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Pzriisan desalignment has bean the dominantlforce iﬁ Amarican mass
glecteral bshavior since the mid 1960s. So familiar to électbral bé-
havier scholars ars the twin characteristics of this dealignment that
they require only brief mention here: (1) The parcentaga 6#_ths elec-
torate which identifies with 2 major political party has dééreaésd sub-
stantielly fraom the "steady state" levels of the 1950s and eérly 1960s,
with a reciprocel increass in tha percentege of Indspendents, - (2} Even
among thosa who havse ratained a party idantificatisn in thesae times,:é
decay cF_garty regular1$y in voting has baen notsd., These two changes
have vialded an electorate of the 1970s which differs.signifipéntly from
the giszcioraie of the 19508; Scholars are well aware of thesa changes,
Same of ths mast axciting current resazrch in electoral behavior is fo-
cussaed cn how the chenges affect our theories of mass political behavior
and of the functioning of the American political system ~- both of ﬁhich
made heavy usage of the 1950s and sarly 1960s as an gmplrical base,

Ths current dealignment plays such a crucial role in.shaping'mud-
ern Amsrican politics and in Furcing reassessment »f extant élactﬁral
behavisr theory that the implications of dealignment for the study of
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Party Identi?ication. It is antiraly Fitting that the Conference be
concerngd with thls issue, for 1t is changas 1n party i@enti?icat;on
1tself =nd in its relationship to the vots which signify changes from
ona electoral perlod to another.1

A focus on dealignment brings three research questions to center
stage: (1) How can the naturs of the dealignmgnt bs depicted complete-
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1; and precisely? %2) How can the occurrence of dealignment bg ax-
plained? (3) How can the termination of this period of dealiagnment
and the movemant into & new electoral period, when or if it takas
place, ba gauged? Thase guestions can be generalized talapply far bg-
yond ths immediate elesctoral period., They derive Frﬁm the questiohs
of how to menitor énd explain fundamantal chanqés infalactoral_bahauior,
which are ths questions eny adeguate theory of ‘elections must resolve,
Thae SRC/CPS electoral series is our most precious resourcé for
answering these guestions. The approach to ‘slectoral behavior ;mbudied
in its criginal dosign has held up remarkably well iﬁ the face of vary-
ing alactnral.conditions. Whare the original design sesmed inadequate,
new zpproachess, with the apprupfiate new instrumanfs, have bean éduptad.
Nonethelsss, it is clear to me, as one who has basn deeply involved in
attamnting to provide answers ta each of these research questions, that
ngither tha old zpproachas nor the newer ones-is sufficlent feor compre-
hending slectoral bshavior in this time of daaligﬁment. Thaere continues
to bs 2 nzed for new instrumentation and even for new design initiatives.,
The purposes of this memorandum are to suggest some of the directioﬁs
new mezsurements énd designs might take and; in doing so, to stimulate
discussion of thasé rosgarch questions at the Confarence so that addi-
tional suggestioné might ba forthcomina.

Resagarch Questlion One: Depicting Dealignment

New Approzches to ?he Maasuramant of Party Attachment: The famous
SRC/CPS measurs of party‘idantification lias at the core of the depic-
tion of electoral dealignment apd other electoral periods, As pointed
out in the Andsrsen-Eulau mamorandum, this measure has carried a heéu*
burden in the past -- under which, it should bé noted, it has held up |
impressively wall, o

Yt the saven-~category index of party idantification, standing alone,
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has saveral shortcomings a@s an indicator of partisan attachments,
which are highlighted during a period of electoral change. For one
thing, by allowing only thres levels of partisan intensity, 1t surew
ly does not capture thg Full variation in intensity of party attach-
mants, A measurs allowing greater diffsrences in in£ansity is nasded.
For another, by seeking only positive identifications with a party (or
with independsnce), the indox ignores the role of rejection in the
development of ona's pnliti;;I_Ia5E%Tf?T—JEEEE:;;;E;EHE;;;;I;;;\to ong
or another of the parties may be as imbnrtant as positive identifirations
for some voters, Clearly both are important. It follows that the loca-
tion of voters in the Yparty space" depends upon long~term faelings about
all of the parties in that space. A multidimensional measure of parti~
sanship is needsd, l |

