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An online platform providing young people with a secure and
structured space to discuss their perspectives on the 2005 general
election

‘Turnout or turn off? General Election 2005 was an online debate where
young people could share their perspectives on the campaigning, build up,
results and the significance of the UK’s 2005 general election.

The general election is the most important event in British politics. It is the
time when the British people vote to decide who will represent them in
Parliament and govern the country. Candidates who want to become MPs
must persuade electors that they are the most qualified to represent their
interests in Parliament. The political parties are out to do all they can to
show that they are the best choice to become the Government.

Not only is the general election the most important political event, it's also
the most exciting. It's on TV, in the street and dropping into inboxes. People
talk about politics more than at any other time. After just a few weeks of
intensive campaigning, everything came to a head on May 5" when people
made their decisions and cast their all important vote.

This year young people under the voting age could share in the
excitement and public debate. In the HeadsUp Forum, the participants were
free to discuss any aspects of the general election or voting and elections in
general. However, the discussion was launched on the following election
topics:

- How can the parties appeal to young people?

- The Election - the campaigns and reports

- Should the voting and candidacy ages be changed?
- Is voting a right or a responsibility?

The Forum opened at the start of the campaigning period. It was open
during the build up, on polling day and stayed live for another week to allow
young people to talk through their impressions of what had happened and
their hopes for the new Parliament and Government.




The objective of the HeadsUp project is not only to facilitate peer-to-peer
deliberation on topical political issues, policies or events but also to provide
students with a means of informing themselves about the topic.

As with every Forum, ‘Turnout or turn off?” was supported by detailed,
student-centred background notes that included an election timetable, a
glossary providing a breakdown of election jargon, an overview of party
policies and even a summary of electoral systems.

The debate involved students from 17 schools around the UK. They were
between the ages of 11 and 17. A number of students had participated in
previous Forums but most were taking part for the first time. The
participants made multiple visits over the duration of the debate and the
number of posts totalled 268.

This report summarises the debate that took place and includes key posts
from students. Conclusions from the debate are to be found at the end of
this report. Special care has been taken to ensure that the report is non-
partisan and representative of the views expressed by the participants in
the debate.

The participating young people and the Hansard Society would like to
invite interested parties, particularly parliamentarians and government, to
respond to the findings.

Responses and requests for further information should be directed to:

Ross Ferguson

New Media Manager
Hansard Society

9 Kingsway

London

WC2B 6XF

0207 395 4000

citizenship@hansard.lse.ac.uk

Contents...

1. Summary... How can the parties appeal to young people?

2. Summary... The Election - the campaigns and reports

3. Summary... Should the voting and candidacy ages be changed?
4. Summary... Is voting a right or a responsibility?

5. Forum Conclusions

6. Forum Transcripts



‘Turnout or turn off? General Election 2005’

Forum Space 1

How can the parties appeal to young people?

(became “How can the politicians and parties connect with young people?’
post-May 5

When it comes to young people’s political engagement, the conventional
wisdom is that young people find formal politics alien and inaccessible.
Under 18s are said to be especially apathetic about the political parties as a
result of the parties’ failure to identify the issues or modes of
communication that resonate with that age group.

However, political parties are instrumental in our parliamentary system and,
during election periods, they are the driving force. So, against the backdrop
of the 2005 general election, this first consultation space took the problem
and its components and asked the young people to offer their expert
analysis.

HeadsUp is a not aligned to any party. Of course that doesn’t mean that the
forum participants can’t voice their support for one party over another. All
the “Big Three’ came in for praise.

Some participants were happy to be backing the incumbents:

“labour have done such a good job, and im sure things will definetly
improve™

Others, however, eagerly anticipated a change in the powerbase. The
Conservative party, who provided the official opposition in the last
Parliament, were seen by some as a better option:

“l believe that that tories have the right policies to attract younger
voters. Although Howard may not be the youngest, or for that matter the
most energetic of the three major party leaders, he has some strong
views”

The Liberal Democrats have often come out top of opinion polls carried out
with young people and they had support from some participants in the
HeadsUp Forum:

“lib dems seem to be most appealing to youth. Kennedy is the youngest
of the major parties. He's laid back.”



However, it would be far from the truth to say that these young people
were positive about political parties. Despite occasional vocal support, each
of the main parties and their leaders were on the receiving end of some
very negative criticism.

The Liberal Democrats’ reputation as the “third party’ did not do them many
favours when some young people considered their governing credentials:

“l dont reely think that the lib dems are reely relyable to be in
government. They havent reely had any experience. And are not as
strong as the tory's and labours.”

The Conservatives are lampooned in some sections of the media as a party
of ‘old, grey men’. It is an image that the party has struggled to shake off
but from some of the posts it was clear they will need to address more than
just cosmetic appearances if they are to win over younger voters:

“the torys can definetly not win, they are not in touch with modern
society”

During the election campaign there were voters who spoke of being
supportive of the Labour party but feeling let down by Tony Blair. These
sentiments also found expression in the HeadsUp Forum:

“tony blair the most corrupt prime minsiter ever, uses his power for free
holidays, to get his ‘'mates’ into high powered jobs, and seems sleazy”

Though each of the leaders and their parties were criticised, the vast
majority of uncomplimentary posts about the political parties were directed
at their collective contribution to British politics. There were particularly
damning appraisals delivered on their attempts to connect with younger
citizens:

