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How can democracy survive when 
“fewer and fewer people support parties”?

· Specific party values appear to becoming more grey – left & right appear to be converging

· There seems to be more of a race to power than a push to empower the people

· Party Politics appear to have their limitations

· It can not! Politics need to become more about issues, not party themes

· Democracy does not depend on parties but upon the engagement of the people

· Interest groups are posing their points heard, and maybe are direct voting

· Should be more information and activity at an early age

· A new policy could come in where you elect a person to run for PM instead of an MP

· I think more people would support parties if voting was easier like doing voting by texting and emailing

· By more people influencing party manifesto making different layers of government meaningful and not controlled by central government
· Support for parties is less important than supporting or engaging with the system

· If the parties kept their original beliefs then there would be a clearer division between what each government will ‘actually’ do, not what they say they will do

· People do not need to support

· Build up trust with public. Politics should compromise with modern day young peoples’ needs

· Support Young People. Information & Activity at an early age. Need teachers and youth worker’s who want to teach

· More information at earlier age

· Yes, as young persons become more involved in politics, there is a better understanding and the choice of building knowledge

· Support young people, PSHE not seen as important. Less Party politics

· The parties should work harder but maybe party politics is not the way forward. Democracy can survive but maybe in another form.

· If “fewer and fewer” people stop supporting parties then “fewer and fewer” people will vote. People should vote for the person and not the party.

· People rather than party – need for trust. Freedom rather than whipping. Less media coverage of lies. Accountability to constituents

· If people vote for the person not the party

· Freedom for MP’s voting in parliament

· It can’t. There should be accountability. There should be no ‘whipping’, MP’s should be accountable to the electorate first and the party second.

· It can’t. Politicians need to be engaging people on a whole new level, making politics exciting and relevant to their everyday lives.

· Much more activity and information at a younger age. Need teachers and youth workers who want to teach politics in an interesting and informed manner

· Needs to be part of national curriculum and credit bearing at university
Should there be more teaching in schools about political issues?

· Yes and universities. Give it an interesting title

· Yes. It is very apparent that the nature of education is definitely changing. Practical ‘hands on’ courses appear to be increasingly attractive which arises concern that classical academic subjects are being replaced, therefore should fundamental academic studies not be introduced at a younger age?

· Yes. This will enable young people and children to be taught about the basic core issues

· Without question. Education for the sake of learning – learning about life, about ourselves, about others and how we are governed.

· It’s a nice idea, but would people be interested, and we also try in ‘citizenship’ lessons.

· Yes, however, it needs to be introduced to schools earlier

· Should be interesting. Better Manner.

· Yes

· Schools should teach young people about politics at an early age so they understand when they get to the age of 18 when they are able to vote

· Yes, from school upwards

· Yes. How little people here experienced at school

· I believe that there should be more teaching about politics in schools, possibly with the outcome of a certificate/qualification. Although school councils have made politics more available to young people

· Yes there should be more teaching in schools as it gives a wider aspect

· Yes, there needs to be more

· Yes, more relevance to real life rather than focusing on the structure

· Yes but not compulsory, make it optional and interesting!

· Youth Workers who want to teach the subject in an informal and fun way

· Yes, youth workers

· Much more info & activities from an early age and more dedicated and enthusiastic teachers/workers

· Yes, if people are taught about politics at an earlier age they know what to do when they turn 18

· Yes -> More informed voters, less tradition of parents, women fought for vote we should use it

· Yes, so people have confidence to vote and don’t rely on parents decisions.

· Yes

· Of course there should, from a young age aswell, in the form of drama/workshops and citizenship lessons

Should you have a more direct say over political decisions?

· That’s why we’re here! 16 year olds are often v. well informed and interested and can get married, so why can’t they vote? Plus they can drive at 17

· Yes this is the only way that people will take ‘politics’ seriously – being engaged continuously, not just at elections

· Probably, but need to be cautious about how it is done – if the people decide in the result – by definition, a populous agenda (capital punishment?)

· We do have with more referendums, but reps are there to vote on our behalf

· Yes

· Yes. A poll should go out for certain decisions. More people should have their say

· I think your local MP’s should be more able and easier to talk to and more easier to contact for local people to put across their views and political decisions

· Have the opportunity to explain the views on difficult decisions and have them in time

· Think its there to be taken – but maybe more performance management for MP’s

· Yes I think there should be more direct issues over political parties’ decisions

· Yes and what’s available already needs to be more widely accessible

· At the end of the day we don’t have enough say

· Yes! Far more involved

· For young people to be more responsive, teaching needs to be implemented into schools. If more teaching was introduced young people would be more informed therefore would be more inclined to vote.