R relatively new measure of party fesling in the SHC/CPS.studies
has, intenticnally or not, remedied some of the shortcomings of the in-
dex of partiy identification, Using the thermometer scale me thodoloqy,
respendsnts beginning with the 1964 study wers asked to indicaté their
feelings towards Republieans and Democrats, These thermometyr measures
can regisisr considerable variationm in intensity of fealing and may be
combined into a measure which roflects feslings about both ma jor par~
ties. They complement the party identification indax nicely. Respon-
.dents should be asksd to rate Independents as well to provids a complate
- set of thase complementary measyres,

The current thermometer scales, however, ara based on tha.assumpn
tion that parties ars bast conceptualized as groups of individuals e
8.09., the Democratic party is the collectivity of all Democrats, Par~
ties can be conceptualized altarnatively and more familiarly as instity-
tions, with an Instituticnal existancg ssparats from the group membership,

In this conception, the Democratic party 'is more than the sum of all




Democrats. 1t follows, then, that the tHémemgtar scala techhiﬁue
should be applied alép‘to the parties as inst;tutions, by asking re-I -
spondents to rate the Democratic party and tha Républican party,? }
The advantages of the thermometer measures of party attachmantr
arg obvious, They do not suffer from the variance restrictions and
the one~sidedngss of the original party identification index. Not -
only could they bag very useful in validating that original méasurs,
but thay should be more sensitive than party identification to changes
in.pgrtisan famlings Fruﬁ year to yaar; IF such indicaiors had been
avéilahla to us since thé 15505, wa @ould probably ba in a hstter
position than we are curranfly to ‘account for the rise in Indepandants

end espcacially the decline in party regularity among identifiers,

Mow Approachas to the Megsuramant of Vote Choice. Depicting dealign-
megnt 1is alsolmada diFFicult‘Eg.i%pracisp moasuremant of uo%inn cholice,
a criticsl ingredient in assassino_defeﬁtioﬁs from party reaulsarity,
The inagcuracies of self repbrté-ﬁf'uotinq cholces at the presidantial
level zre well known, What is nat s0 waii known is that thess Inaccur-
acles have grown as prasidgnéial turnout has declined in recent years,
Below the_ﬁresidantial lavai, very little is known about the accuracy of
self reports, It sesms pleusible to supp&sa that, if anything, thers is
less accuracy here, Votes in the lgss salient contastslara morg ligaly
to have bean forgetten by the time the intsrviewar comes around and
respondent "averages" of state and local votas are hiohly suspect, Thase
er%urs in vote reports cloud the relationship betwaap party and vots,
aFF;ctinq in ways unknown at present ocur estimates oF;Ehe deorea of party
lo;glty. For this reason alone, estimates of votinqlchoica negd to be
éqr; accurate,

- An initial corrsctive to vole reports should be appliad to individual

turnout each timeg by checking public records (whers available) to confirm



that the respondent is registered and has uotad..lThis vote validation
procedurg was exbcutsd successfully in the 1964 SRC/CPS election study'
and morits repitition in future studies.3 Hegavier concentration of the
post-glection interviewing in.the immediate aftermath of the election

is an additional procedure which might bs adopted to reduce inaccurate
roports, because it might lessen errors resulting from faded memories.
Finally, substantial improvament in estimating vote choices might be
achigved by redesigning the way in which vote choice data are collected,
The more the interview instruments resemble the actuasl ballot faced by
the respondent, presumably the more likely he or she will be to reblicata
actual vote choices in the interview situation. Raspondents should be
presentsd with a ballot rasembling tha bellot used in their locale as
closely as possible and asked to vote as thay did when at the polls, 'Euen
tha sacracy of the votina booth could be simulated by havina respondants
fold their ballots and place them in a ballot box. It mioht also be
worthunile to tsst the viability of providing respondents with a ballot
on or bafore electien day and asking them to fill it in immediately after
they heve voted and than to raturn it to the interviewer or ths field

offics.

Resana Ouostlon Twe FExplaining the Current Deallgnmart

One can identify at least three somawhat overlapping hypothsses which
have bogn advanced to account far the currsnt daaliqnmenf of the electaorats,
The Fartiy Distance Hypothesls locates the causes of dsalionment in in-
cregased perceptions that nelther party promises to do what veotars want on
important policy issues., The Party Diversity Hypothesis suqgests fhat,
as party leaders have becoms more diverse in theglr policy stencss within
the ma jor parties, party has bacome 2 less. meaninaful cue for votsrs. The
Partisan Socialization Hypothesis takes a more distal vigw of the causes

of the dealignmant: it finds the underlying sourcas of the deoalionment in
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the weak childhood partisan socialization of the youngest mambers of
the contemporary electorats.