“Out of the three major parties, | haven't seen any effort put in for the
vote of young people, while in the USA there were enormous campaigns
run for the young vote. | don't know if this is the appropriate forum to
post this comment, but | will anyway. If | could vote, | would have a hard
time doing it”

Yet, in response some students questioned why the parties should bother
themselves with young people, especially those under the age of electoral
majority:

“there’'s no need for the major parties to get the vote for young people,
as many can't vote, and the majority of those who can, either won't vote
at all or vote for some one like the monster raving loony party”

Young people are often criticised for not taking politics seriously, and this is
used as a justification for writing off the value of their participation in the



political process. However, there were young people in the Forum who set
out to counter this belief through their words and actions:

“many adults refuse to belive that what we have to say counts and when
we try to exercise our right to freedom of speech we are always greeted
with the all to familier 'dont back chat me' i believe that the world today
is living in the past and when children were to be seen and not heard.
they need to get with the times and accept that what we have to say may
be true and that our say matters™

Arguments like this received wide support amongst the participants.
Nevertheless, some were quick to point out that the parties would find it no
small challenge to catch up on lost time with such a diverse and mobile
section of society:

“It depends on what young people want. Once a party has identified
what that part of the electorate wants, then and ONLY then, can it
appeal to young people.”

There was clearly awareness amongst those taking part that the lack of
dialogue between politicians and young people is an issue that must be
addressed. What’s more, these young people were keen to show that they
recognised the effort that they themselves could make to help bring about
change.

However, the weight of opinion put the onus on the candidates, elected
representatives or their parties. The warning from these young people was
that the failure of today’s politicians to engage purposefully with their
younger constituents would have long-term implications for democracy in
the UK:

“if M.P's don't catch our enthusiasm, then it is, perhaps, a little worrying
that we just remain ignorant of a party who is, in a way, ruling our
lives.”

From this discussion it would seem that a prime time to capture that
enthusiasm is during election periods. But was the opportunity squandered
in 2005?



‘Turnout or turn off? General Election 2005’

Forum Space 2

The Election - the campaigns and reports

(became *“Politics - campaigning and reporting’ post-May 5™)

Political parties and candidates spend a lot of money, time and effort at
elections trying to ensure that their messages are the most prominent and
convincing. At the same time campaigners, protesters, the press and some
private citizens are using the same media to highlight their agendas and to
often counter those of the parties.

Britain had its first “TV election’ in 1959. Since then we have seen the onset
of a media with a 24-hour appetite for information. The internet has added
to the speed and variance of facts, figures and interpretations available to
the electorate as it tries to determine which party and politicians to vote
into power.

Young people in 21% century Britain are said to be more media-savvy than
any previous generation. They are believed to be more discerning about
what they are exposed to and are even capable of creating and launching
their own messages. So, what was their take on the campaigning, reporting
and advertising during the 2005 general election?

From the beginning of the HeadsUp debate, the participants spoke of their
awareness of the election campaigning, reporting and advertising. Young
people growing up in Western democracies are, of course, media literate,
and it was certainly hard to avoid the election activity. There was a big
build up to the announcement of the election and the media made sure that
(when it was all officially underway) there was regular, rolling coverage.

The 2005 general election stood out for the quantity and range of
information sources. This was acknowledged by the young people taking
part on HeadsUp and some spoke with confidence about using the various
sources to build up their own picture of what was going on in the election:

“there are a variety of meduims to which information can be processed
to the public. it is the responsibilty of the public to acess this and take
an interest. there are numerous newspapers, interviews etc so there is
no excuse”



There was genuine surprise amongst some of the participants about the
places where the election campaign was appearing. Some of the efforts
designed to widen the appeal of politics were met with genuine praise:

“l believe they are starting to campaigne in some of the right places. |
was reading a magasine called Glamour the other day, it was the April
addition and it had six pages on the election campaigne two for each
party!! i think this is a good way of getting young people interested in
politics, and even if they are not atleast they will read the bold print and
take in a little bit of knowledge!!””

Yet, despite the enthusiastic approval for the creative approaches of some
sections of the media, the feeling of the majority in this discussion was of
disappointment and frustration with both the campaigning and reporting.

Parliamentary politics is often criticised for being too confrontational and
cynical. From the perspective of these young people, that bad practice had
been carried over into the election to the detriment of the parties, their
candidates and campaigns:

“i think politics couldnt get much more negative. This whole election is
basically the different parties trying to prove that they are the least
worse, not the best.if a positve party came along, people might actually
want to vote for them, rather then not wanting to vote for the other
parties”

Participants believed many of the media players were only compounding the
problem. Far from providing the public with trustworthy assessments of the
parties and the election, the media were accused of encouraging negative,
near-sighted campaigning:

“i think alot of the reporting done by the media is negative and
unproductive towards the smaller parties. its like all the reoporters or
news channels have an agenda and they are'nt giving the smaller parties
a voice, until they decide something in their manafesto is outragous
enough for people to watch or to sell news papers as if we cant make our
own minds up and form our own opinions on any other partys other than
the 'big' three. i think all coverage of party agendas and manafestos
should be equal and non byist.”

Overall, it was clear that for young people, who are increasingly
adventurous in the media they access, the 2005 general election should
have been an opportunity to expand on their political awareness and
improve their feelings towards political coverage. For some, it was; but for
a greater number, further damage was done to politics by the nature of
campaigning and reporting during this election:

“if fraud,lying and more lying was an olympic sport polititions would hold
the gold medal”



Nevertheless, from this discussion it was apparent that there was still plenty
of opportunity for politics to reclaim lost interest and trust. Some of the
responsibility was seen to lie with the public themselves (including young
people) and the influence the media could have was also emphasised.

