /s ta tu s  engagem ent th a n  old or old-old p erso n s are  

assu m ed  to rep resen t an  ongoing change th a t  an y  one perso n  over 

tim e will experience due to the  aging process. U nfortunately , th is  

a ssu m es  th a t  w h at is tru e  for individuals in different life stages is also 

tru e  for a  single p erson  advancing  th ro u g h  life.

It is  im p o rtan t to  b ea r in  m ind th a t  in te rp re ta tio n s  of 

c ross-sec tiona l d a ta  approxim ate and  help  the  re sea rch e r to  infer 

changes over tim e.
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The secondary  issu es  th a t  are im p o rtan t considerations in  

th is  s tu d y  involve the  sam ple size, th e  questionnaire  and  th e  s ta tis tica l 

analysis.

T his s tu d y  u sed  a  sm all sam ple size (N=120). A lthough d u rin g  the 

d a ta  collection period there  seem ed to  be a n  adequate  am o u n t of da ta , 

acco u n t w as n o t tak en  for incom plete q u estionnaires u n ab le  to be u sed  

in  th e  final analysis. Sm all cell sizes in  the p artia l analysis tab les were 

an o th e r problem  caused  by the  sm all sam ple size.

A nother consideration  is the  questionnaire . A m ore focused 

questio n n aire  w ould have been  better. The questionnaire  covered a  

varie ty  of topics including  age, sex, education , m em bersh ip  in  social 

clubs, role an d  s ta tu s  engagem ent, general social activity, political 

in te re s t, th e  im portance of politics, c u rre n t voting behavior, change in 

voting behavior, reaso n s for voting, effect of o thers on  voting decision 

and  frequency of voting activity. This w as too b road  a  range of 

qu estions for any  to be adequate ly  answ ered  given the  tim e period 

allo tted  to th e  resp o n d en ts  for com pletion of th e  questionnaire . I 

th in k  th e  topic of th e  stu d y  w ould have been  clearer to resp o n d en ts , 

an d  probably  m ore in te resting  to them , if the  questionnaire  h ad  

focused the  q u estio n s to elicit th e  core of in form ation  desired . 

R esponden ts m ay have p u t m ore th o u g h t into the  answ ers if the  

questio n n aire  h ad  zeroed in  on th e  topics of th is  study . A sh o rte r  

questionnaire  w ould n o t have posed su c h  a n  a rd u o u s and  

tim e-consum ing  ta sk . I m ay have gotten  m ore consideration  from  the  

re sp o n d en ts  w ith  fewer questions.
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Finally, the  cro sstabu la tions an d  m ultivariate contingency analysis, 

a lth o u g h  thoroughly  done an d  enlightening to the  factors associa ted  

w ith  voting decision of th e  elderly, a re  incom plete in  th e  

soph is tica tion  of s ta tis tica l analysis. A b e tte r level of m easu rem en t 

m ight have been  m ultiple regression  u sing  age, ro le /s ta tu s  

engagem ent an d  politicization as in terval level d ep en d en t variab les 

an d  reaso n  for deciding to vote a s  the  in terval level in d ep en d en t 

variable.

D espite these  shortcom ings, th is  research  s tu d y  proved a  

s tre n u o u s  exercise in  research  m ethodology an d  analysis. The d a ta  

analyzed an d  th e  conclusions m ade w ere helpful in  beginning  a  ske tch  

of th e  ch arac te ris tics  of life stage th a t  affect the  voting decision.



F ootnotes

1. One com ponent of th e  d isengagem ent theo ry  (Neugarten, 
1964; C um m ings an d  Henry, 1961) is re levan t here. The 
au th o rs  no ted  th e  increasingly  inw ard  o rien ta tion  of older 
people. D isengagem ent refers to th e  p rocess by w hich  older 
indiv iduals g radually  w ithdraw  from  roles they  have occupied 
in  m iddle age. The reduction  in  roles cau ses  th e  p erso n  to 
becom e m ore involved w ith  self an d  dccreasingly  involved 
w ith  th e  concerns of o thers.