The SRC/CPS election studies contain a veritabla aold ming of data
with which to test these hypotheses, Elactoral behavior scholars in
search of explanations of dealignment should "mine" thase data more
creatively and extensively. Yet, as one attempts to account for dealion-
ment using the available data, it becomes obvious that edditional mea-
sures -- which are sgnsitive to movement from one alectoral period to
another -~ arg required. In this section of the mamorandum, I shall
sugnest somg new measurss which might bg useful in testing thesa hypotha-~

sas about the "causes" of the current déalignment.

The Pazty Distance Hypothasis, In order to test this'hypothasis
adequataly, data must bg gathéred on the distances perceived by respon-
dents batwasn themselvss and the two parties, Fnr{';unatalyg such data
have besn collsctad for specific policy issuas beginnino with the 1968
elsctiicn study, by having respondents place the partiss and thamsalves
along =z saven-point scale anchored by competing policy alternatives on
a numbsr of policy issues, Thess data may be used to detsrtmine the dis-
tanca betwoen respondsnt positions and raspondants' perceptions of party posi-

ticns.4

If an adequate time series on party distances is to be achievad,
continusd collection of thass data is imperative. |

For all of ths advantagss of these perceived policy distancs maasuras,
ths reguirement that respondents specify rathar preclse policy positions
for sach party and themsalges may be too stringent for most voters, Rather,
it seems more likely that voters' impressions of party distances afe qansrall
inbﬁatura and should not beg constrained to achisve an artificial precision.

:

Given this consideration, perhaps a more sppropriate way to moasure party

distances would be to ask respondents to anchor themselves at the zero

‘point on a scale and then to locats the partiss in terms of how close thay -
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ssem to be to their own positions. This could bs accomplished quite
aasily for specific lssues, It could be used also to determine per-
celved party distancgs on those problems mentioned in .open-endsd queas- -
tioning as most important to the raspoﬁﬂéht. The ‘advantage of using
thase problems as imputs to party disténc%'ca10ulationsvis that.;hey
arg sallent matters to the individual, not issues he or she may Héﬁar

have considsrsd.

JThe Party Diversity Hypothesis., To test this hypathesis, _data
must be gathered on mass perceptions of a numbsr of leadors/ecandidates
in esach party. The candidats thermometer guestions used first in the
1968 election study can provide first-tasts of this hypothasis., They
measura how & respondent "fgsls" about sach candidata. Variations in
thermomster ratings for politicians within the same party sHould sarve
es an gxcellent indgx of ﬁsrceivad intraparty divgrsity, It sgams raa-
SDnabls ta supnoss that the more diversity is perceived within the party,
the lzss useful theo party lebel is in quiding the voting bghavior of the
individual,

A major drawbsck to the current candidats thermometer measure is
that it seems to combine, 1n en unknown and pnss;bly idiosyncratic way
for each respondent, feelings about the caﬁdidate as a person and as a.
politicien with identiflable policy stances. The lattar is of special
“Interest to students of electoral chenoe, and a candidate thermometer
maasure which focussed solely on the policy dimension of a candidate's
appeal would be battsr for them. Respondents might be asked, for exampled,
to indicate en the thermometer their feelings about a ssgies of cand;*
dates in terms of what ths cendidates mioht do if thay Qére alectéa to
offiés where certain quastions of policy wore concernad. Siéiiériques-
tions could be asked for general policy and For those probléms identified .

as most Important by the respondents themselves,



The Partisan Socialization Hypothesis. The empirical testing of

this hypothasis is possipla to soma extent with careful analysis of the
existing data, but it could be siqﬁificantly furthered by both new in-
strumentation and desi§n modifications. Several desion alternativas

arg promisinag, Incluaing pre-voting-ags respondents in the CPS sample,
if mgasures more sensitive to slectoral change (such as thé onaes sugoasted
herein) are used, would allow for monitoring of levels of partisan in;
tensity and of party perception in this cruclal pré-adult period, Evan
greater undsrstandlng of tha transition from pre adult to adult could be
achievad with the use of a panel design, F1nally, more extensive effort
should be dlrsctsd tomards achisvinq a more raprasentatlua sampling of
the youngest mambers af the Blactorata.