However, the greatest potential was, again, placed in the hands of the
politicians and their parties. Although employing more creative approaches
to the media could stimulate interest and reduce feelings of disengagement,
participants were keen to stress that the most credible way for those
elected in 2005 to connect with young people was to interact properly with
them:

“politicians should actually listen to us and come into schools to talk to
us more if they want our opinion™.
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In October 2003, HeadsUp was the platform for a very popular and insightful
debate by young people on proposals to change the minimum voting and
candidacy ages. The transcripts from that debate were submitted as
evidence to The Electoral Commission’s official investigation into the age of
electoral majority. Their report and recommendations (published in April
2004) are now with the Government, which has yet to set out how it will
proceed.

The debate about the voting and candidacy ages remains a long-stay in
British politics. There are a wide range of organisations and voices stoking
up the arguments for and against. Amongst young people, both of the camps
have their supporters and against the backdrop of the 2005 general election,
the HeadsUp Forum was again engaged in energetic debate.

Debate about the candidacy age was minimal. Very few participants
considered the issue of whether younger people should be able to stand for
election. Those who did address the question favoured keeping the
minimum age at 21:

“| think the MP age should stay at 21 because it will give people a fair
chance to go to university even if the do want to become an MP. Also, it



will give people an extra few years of experiencing politics before
becoming as actively involved as actually being an MP.”

Vastly more popular was discussion about the voting age, which currently
stands at 18. Whilst only one of the participants suggested raising the
minimum voting age, a sizable group argued in favour of keeping the current
age.

They were challenged by an even larger number of young people who
wanted to see the age reduced. A range of ages were put forward - from
having the right from birth, to 17, and practically every age in between. By
far the most frequently suggested minimum age was 16 years old.

The most commonly cited arguments in favour of lowering the voting age
were based on participants’ appraisals of the other rights that came into
play when someone reached 16 years of age. These rights were seen as
having significant implications on the lives of the individual and the wider
community, and the burden of the vote was seen as being no weightier than
the likes of joining the armed forces or paying tax:

“l think the voting age should be lowered to 16. At 16 you can leave
school, get married, have kids, you shud be able to decide who's in
charge of this country.”

The fact that decisions were being made by elected representatives and
government ministers that impacted on the lives of young people without
the vote was not missed by these students. If decisions are being made by
politicians about their lives, then, they argued, they should have a direct
say in who those politicians are:

“| think that the age should be lowered to 16 because parliament decide
on things that affect 16 year olds such as tuition fees(in a few years)and
issues such as smoking etc. Also, some people will leave school at 16 so
will be affected by employment laws. Parliament are making decisions
that affect 16 year olds, so why shouldn't they vote?”

However, though smaller in their number, those opposed to a change were
just as vocal. These participants believed that, like standing for election,
taking part in an election as a voter necessitated a certain maturity that
those under 18 did not possess:

“The voting age should not be changed!! i do believe in rights and that
everyone should have the chance to put their view forward and their
opinion. Though i do not think people younger than 18 will have enough
life experiance and do not completely understand polictics and the
elections.”

Similarly, the need to base voting on a good working knowledge of politics,
Parliament and Government was emphasised on regular occasion. Those
opposed to a change in the voting age argued that under-18s lacked the



necessary political awareness to make informed decisions about how they
used their vote:

“Although you can do alot of stuff at 16 you aren't an adult. there are
some kids who know about politics, but what about the others?they
might end up voting for someone just because theyre friends are, or
because theyve heard one good thing about them. it's true that this
could be the case with anyone, but most adults are responsible enough
that they either look stuff up about parties before voting or just dont
vote at all. 16/17 year olds just arent reliable enough, most don’t know
enough to put forward a reasonable vote that means something.”

They acknowledged that Parliament was making decisions that would affect
citizens of all ages, but they argued that the vast majority of these issues
were only of direct relevance to people over the age of 18:

“The age is at the right age because everything that each campain stands
for is majorly effecting people over the age of 18. Like uni fees and taxs
and property prices and so on.”

However, an argument about politics’ lack of relevance to the lives of
under-18s was confronted. Some of those campaigning for a rethink claimed
that any issue concerning Parliament and Government was of concern to
citizens of all ages in the UK. Whereas others argued that giving the vote to
16 year olds was the only way to ensure that young people’s interests were
being addressed credibly:

““someone ages ago said that the voting age should stay the same because
political issues have more to do with people over 18. but then if the
government made the voting age lower they would have to pay more
attention to us to get our votes. they hardly target our age range at all
now - if they needed our votes they would do more for us”

Searching for a compromise between the camps, some participants
suggested the idea of establishing a test for those wishing to qualify for the
vote. The idea was that applicants would have to prove that they would
exercise their voting rights on informed, responsible grounds:

“perhaps the voting age should be given to responsible people whatever
their age. | mean that you should have to pass a test to show you know
that you will make a responsible vote. It prevents people from voting for
stupid reasons such as "ewww, | think I'll vote for the cutest candidate"!”