2. C ronbach 's a lp h a  calculation: a lp h a  = kr  /  1 + (k-l) r
w here k  is the  n u m b er of ind ica to rs in  th e  index an d  r  is 
th e  average in tercorre la tion  am ong k  item s. For the  
ro le /s ta tu s  engagm ent index, k =  11, r = 0 .1619, 
a lp h a  = (11)(. 1619)/ 1 + (10)(.1619) = 0 .68

3. M any resp o n d en ts  indicated  th ro u g h  conversations th a t  a  
b e tte r  m easu re  of im portance of politics w as th e  am o u n t of 
tim e sp e n t read ing  political new spapers, m agazines or 
bu lle tin s , a tten d in g  council m eetings, w riting  to elected 
officials, m eeting  w ith  public figures, w orking in  political 
offices or on issu es  and  causes, ra th e r  th a n  d iscussing  
politics.

4. P arsons ta lk s  ab o u t th e  self-orientation v ersu s th e  
collectivity-orientation. 'T h is alternative a rises  w hen  a n  
individual s itu a tio n  m ay be classified either a s  an  opportun ity  
for the  gratification of ego's own relatively private u tilita rian  
needs or a s  an  opportun ity  for th e  gratification of th e  needs of 
a  collectivity of w hich ego is a  part" (Parsons an d  Shils,
1951). M icro-reasons for deciding to  vote can  be in te rp re ted  
as  self-oriented reaso n s  while m acro -reasons are 
collectiv ity-oriented reaso n s.

5. U tilitarian  here  is u sed  to connote views re la ting  to a  
philosophy in  w hich the  aim  of action  shou ld  be th e  largest 
possible good for th e  g rea test n u m b er of people, a lthough  the  
research er realizes th a t  o ther connotations do exist.

6. It w as felt th a t  including the  four cases w ould have m ade any  
conclusions based  on difference of race insign ifican t and  
inappropria te , sta tistically .



7. K endall's ta u  b and  K endall's ta u  c can  be u sed  only to p red ict 
linear re la tionsh ips. The resea rch er no tes th a t  a lthough  
th ese  variables show  no linear rela tionsh ip , th e  variab les m ay 
show  an o th e r k ind  of re la tionsh ip . The scope of n o n -lin ea r 
te sting  is beyond th is  thesis .

8. See previous d iscussion  on m easu res  of politicization an d  see 
lite ra tu re  on M ilbrath 's ladder of political pa rtic ip a tio n  in  
Political P artic ip a tio n . Lester M ilbrath, 1965.



Appendix A: Letter to Sample

G retchen  E. D ecker 
152 N orth 33 rd  S tre e t 

O m aha, NE 68131 
(402) 3 4 2 -3 4 0 6

D ear

My nam e is G retchen  E. Decker. I am  a  g rad u ate  s tu d e n t a t the 
U niversity of N ebraska a t O m aha. I am  w orking on a  th esis  to  com 
plete th e  M aster's  degree in  Sociology. My special in te re s t is in  the  
field of Aging. I am  p articu larly  in te rested  in  the  political views of old
er persons, those  55 years old and  over.

One popu lar sub jec t of s tu d y  in  Aging is voting behavior. Social 
sc ien tis ts  have exam ined various asp ec ts  of th is  sub jec t including  su ch  
factors a s  age, incom e, sex an d  education , th a t  influence voting deci
sions. They have stud ied  the  p arty  affiliations of older p erso n s an d  they  
have looked a t th e  changes in  affiliations over th e  life cycle. R esearch 
ers also  have exam ined th e  growing political pow er of th e  older p o p u 
lation.

I am  in te rested  in  the  im p o rtan t factors th a t  th e  individual sees 
as influencing th e ir  decisions to vote. My hypo thesis is th a t  one's defi
n ition  of oneself an d  the  roles th a t  one sees a s  im p o rtan t will greatly  
affect th e  decision  p rocess in  voting.

