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PROPOSAL 19 
 

APPLICATION FORM FOR PROSPECTIVE WORKSHOP DIRECTORS 

 
If you wish to apply to direct a workshop at the Joint Sessions in Münster, Germany during 22-27 March 2010, 
please first see the explanatory notes, then complete this form, which will serve as the cover sheet for your 
workshop proposal.  This form should be sent with your workshop proposal to the ECPR Central Services.  You 
can do this by emailing both documents as an attached file (in word format .doc or rich text format .rtf) to the ECPR 
Central Services at ecpr@essex.ac.uk.  Alternatively, you can print up the information and send it as a fax to the 
Central Services, fax: +44 1206 872500. The deadline for applications is Sunday, 01 February 2009. 
 

Title of the proposed workshop: 
 
Electoral change in the 21st Century: de-alignment or re-alignment? 
 
 

Subject area: 
 
Elections, parties, socialization, value change 
 
 
 

Abstract of proposed workshop.  Maximum of 250 words (suitable for publication in the academic 
programme leaflet and on the ECPR web site): 
 
Patterns of party choice are changing across new and established democracies. The structuring effect of long term 
predictors of the vote (such as social class, religion and left-right) seem to weaken and short term factors (such as 
issues, leader evaluations and evaluation of government performance) seem to become more important. Or are 
we perhaps witnessing a process of re-alignment along new cleavages, such as a socio-cultural dimension that 
structures conflicts over immigration policies and European integration? To the extent that we witness patterns of 
re-alignment or de-alignment, are these general developments that affect all generations equally, or do we witness 
such patterns particularly among the youngest generations? These are the topics we are concerned with in this 
workshop.  
 We invite papers with a focus on electoral change, preferably distinguishing between generations. Given 
the aim of the workshop, priority will be given to comparative studies or studies that otherwise seek generalized 
explanations for new patterns of voting. We particularly welcome papers that compare between voting patterns in 
old and new democracies. 
 

 

Name of workshop director(s): 

(maximum of 2 persons)   
 
Wouter van der Brug (University of Amsterdam) 
Sylvia Kritzinger (University of Vienna) 

 

Name and address of institution(s): 
 
Prof. Dr. Wouter van der Brug 
University of Amsterdam, department of Political Science 
Oudezijds Achterburgwal 237 
1012 DL Amsterdam  
The Netherlands 
Telephone number/s: +31 (0)20 5252765 
Fax number/s: +31 (0)20 5252086 

e-mail address/s: W.vanderbrug@uva.nl 

mailto:ecpr@essex.ac.uk
mailto:W.vanderbrug@uva.nl
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Prof. Dr. Sylvia Kritzinger 
University of Vienna 
Department of Methods in the Social Sciences 
Rooseveltplatz 2 
4th floor 
1090 Vienna 
Austria 
Phone: +43/1/4277-49902 
Fax: +43/1/4277/9499 
Email: sylvia.kritzinger@univie.ac.at  
 

 

Please note that the information above is VERY important, as it will be used in all future correspondence 
and, if the proposal is successful, printed in the academic programme. 
 
The proposal should be typed with 1.5 line spacing on three/four A4 pages using this sheet as the first page, and 
should cover the points outlined in the explanatory notes/guidelines available on the ECPR website at 
www.ecprnet.org.  
 
For further information, please contact:  
Sandra Thompson, Joint Sessions Coordinator & Managing Administrator, ECPR Central Services, University of 
Essex, Wivenhoe Park, Colchester CO4 3SQ, Essex UK. 
Email: ecpr@essex.ac.uk; Tel: +44 1206 872501; Fax: +44 1206 872500 
 

mailto:sylvia.kritzinger@univie.ac.at
http://www.ecprnet.org/
mailto:ecpr@essex.ac.uk
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Proposal for ECPR-workshop 2010 in Münster: 

 

Electoral change in the 21st Century: de-alignment or re-alignment? 
 

The topic 
 

“Political parties created democracy and modern democracy is unthinkable save in terms of parties” 

(Schattschneider, 1942: 1). Yet, modern democracies are going through a transition period, which pose 

challenges to the central role of parties, and to their relation with the electorate. The position of parties 

changes, first of all, by increasing levels of education and emancipation of citizens, who will not always 

support the same party in elections. At the same time, ideological convergence of the larger parties 

along the left-right dimension makes it easier for voters to switch, but also for parties to compete along 

issues that are not structured by left-right. Moreover, when parties are ideologically less distinct, voters 

may evaluate parties more and more by their performance, rather than by their ideological positions. 

Increasingly, we see political parties and their leaders who do not seek a mandate based on party 

ideologies, but based on concrete promises to achieve specific preset targets. The electoral mandate 

thus seems to shift from parties to leaders and from the input to the output side of the political process.  