However, the prospect of tests did not sit well with others. Some opposed

the idea on the basis of it being an affront to human rights:

just disslove all the human rights stuff?"u can only choose whos going to
b in charge of the country if u r clever" it wud never never work and it
will never never happen™

10



Whilst others looked more to the practicalities of a test and wondered if it
would only aggravate the problem of low turnout at elections:

“Wont people be put off voting if they have to sit and take a test, as it is
very time consuming, and people may feel it is not worth it and have
better things to do!!”’

Another proposal that emerged was to keep the minimum age at 18, but
offer enthusiastic young people under the age of 18 the chance to apply for
the vote by stating or proving their interest:

“i think voting should kept to the same age but if anyone youinger did
want to take part they should be able to appeal for the right. That way
only people who were seriously bothered about the election would vote
and people younger than 18 who don't understand wouldn't just vote
randomly or not bother at all...”

The problem of how to test people’s “ability’ to vote in a manner that was
both objective and rigorous, and whether it was even fair to begin with was
beyond the scope of this Forum.

However, on regular occasions, the problem of adequate education and
access to information was raised. It was, it seemed, the one aspect of the
debate that linked many of those arguing for or against a change in the age
of electoral majority.

It was the lack of proper education, many argued, that resulted in below
average turnout amongst those young people who currently have the vote:

“l think the reason that there is such a dismal number of 18 year olds
voting in the general elections, is because they are unwaware of the
policies set up by the government. They have not been taught about the
government or what the government entails, at a younger age, such that
of 16/17. There is no need to lower the age group if people at 18 are not
placing the vote. We are having a ~voter apathy , we need to be taught
about the issues in hand before we are able to vote.”

So, it would seem that the message from this discussion in the General
Election Forum was that education breeds awareness, and this awareness in
turn leads to positive participation, such as voting in elections. Indeed, to
back this up, some participants pointed to their own experiences:

“i DESPISED politics before we got citizenship lessons. i thought it was
just a load of boring old men talking about money. which it is. but theres
more to itli now take an interest in politics, and i watch the ten o clock
news and i am INTerested. thats the main thing.politics should be a
proper compulsory lesson from year 7’

11



More young people’s views on the age of electoral majority can be found in
the report and transcripts from the ‘Make Your Mark’ debate, downloadable
from the HeadsUp site or through the Hansard Society.

‘Turnout or turn off? General Election 2005’

Forum Space 4

Is voting a right or a responsibility?

(became ‘Is taking an interest in politics a right or a duty?’ post-May 5)

At the last two general elections, turnout has been by far the lowest
amongst the youngest voters (18 - 24 year olds). Yet, throughout the
previous topic spaces there was evidently a lot of enthusiasm about
elections and voting.

In the age of electoral majority debate, most of those who posted wanted
to see the voting age changed in such a way that it would give most of the
participants the vote. So, against the background of the 2005 election,
acknowledging that the turnout amongst 18 - 24 year olds was 21% less than
the national average in 2001, this final space asked young people whether
they saw voting as a casual pursuit or a vital duty?

There were some participants who thought that people should treat their
vote as something that they were free to use or not use as they saw fit.
However, very few of these participants simply thought the vote was
completely worthless. Instead, they were eager to point out that there were
a range of factors that dissuaded voters from turning out on polling day:

“Some People feel they shouldnt because of a number of reasons, these
could be:

*They believe there is no party with good enough policies or prommises,
to have the right to represnt everyone.

*They believe that there is no party leader capable to cope with the
pressure of being prime minister or is trust worthy enough

*they do not know enough about politcs to feel they have a right to give
a vote.

*They do not know how to or where to vote

*They do not truly think that voting for anyone will truly benifit them as
an individual.

Can parliament, government or the voting system prevent these excusses
or reasons why people are not voting?”

12



Posts like this placed a lot of emphasis on the role that the political
institutions and representatives could play in tackling these problems.
However, other students were quick to counter, believing that there was
more that the people could do for themselves:

“Many people say they did not vote because they are not sure who to
vote for. If you are not sure, then do some research on the policies of
different parties.”

Other participants took issue with the excuse that one person’s vote
couldn’t make a difference to the outcome of an election:

“in the elections groups have one by just 100's of votes and if that 100
people voted it would have just made the diffrence some vote!!! it's your
duty”

Most of the young people posting in this debate viewed voting as a
responsibility, a duty that had to be carried out whenever the opportunity
arose. They cited a number of reasons to justify their thinking.

Some students argued that it was absurd not to use an opportunity to have
an influence on the decision-making process:

“l think you should have to vote, because the government is going to
effect you in some way. If you really don't want to make a choice you can
abstain. We need to carry on voting or important choices, will be out of
our hands.”

For other like-minded students, voting in an election is about doing your bit.
Making the effort to vote, they said, gave you a right to participate
throughout the political cycle:

“People always the first to complain, either about the buses not being on
time, the N.H.S. or other things controlled by the government, yet if
they didn't vote, they shouldn't technically complain as they did nothing
to prevent it happening.”

Some young people looked deeper into the idea of voting as an expression of
citizenship. From their perspective, voting was an effort by an individual
that was of benefit to their community or society as a whole, and should,
therefore, be motivated by more than just personal interests:

“i think that voting is a duty to ur country, for if i didnt vote wen i was
older, i dnt reely think that | wuld feel part of a community, plus, it wuld
be a privilge and i wuld feel that i had shown my opinion to others.”

As an extension of this argument, students looked to history and the
sacrifices made by past generations for the benefit of those in the future:

13



“People have died and spent there lives so we could have a say in how
our lives are run. It is an insult to them if we do not vote. Voting is a
duty.”