I p lan  to a sk  vo lun teers questions in  a n  inform al w ay on pap er 
ab o u t th e ir voting experiences. Several re la ted  top ics will be included  
in th e  interview  ab o u t percep tions of self in  te rm s of roles, p a rtic ip a 
tion  in  social, b u sin ess , church , friendship  an d  k in sh ip  groups. The 
q u estionnaire  is designed to take  approxim ately  th ir ty  m in u tes  to 
com plete .

I would appreciate  you r organization 's partic ipa tion  in  th is  survey.
I am  striving for a  represen tative sam ple of th e  O m aha area . Your ac 
tive p a r t in  identifying th is  sam ple will greatly  help  me. The survey  
shou ld , also, be in teresting  to th e  vo lun teers. I w ould be glad to sh a re  
the  re su lts  of the  s tu d y  as soon as I have finished.

I will co n tac t you  by  phone w ith in  the  nex t w eek to m ake the  
necessary  arrangem ents. If you have any questions before th a t  tim e 
p lease feel free to call m e a t  school (554-2626) or a t  hom e (342- 
3406). T h an k  you for your en th u siasm  an d  co-operation.

Sincerely,

G retchen  E. D ecker



Appendix B: The Questionnaire

G retchen  E. D ecker 
U niversity of N ebraska a t O m aha 
D ep a rtm en t of Sociology 
Phone: 55 4 -2 6 2 6

T h an k  you for you r co-operation in  filling o u t th is  questionnaire . 
P lease answ er each  question  to the  b es t of your ability  an d  as  com 
pletely a s  possible. If you have any  questions p lease feel free to 
a sk  me. The answ ers to the  questionnaire  will be k ep t in  the  
s tr ic te s t confidence an d  will be destroyed a s  soon a s  th e  d a ta  is 
analyzed.

1. In w hat y ea r were you b o m ?

2. ___Male_____Fem ale

3. Am erican  Ind ian  or A laskan  Native
Asian  or Pacific Islander

 H ispanic  B lack Wh ite
 O ther

4. W hat is the  h ig h est level of education  you have com pleted? 
Circle one.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8  com pleted gram m er school 
9 10 11 12 com pleted h igh  school
college 1 2 3 4 5 or m ore y ears

5. One of th e  th in g s I'd like to know  is how  people spend
th e ir tim e. Are you a  m em ber of any  social c lubs or organi
za tions? Yes or No If yes, how m any?  ____

6. Do you cha ir any  special com m ittees or ac t as  a n  officer of 
any  c lubs or organizations? Yes or No
If yes, how m any? _____
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7. A nother th in g  I am  in te rested  in  is how  people see th e m 
selves. Here is a  lis t of rela tionsh ips you m ay have in  
family, in  groups or w ith  individuals. P lease look over the 
list and  check any  of those th a t  apply  to you an d  yo u r 
activities.

 I am  a  g rea t-g randparen t.
 I am  a  g randparen t.
 I am  a  paren t.
 I am  a  spouse.
 I have b ro th ers  an d  s is te rs  th a t  are still living.
 I have cousins, nieces, nephew s th a t  are still living.
 I have friends th a t  I spend  tim e w ith.
 I am  active in  social clubs.
 I am  active in  b u sin ess  clubs.
 I am  active in  chu rch .
 I am  active w ith in  th e  com m unity.

8. Have you voted in:

 every election since you  w ere eligible?
 a lm ost every election since you were eligible?
 several elections since you  w ere eligible?
 only a  few elections since you w ere eligible?
 no elections since you w ere eligible?

9. P lease consider th e  following activities. A nsw er each  one 
as: I do th is  often, I do th is  occasionally, I do th is  seldom , 
or I never do th is .