· Yes, 16 year olds should get a vote

· That’s why we’re here! 16 year olds are often v. well informed and interested and can get married, so why can’t they vote? Plus they can drive at 17

· Yes, we are the future

· Yes need for more votes and voices. War in Iraq may not have happened. Votes @ 16.

· Maybe people should be consulted more on more decisions made by parliament
· We should definitely have more empowering of the people but it would be worrying on what decisions would be made about cloudy issues such as asylum seekers

Should referendums be used more widely?
· Yes for key issues but avoid too many as people would lose interest and cost too much

· Yes, I think that people will take the issues more seriously and also have a direct say over policy

· Yes, I think we can trust others to make very important decisions – people rise to the responsibility they are given

· Would people vote and are people clued up enough?

· No, only for particular constitutional issues

· No. Make representation near

· No

· Informal decisions are key, especially in schools.

· Yes as currently only used if the answer they want is likely to occur. However not for everything as otherwise there would be no need for MP’s. Although we agree that more referendum would raise the publics’ interest in politics

· Yes in matters of public importance

· Not over used, but can be used to debate decisions that could effect them.

· Yes, not too many, only important issues
· Issues of public importance. Not too many as people would get involved. Use of new technology – more people involved.

· No because they should do a vote for what happens

· Yes, we are the future

· More need for moral issues to be more widely discussed

· Don’t use too often otherwise people would get annoyed by them

· Yes but care should be taken not to go for over-kill as that would have a negative effect, should certainly be used for moral issues – abortion, fox hunting, Iraq War

· We should definitely have more empowering of the people but it would be worrying on what decisions would be made about cloudy issues such as asylum seekers

Should voting be made compulsory?

· No

· I don’t think so but it should be easy and rewarding

· No, one should have the choice as to whether one wants to choose

· To get a true representation of the state, you need everyone to vote but not everyone wants to vote

· No

· No, politicians should encourage people to vote and people should vote because they value the vote

· Not so sure. Probably not.
· No, because if voting was made compulsory then it would not be fair for people who do not want to vote for people who they don’t want to represent them.

· Voting should be seen as a privilege

· No because otherwise surely that makes it a dictatorship

· ?

· No – bad idea

· No. Free to act or not to as the case may be. Why should the over 18 population be forced to vote when 16-18 year olds are not allowed?

· No because why should people be made to vote when they have a right to choose their decisions

· No, if people are made to vote and they don’t want to they will tick any box and not totally think about what they are doing

· Only if good citizenship is in place

· No I think people should want to vote enough to actually vote. They need to care before they make the decision

· Yes, many people intend to vote but just get settled and don’t move. If there were a fine for not voting people might just go to the polls.

· I believe that by making it compulsory you are violating peoples’ freedom of choice, then again with the lack of people voting it may be needed.
Should ballot papers include a ‘None of the Above’ option?

· Spoiling ballot paper/not voting may be the same

· I think so
· Don’t know is this an option now in the spoiling of ballot papers? If it is used then the result needs to be counted, declared and used as an indication of the peoples disillusion of the option

· Only if there is compulsory voting. Otherwise people can just choose not to vote

· No – not really able to state reasons why. Could lead to anarchy. What if it won – what would happen?

· That way is anarchy

· Yes

· What happens if ‘none of the above’ wins?

· Yes

· Yes encourage voting

· Yes

· Yes

· Yes we deserve to tell them we believe people are rubbish!

· Yes because then it would show that more people care but don’t like the choices

· Absolutely – but only if voting is compulsory

· Yes!!! People would stop voting for the loser and most people would probably select that option!

Democracy should be……

· Better understood and appreciated – by people of all ages
· Government of the people by the people for the people. A springboard for the widening of the mind and the development of society

· Easy, constant, for everybody

· It is difficult to fault the words of others: Government of the people, by the people for the people

· An opportunity for every citizen from state to have their say
· Open and free speech what ever the public want

· Valued and supported by high turnout because voter have understood the issues

· A fair system that means the government represents the majority of the people

· Having your say for the people by the people and interesting

· For the people by the people

· Whatever works for us! Equality, Respect, Freedom

· Approachable and easy

· A right for everyone to be able to share their opinion and being listened to and respected

· Accessible, freedom of speech

· A way that everyone can voice their opinions and be heard

· Involved

· Inclusive of everyone’s views

· Respected

· Inclusive of everyone, regardless of background, a system which allows all people to have their voices heard and enable them to take an active role on all issues that affect them.[image: image2.png]
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