Whereas others drew comparisons between Britain and countries elsewhere
in the world as a means of emphasising that the right to vote was something
that people were still striving for in contemporary times:

“people should vote as sometimes they don't realise how lucky they are
living in a country where you have rights, and are able to choose who to
vote for instead of being told who to vote for.”

All of these points begged the question, what could be done to encourage
higher turnout and more participation, particularly amongst young people,
at elections?

The participants struggled with this issue and (naturally) found it difficult to
come up with concrete solutions to the problem. As posts had been
comparing the British experience with those in other parts of the world,
some participants suggested making voting compulsory:

“everyone should make voting a priority considering it affects everyone
livilng in the country. perhaps introducing fines would direct the pubic to
become fully involved in clasifying their vote.”

However, even though the students could see that compulsion might have a
significant impact on turnout, they did not feel that it was an option.
Forcing people to vote, they reasoned, was out-of-step with their ideas of
what British democracy was all about:

“At the beginning of the 19th century, voting had been seen as a
priviledge... yet it is now seen as a right. It is the publics right who to
vote for. We live in a democacy and so the people should decide whether
they want to vote or not. | do find it sellfish if people decide not to vote
because you have to think about the lives sacrificed by both men and
women, so that everyone was entitled to have this vote. Making voting
compulsory however in the UK should not be allowed because then we
would not live in a democracy. Its not a democracy telling people what to
do.”

It seemed that the discussion favoured a number of converging strategies,
rather than one blanket approach. As in the previous discussions, a
combined effort from politicians, media, NGOs and citizens was called on.
So too was putting more effort into innovative approaches, such as
experimenting with new technologies:

“their should be other ways 2 vote such as e-mail, phone, sms. this might
help get the amount of ppl voting bck up”

14



‘Turnout or turn off? General Election 2005’

Conclusions

Creativity, choice, dialogue and enthusiasm

This was a crucial Forum for HeadsUp to stage and one that was welcomed
by those young people who participated. It provided a secure, structured
but non-sanitised platform for them to voice their perspectives on the
general election and be exposed to those of other young people from around
the UK.

The timing of this Forum was deliberate. Young people have frequently
complained about the lack of opportunities for them to participate in
topical political discussions and events (especially elections). HeadsUp was
set up in the wake of the 2001 general election to ensure that a credible
platform was established for use in 2005 and beyond.

HeadsUp tackles complex political problems but is not designed make set
recommendations. Like adults, young people have a range of perspectives
on political events, issues and policies, and often favour different solutions.
This resource was established not to give the ‘definitive line’; rather it is
about providing a space for people to share their views, challenge those of
others and, in turn, be challenged.

It is evident from this Forum that young people were closely following the
2005 general election, listening to the parties, scrutinising the candidates
and forming opinions on what was best for Britain and who was most
qualified to make it happen. Therefore, it is clear that young people in the
UK are far from being politically apathetic.

This is cause for encouragement about the state of political engagement
but what was also clear is that there is a lot of dissatisfaction with the way
British politics is carried out. There remains a considerable gulf between
elected representatives, political institutions and processes and the UK’s
youngest citizens. As the young people themselves have emphasised in this
Forum, disengagement must be addressed if representative democracy is to
be reinvigorated and future low turnouts avoided.

Reading through this report and the transcripts that follow is essential
reading for anyone who will be involved in politics during the lifetime of this
next Parliament. It will help ensure that people are properly informed about
the hopes, needs and potential of young people, and hopefully keep up the
momentum on what is becoming a very productive debate about political
awareness and participation in contemporary British society.
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Forum Topic Transcript

Turnout or turn off?

How can the parties appeal to young people?/How can the politicians and parties connect with
young people?

25/04/2009:05:00

justice

Welcome...

The election is really heating up...

Based on what you have seen from the parties' campaigns so far - and prior to the election - which
would you say has done the most to appeal to young people?

Are any getting it right? Or do they need to rethink their strategies?

Why should political parties be interested in young people?

25/04/2009:33:00
RKuhn
Appeal of political parties

lib dems seem to be most appealing to youth. Kennedy is the youngest of the major parties. He's
laid back. They offer free tuition fees, and high taxes on the rich.

25/04/2005 13:28:00

elena

Reply to RKyhn

Surely the lib dems are not that appealing to the youth who's parents are going to get this extra tax
and so will now struggle to support them? For these people, it costs parents far less to pay for
tuition fees than to have this extra tax. There are always student loans and grants.

25/04/2005 17:08:00

eranny70

Appealing Parties

Out of the three major parties, | haven't seen any effort put in for the vote of young people, while in
the USA there were enormous campaigns run for the young vote.

| don't know if this is the appropriate forum to post this comment, but | will anyway. If | could vote, |
would have a hard time doing it now. | would preffer to vote for the Liberal Democrats, but as they
are too far behind to have a good chance of winning, and the last thing | want is a Tory
government, | would vote for a Labour MP. However, with Tony Blair's awful policies to international
matters, | find it hard to vote for Labour. What a dilemma.

25/04/2005 18:34:00

littles

Theres no need

there's no need for the major parties to get the vote for young people, as many can't vote, and the
majority of those who can, either won't vote at all or vote for some one like the monster raving loony
party-who incidently aim to get young people involved in politics.

Still i can see why this general election is crucial for Labour after having to go through the war, |
wonder if they can still hold on to the leadership??
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25/04/2005 18:35:00

chilli

Not just votes?