R naw measure on the "roots" of party identification wﬁuld be a use-
ful addition also, Réspondents could be asked, in an open-ended question
fermat, how thay "came to be" Republicans, Democrats, or Indapendents.

e e T T T TN e T T e
Probes could bs used to focus the respondent's memory on childhood social-
ization, particular evants, stc. Answers to this guestion could'in‘turn
bs coded accar&ing to the sources of idantifiﬁation, tﬁs level of aware-
ness of sourceé, and the number of differsnt reenforcing sources, lThe
information gained from this questicn could be combined with the indirect
attempts to discern "roots" (such as guestions about the partisamship of
pargnts and when respondents changed thair party identifications) to pro-

vide a2 mors completse picture of the development of party identifications.

Rgsaarch Quastion Threge: CLGauoing Change in Electoral Periods

For movement from ona electoral period to anothber to be recognized
as it is ocecurring, rather than afte: it has occurred, highly sensitive
measures of electoral beshavior are requirsd. One of the gresat strengths

of the SRC/CPS wlection studies has bgen tha repeated measurament (;n



soma casas for alﬁost a gquarter of a century), with sensitive measures, of
many important dimensions of slectoral bghavior. Another Qreat strength
has baen.tha adaptability of these studies to the new requiremants of
electoral change and of changing approaches to the study of electoral
behavior, Thus, it is not eriticizing the elactiun‘studias to suggest,
with the clearness of view that only hindsight allows, that more sensie-
tive measures of certain aspects of slectoral bshavior would have bsen
desirable in gauging the chanoes of the last decade or so. p
The suggestions containsd in this memorandum are designed largely to
make future CPS5 election studies even more sensitive to changes in elec-
toral behavior. By increasing the variation in partisaﬁ intensity, by
allowing for comparisons between the two parties, -by carefully calibrating
raspondent~party policy distances, by ascertaining more policy-centersd
impressions of theg cendidates, and even by measuring voting choice more
sccuratsly, our acility to trace changes over time is improved. If 1980
wers {somghow). to ba the first year of a realigning slectoral period,
for exampia, it szems to mé that the measures proposad_herain'would increase
the likslihood that we could identify and account for that change while it |
was going on., The point is that we must deosign our empirical studies in
anticipation of change if we sre to identify and explain change mhén 1f

appsars, This is surely one important lesson we have learnad from the 1960s,

This memorandum contaiﬁs a numbar of suggestions for changes in mea-
surament and desion in the CﬁS slection studigs., Thess suggesﬁions Flow
out of an immediate interest in dealignment and a more desp-seatad concern
with mass electoral changé,lQSpacially from one typa of electorasl period
to another, My interssts cut across the entire conference on party iden-
tificaticn, bearing to some sxtent on aachloF the proposed sessions. Thay

lead to alterations in how party attachments are - conceptualized and oper-



atiocnslized, so that it can be charted more carefully across diffarent
election periods. Crossnational studiss of party identification can-ba
improved substantially by using a framework which recoonizes theo ba-
havioral manifestations of different election periods and by uding mea-
syres which are sensitive to sach, (Using a thermomster scale to tap
attachmonts to each party separately, in addition, weuld seem highiy
useful in a multi-party system.) The causal position of party identifi-
cation too promises to bs better illuminated through mora‘caraful and
multiple measurement of party affiliations thamseluas and a more extsnsive
search for thsir "sources". All in all, I feel the Conference will bens-
fit from adopting-a perspective of party idantification.which incnrpofates

concern for slectoral changs.

Footnotes

1Thres basic electoral periods -- dealigning, realigning, and stable
alignment -- are identified in my "The Systemic Consequences of Election
Types " {Celivered at the 1977 Annual Meetings of the American Political
Science Association, Washington, D. C., Septembsr 4, 1977,), 1-6.
Z0ne apparent feature of the current dealignment has been a widening
gap bstwesn local and national party organizations. Given this, it seams
usaful to gathar thermometer ratings of the two parties at both levels --
i.e., thz nzticnzl Democratic party and "the party arocund heors." The rela-
tionship betwsen thesa two ratings mioht serve as an additicnal index of
party dscay. ‘ -

% ar a discussion of the rasults of this vote check, sea Aage R.
€lausen, "Response Validity: A Vote Report," Public Opinionm Quarterly,
32 (Mintsr, 1968-1969), 588-606,

%4 limited use of the party distance data along these lings may be
found in my "Partisan Dealignment in the Postwar South," Tha Americen
Politice! Science Revisw, 71 (June, 1977), AD1-494,

9Tha problam of achieving a representative sampling of this age qroup
is discussed in Philip E, Converse, The Dynamics of Party Support (Beverly
Hills, California: Saqe Publications, 19768), 47-51.