V isit w ith  fam ily an d  friends Often
Read a  book Often
W atch  television Often
W ork on a  craft Often
D iscuss politics Often
Go to a  social club m eeting Often
Go to a  religious m eeting  Often
Go to w ork (paid) Often

O ccasionally
O ccasionally
O ccasionally
O ccasionally
O ccasionally
O ccasionally
O ccasionally
O ccasionally

Seldom
Seldom
Seldom
Seldom
Seldom
Seldom
Seldom
Seldom

Never
Never
Never
Never
Never
Never
Never
Never
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10. W ould you say  th a t  in  your life today politics is:

 of no im portance.
 of little im portance.
 of m odera te  im portance*
 of g rea t im portance.

11. Some people th in k  th a t  politics sh o u ld  only concern  the
young. How do you feel ab o u t th is?

The young shou ld  be in te rested  in  politics.
The m iddle-aged shou ld  be in te re s ted  in  politics.

 O lder people shou ld  be in te rested  in  politics.
All people shou ld  be in te rested  in  politics.

12. It is th o u g h t th a t  getting older can  change one 's voting 
behavior. Com pare your voting behavior to w h at you did 
ten  years ago. Do you vote:

 a  lot less often.
 a  little less often.

abou t the  sam e.
 a  little m ore often.

a  lot m ore often.

13. W hy do you th in k  your voting behavior h a s  changed?
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14. Som e social sc ien tis ts  th in k  th a t  people choose to vote or 
n o t to vote depending on th e ir  problem s, concerns an d  
th o u g h ts  ab o u t certa in  th ings. A nsw er each  of th e  
following: th is  is im p o rtan t to m y voting decision, th is  is 
som ew hat im p o rtan t to m y voting decision or th is  is n o t 
im p o rtan t to m y voting decision.

My d u ty  as a  citizen im p o rta n t

My responsib ility  to
th e  com m unity  im p o rtan t

Fam ily responsib ility  im p o rtan t

Im m ediate perso n a l 
p rob lem s im p o rta n t

Personal beliefs ab o u t 
political activity im p o rta n t

som ew hat
im p o rtan t

som ew hat
im p o rtan t
som ew hat
im p o rtan t

som ew hat
im p o rta n t

som ew hat
im p o rtan t

no t
im p o rta n t

n o t
im p o rta n t
n o t
im p o rta n t

n o t
im p o rta n t

n o t
im p o rta n t

15. People tend  to vote or n o t to vote like o thers a ro u n d  them . 
Do you feel th a t o thers around  you:

 do no t influence you.
 influence you a  little.
 influence you a  lot.

16. I am  very in te rested  in  how people arrive a t a  decision to 
vote. I w onder w h a t influences th a t  decision for you? Per
h a p s  ta lk  w ith  family an d  friends is im p o rtan t or m aybe 
loyalties to a  sm all group or w ork ties or ch u rch  affiliations 
cau se  you to vote or n o t to vote. Of the  various re la tion 
sh ip s  you have w ith  o thers, p lease lis t the  th ree  th a t  are 
m o st im p o rtan t to your decision to vote.



In looking over your lis t of th e  th ree  m o st im p o rtan t 
th ings th a t  help  you to decide to  vote or n o t to  vote, do 
these  th ings seem  im p o rtan t in your day-to-day  life? Yes 
or no? W hy or w hy no t?



Appendix C: Politicization Matrix*

IMMPOL 0 1 2  3

POLITICS

0 0 0 1 1

1 0 0 1 1

2 1 1 2 2

3 1 1 2 2

IMPPOL = th e  im portance of politics to th e  resp o n d en t.
POLITICS = The frequency  w ith  w hich the  re sp o n d e n t d iscu sse s  

politics.

* The n u m b e r found w ith in  the  m atrix  cells rep re se n ts  th e  level of 
politicization of th e  resp o n d en t, coded from 0 to  2 th e  variable is 
scaled  from  low politicization to h igh  politicization.
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