It's a fact that if you're under 18, you can't vote. So is that the end of it?

Can young people not still influence results by talking to others, passing information around,
challenging ideas?

Plus, do the parties not have to at least concern themselves slightly with young people given that
the young people today are the voters at the next election?

<b>What do you think about these views?</b>

26/04/2005 12:39:00

AnnabelW

Are you interested?

How interested are you in your own oppinion? Do you consider yourself an oppinunated person?
What do you want to debait about? What rights do you have? Do you know the rules of this site?

26/04/2005 12:44:00

justice

Moderators

This is a 'safe' space to discuss political events, issues and ideas. People are going to disagree -
that's politics and it's nothing to worry about.

However, just in case anyone is wondering there are clear <a
href="http://www.headsup.org.uk/content/default.asp?page=s1_8" target="_blank">rules for using
the site</a> and everybody should take note of them.

If you have a complaint about someone use the <a
href="http://www.headsup.org.uk/content/contactus.asp?page=s1_10" target="_blank">contact
form</a>. Everyone gets a fair hearing.

Otherwise you have trust in us - the Moderators - to take care of anyone who's not showing the
proper respect due to the people using HeadsUp.

Now go get stuck in!

)

26/04/2005 14:38:00

henal

names of other political parties st

what other parties are standing for election, not including the 3 main parties!?

26/04/2005 14:39:00

biged

It's a big list

There are loads of other parties standing in the general election.

Some are small. Some are made up of just one person. Only a few - like the Greens and UKIP - will
make much impact on Parliament (this time around).

For a more detail on the other political parties and the election in general, check out <a
href="http://www.headsup.org.uk/content/default.asp?page=s74_4" target="_blank">BackUp</a>.

26/04/2005 14:45:00
sadiya Khanum
how do parties appeal to younger

i think that all young people should get more involved with politics, votes etc and should be able to
tell there views.

26/04/2005 14:58:00
chrisk

giv others a chance
yeh whys it just the main three parties that get all the publicity, after all there all renown for lying!

26/04/2005 15:59:00

Frances

lib dems appealing

| dont reely think that the lib dems are reely relyable to be in government. They havent reely had
any experience. And are not as strong as the tory's and labours.
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26/04/2005 19:48:00

Madeleine

Tax

I think there is a lot of tax at the moment and | think a lot of people and parents really get stressed
out from it if they hav a problem with it like for example they may not be able to pay enough money

niknak73
hi

the parties are coming to a good point

27/04/2005 14:11:00

5thelephant

If I had the vote:

If I had the chance i would most definitley vote for the LibDems. One person before said that they
were going to tax more people so that they would not be able to support their children. On the
subject of taxing LibDems seek to decrease taxes on lower paid families and taxes are only going
to be increased for people earning over £100,000. On top of this LibDems are hoping to abolish
paying for universities. This seems to be good for any one who wants to go into higher education.
This is one good thing for the youth.

LibDems hope to abolish the system of GCSEs (this would not in any way make your qualifications
invalid) and A levels in the hope of making the exams etc. more open to people who can't do
subjects like maths and do have other skills.

LibDems have the best leader | believe.

Labour: Believed to have lied on many issues with lots of evidence.

Tories: Micheal Howard introduced the poll tax (i think) and his history in office is colourful to say
the least + | have a natural aversion to conservatives. Sorry but it might have been margaret
thatcher.

27/04/2005 14:20:00

niknak73

5elephant

i dont think that you have a goog idea of voting

27/04/2005 14:23:00

jamesr

Appealing Parties

| believe that that tories have the right policies to attract younger voters. Although Howard may not
be the youngest, or for that matter the most energetic of the three major party leaders, he has
some strong views on education, such as dicipline in the classroom, which is a major problem,
especially in London. Also | think that many would agree that scrapping university top-up fees will
pull in the young voters. | agree with the tories policies on immigration, being one of the few english
people in my local community i think that a croack on immgrants is what Briatin needs, Howard is
planning on taking a leaf out of the australian prime ministers book, John Howard, by introducing a
point system and restricting the amount of immigrants coming into the country. Localising
government strategys brings back power to the community and younger voters. Jimbo

27/04/2005 14:25:00
5thelephant
niknak

What is that meant to mean? Do you have an opinion or are you just disagreeing because you feel
like it!?

27/04/2005 16:26:00
Madeleine

Asking a question to 5thelephant
5thelephant who r u talking 2?!?

27/04/2005 16:36:00
Cowell

tuition fees
i think that tuition fees shud get scrapped cos i think they are 2 high
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27/04/2005 16:39:00

Allan

any

i think it does appeal to some young ones

27/04/2005 16:39:00
Graham

politakes

i think it is right

27/04/2005 16:41:00
Amer
2

i belive that the voting age is not reasonable and i think that people should get to know about
politics at a young age in about year 9 or 10 because people don't know much about politics when
they go into their new life and experiences

27/04/2005 16:41:00
Graham

How do the parties appeal to you
i think young people should have partys

27/04/2005 16:46:00

Allan

any

the parties should appeal to all people

27/04/2005 16:46:00

Allan

any

the parties should appeal to all people

27/04/2005 16:48:00

Quiyum

?

I think politions should give us a proper answer. They dont even give us the exact information
instead they give us some information and then they change it.

27/04/2005 16:50:00

Walker2

young people

I think that whatever the politicians are saying about young people is aload of rubbish. The
politicians should give the young people more opportunities to go out and enjoy and exercise
themselves instead of getting moved from everywhere they go for a game of football.

27/04/2005 16:57:00

Tate

youth targeted politics

i think charles kennady and the lib dems are doing the right thing at the moment and have been
savy in their selection of manafeso content as they know they havnt got a chance of getting into
government at the moment, have noticed calls for the age you are elegable to vote to be lowered
due to voter apathy, have aimed alot of their policies at the young knowing that in the future when
the voting age is lowered which wont be that far away they'll have support.

27/04/2005 19:28:00

Frances

Parties Appeal

I dnt think that the lib dems would be good in government coz,they hav never really run in my
generation, so i dnt reely think thir reliable. Yet, i think that the tories appeal, for they promote them
selves well wid their slogans and posters, also they hav reely gd things 2 offer
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28/04/2005 9:13:00

masterzen

In your ‘hood

Has anyone met any of the candidates from their area who want to represent them at Westminster?
Say, at school or when they came knocking on the doors in your street?

Who were they? What were they like? Did they have anything interesting to say?

28/04/2009:57:00

matthew

Schools

I think the conservatives have taken the correct line with education by concerning mainly on
discipline as i feel this is a major problem in schools at the moment.

Matt

28/04/2005 23:39:00

tellytubby

lib dem or labour? definetly not to

the lib dems certantly appeal more to youth, but labour have done such a good job, and im sure
things will definetly improve. the torys can definetly not win, they are not in touch with mordern
society, and there planning to get rid of the NHS, so what are the poor people going to do when
they need surgery?

02/05/2005 15:34:00

Saucy Suzi

are they appealing??

I only believe they are appealing to the young people who understand politics and are old enough
to undersatnd it, like us using this site (well lets just say the majority of us using this site)

But what about the people who dont understand enough, people younger than us. are the parties
appealing to them??

are they trying to simplify their means of what they are doing, so that the younger views have some
knowledge of what is gong on??

i do not think they are, and if they are trying, they are making very little effort.

maybe they believe that it is not on the list of their priorities!!??

do you all think the same??

03/05/2005 17:03:00
ellies

| think that the scrapping tutition fees makes the party seem appealing to young people, but the
extra money needed for furthur education will be paid for in tax anyway, so either way your parents
will end up paying (unless you pay your own tuition fees) so is it really worth voting for a party that
promises to take away the direct costs whilst still indirectly charging you for them???

04/05/2005 10:33:00

masterzen

24

Tomorrow the polls open and votes will be cast.

If you were one of the party leaders, what would you do in the last 24 hours to convince people that
you were the party to lead Britain over the next 5 years?

04/05/2005 14:12:00

jamesr

To 5thelephant

In return to 5th elephant's comment i am putting forward my opinion, not jst disagreeing because i
feel like it!?! | was just putting forward a few of the facts, thast all.

Jimbo

04/05/2005 14:13:00

meera

tuition fees

lib democrats are doing most for younger people. offereing free tution fees to uni's aswell, but if
parents hacve to pay more in tax i don't think its worth it.
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04/05/2005 14:17:00
elliott
tony blair

the most corrupt prime minsiter ever, uses his power for free holidays, to get his 'mates' into high
powered jobs, and seems sleazy, buts sayin that most politicians do.

04/05/2005 14:19:00

matthew

Trust

Although | do not want to get into the Tony Blair is a liar debate, | am surprised to find that no one
has picked up on the fact that Mr Blair denied naming Dr Kelly, but has now admitted it. This was a
blatant lie that no one seems to have picked up on.

04/05/2005 14:23:00
aisha
What some of the parties are doing

The fact that they are including issues about university fees which affect many people, parents and
students.

04/05/2005 14:27:00

elliots

What do Young People want?

It depends on what yopung people want. Once a party has identified what that part of the electorate
wants, then and ONLY then, can it appeal to young people. It is ratio, when appealing to young
people. Period.

04/05/2005 14:29:00
chilli
Wants and Needs

What is it that young people in the UK want from the parties?
What's your experience?

05/05/2005 10:03:00

justice

All change?

It's decision day for Britain's voters.

How do you see things unfolding?

As of Friday the focus of the Forum will shift. It will become a chance to look-back on the election
and to look forward to what you hope will happen with the new Parliament and Government.

05/05/2005 16:28:00

ellies

school election

the results of our school election today proved that the party that best appeals to young people is
the monster raving looney party. They are promising jelly and ice cream with the £100 prize money.
What more can i say...!

06/05/2005 14:10:00

Saucy Suzi

Labour won...

Well there we have it, labour are in power again!! is this a good thing??

lets see if they appeal to us or not!!

If they do something that is going to benifit young people, then they will be connecting with us in
the right way......but do they truly understand what we want and changes we want to see??

09/05/2005 10:27:00
deanmorg

parliment
i dont think tony blair should of won
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09/05/2005 10:37:00

karlybarn

labour

I think that conservertive should have one because the are trying to help everyone

09/05/2005 10:39:00

karlybarn

conservative dean i don't think to
labour are rubbish

09/05/2005 10:42:00

sabinaquan

parliarment

i dont think tony blair should of won because his the one who starts everythind

09/05/2005 10:42:00

justice

The Heavies

Just remember that we have all your real names on file and too much messing around could lead
to your teacher being contacted.

Don't waste an opportunity to share your opinions on important happenings in British society. Your
opinions - posted here - go all the way to the top and could very well bring about a rethink.

But, if that doesn't do it for you, don't waste everyone else's time.

Sorry... we don't like ticking people off.

09/05/2005 10:44:00
sabinaquan

voting age

only under 18s should vote

09/05/2005 10:44:00

sabinaquan

sdkj3gd4weqt

I think that conservertive should have one because the are trying to help everyone

09/05/2005 15:11:00
Yaniesharose
why don't children vote

children and teenagers should have a right to vote because we are humans too and are oppinions
should count TOO.

09/05/2005 15:12:00

Lucyprio

vote

Children and teenagers should vote!!

10/05/2009:37:00

Ratishakama

politics

I think the politics is stupid. Lets make peace, not war

10/05/2009:40:00
Justinemill

connecting with young poeple
the government cant help yuongar cause they dont really care about us

10/05/2009:45:00

justice

Get with it

Looks to me like some of you lot haven't been prepped on what this site is about.
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So, take a look around and get up to speed see what other people have been posting,

Or, expand that brain of yours by going to the <a
href="http://www.headsup.org.uk/content/default.asp?page=home_General%20Election%202005"
target="_blank">BackUp</a> section.

Nice one...

10/05/2009:45:00

biged

Connections

I've seen a few comments that say the government/politicians don't care about young people.

Can you give some examples of something they've done (or not done) that made you feel like that?

10/05/2005 9:46:00
yvettearku
anything

i think the age of voting should be 14+ because we have opinions as well not just adults

10/05/2005 9:47:00

Ratishakama

HOW?

HOW DO YOU POLITCS. | see people on tv talking about this but i just dont get it!

10/05/2005 9:48:00
Hassannade

how can the politicians properly ¢
i think that young people should connect with politician.

10/05/2005 9:53:00

jackayad

How can the government help

The government should make points that are more appealing to teens, as later life they will be goin
collage and university, the should even try to make an effort to visit schools and educate them
about polotics

10/05/2005 17:18:00

yvettearku

agree

i don't agree with hassannade said about young people conneting with politicians we don't govern
the country or not everyone who wants to be a president so politicians should rather connect with
us if they want to win elections

10/05/2005 18:39:00

hot_chocolate

'seen and not heard' ?

when my class did a mock election we all voted against labour i.e tony blair. i think that this is
because that politics as a whole does not appeal to the average child. i think that polititions could
talk about issues that children really care about. i think that they should ask us for our views and
then instead of prentending to listen to us while the cameras are there and then doing whatever
they want they should take our belifs into condideration because i think thats many adults refuse to
belive that what we have to say counts and when we try to exercise our right to freedom of

speech we are always greeted with the all to familier 'dont back chat me'

i believe that the world today is living in the past and when children were to be seen and not heard.
they need to get with the times and accept that what we have to say may be true and that our say
matters

11/05/2005 20:06:00

shapirokb

Labour have only just held on

it is true to say that and indeed Labour have one but with a slahed majority of around 65 seats.
This means that Labour are less likely to get a majority vote if they pass a law in the house of
commons.
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11/05/2005 20:10:00

shapirokb

Here, here!

i think that just because children can't vote doesn't mean M.P's should ignore us. Otherwise we
won't be interested when we are old enough to vote and therefore we will not form our own opinions
and simply vote for whoever is predicted to win.

11/05/2005 20:25:00

Josh

| still like politics but...

But | think that if M.P's don't catch our enthusiasm, then it is, perhaps, a little worrying that we just
remain ignorant of a party who is, in a way, ruling our lives.

12/05/2005 9:35:00
Rubyncamp

Tony Blairs Decisions
Norville what u think of tony blair

12/05/2005 9:38:00
Jamshedahma
youths

i think they should target and pay attention to youths on the street and get them away from a life of
crime

12/05/2005 9:40:00
Rubyncamp

Age to vote
We should be aloud to vote at an earlier age than 18, we are mature as it is at 14, so at sixteen we
should be able to fully understand about why we vote and who to vote for

12/05/2005 9:41:00

Norvillestep

Voting

We should be allowed to vote at sixteen.

This is because we have a right ot have a say and not pople over the age of 18 years old and
onwards.

We are the people of the future and if we don't have our say what will happen to our future, we
have a right ot change what we don't like.

12/05/2005 9:50:00

Sallahmir

voting

I think every one should be voting next election

12/05/2005 9:54:00
Davidshay

how to get young people involved
the govenment would get young people interested in politics by making things more child friendly
and not just be for adults.

12/05/2005 9:55:00
Kwadwoford
| think

| think we should vote at 16

12/05/2005 9:56:00
Sallahmir

voting from 18 years
you have to vote from 18 year old
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12/05/2005 13:01:00

Georgericc

politicians

these people should visit the schools and see what us young but mature humans think about the
world.

love

georgericc

12/05/2005 13:09:00
Benichoumaghb
why 18?

i wanna vote too, but i can't because i'm too young. give me one reason why we can't vote

12/05/2005 13:10:00

Rochelleetie

how can they connect with us you

| DONT THNK THAT THEY TRY HARD ENOUGH TO CCONNECT WITH US YOUNG PEOPLE
,THEY DONT EXPLAIN WAT THERE TELLING US TO VOTE FOR OR GIVE US GOOD REASON
TO VOTE FOR THEM TELL US WAT THEY HAVE TO OFFER FOR THE YOU