 Yet, we know that these kinds of changes do not take place overnight. People get “set in their 

ways” as Franklin (2004: 216) put it. Certain behavioural patterns, deep-rooted values, as well as 

political attitudes tend to be very stable. Therefore, “generational replacement is one of the main driving 

forces behind social and political change” (Hooghe, 2004:331). Aggregate political changes may be the 

result of new generations entering the electoral arena with different attitudes, different party loyalties, 

different sets of values than the older generations they replace. Therefore, studies of electoral change 

should try to distinguish between changes that are affecting all generations, and changes which are due 

to generational replacement. 

 This workshop focuses on these questions. Do we see patterns of electoral competition 

becoming less structured (i.e., patterns of de-alignment), particularly among the youngest generations? 

Is there a shift from long-term predictors of the vote (such as class, religion and ideology) to short term 

ones (such as issues, evaluations of leaders and evaluations of government performance)? Or do we 

see realignment along new cleavages, such as the conflict between winner and losers of globalisation?  

Relation to existing research 
 

Most electoral researchers accept the fact that the ‘frozen’ cleavages of Lipset and Rokkan 
(1967) started to melt not long after these authors coined the term. According to Franklin et al. 
(1992: 385): “One thing that has become quite apparent is that all of the countries that we have 
studied showed a decline [...] in the ability of social cleavages to structure individual voting 
choice”. These changes in the ways in which people arrive at their electoral decisions were 
largely caused by de-confessionalisation and individual emancipation (e.g., Knutsen 2001; 
Achterberg 2006). Even if voters would still be voting on the basis of their structural positions, 
the decline of church attendance in the 1970s would lead to a steady loss of Christian 
democratic parties (e.g., Knutsen 2004). Additionally, as a result of individual emancipation 
more and more voters no longer vote for the party of ‘their social group’ (e.g, Evans 1999). In 
response to these changes, political parties began to seek support not exclusively on the basis 
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of identification with the social group whose interests they claimed to represent, but also among 
other social groups in society. Voters, in turn, voted increasingly on the basis of political issues, 
and various scholars noted that the decline of structural voting went hand in hand with an 
increase in issue voting (e.g., Rose and McAllister 1986; Franklin 1992).  
 Issue voting is complex (e.g., Carmines 1991; Carmines and Wagner 2006). Even the politically 

most interested citizens do not have much detailed knowledge of the positions of parties on all kinds of 

political issues. Therefore, voters who want to base their vote choice on substantive issues often use 

party ideology as a cue to decide which party to vote for. Many prior studies have shown that across 

various European systems the behavior of parties and voters alike has been structured largely by a left-

right dimension, which until the 1990s remained the dominant ideological dimension in many of these 

countries (e.g. Fuchs & Klingemann 1990; Klingemann, Hofferbert & Budge 1994; Van der Eijk & 

Franklin 1996; Hix 1999). 

  However, there are reasons to expect that the left/right dimension has partially lost its capacity to 

structure the behavior of parties and voters. An important development is that the largest parties have 

converged on the left/right dimension (e.g., Pennings and Keman 2003). Now that the Third wave social 

democrats have accepted the basic principles of free market capitalism, the larger political parties are 

less distinct in left/right terms. If there are smaller left/right distances between parties, left/right ideology 

is less useful as a cue for voters on which to base their choice. The meaning of left/right is, of course, 

not just in terms of socio-economic policies. New issues, such as environmentalism and immigration 

have, to a large extent become integrated in the left/right dimension, at least at the party level. However, 

the new right-wing populist parties that often successfully mobilized support by politicizing immigration 

policies, often refrain from using the left/right dimension to indicate their political position because they 

do not want to be seen as ‘extreme-right’. Moreover, at the level of voters attitudes towards immigrants 

are almost uncorrelated with left/right positions (e.g., Van der Brug and Van Spanje, 2009). So, if voters 

want to affect immigration policies by their vote, they cannot use their own left/right positions as a cue. 

The combination of these two developments −parties converging on the left/right dimension− and new 

issues not being structured by left/right− leads to the prediction that left/right ideology will lose its 

capacity to structure voting behavior. 

 However, as stated before, these kinds of changes do not take place overnight, and therefore 

studies of political change also analyze these issues against the background of “generational 

replacement”: changes affecting all generations versus changes which are due to generational 

replacement. Hence, the consequences of generational replacement have been explored for value 

change (e.g., Inglehart, 1984; Flanagan, 1987; Altemeyer 1996; Tilley, 2005), electoral turnout (e.g., 

Miller, 1992; Lyons and Alexander, 2000; Blais et al., 2004; Franklin, 2005; Wass, 2007), political trust or 

political support (e.g., Dalton, 2004; Van der Brug and Van Praag, 2007; Hooghe and Wilkenfeld, 2008), 

and strength of partisan attachments as well as realignment (e.g., Beck, 1976; Carmines and Stimson, 

1981; Claggett, 1981; Franklin and Ladner, 1995; Bartels, 2000; Tilley, 2003).  

But hitherto, rather little research exists on the extent to which determinants of party choice differ 

across generations. One of the few examples is the comparative study of Franklin et al. (1992), which 

showed that the decline of structural voting is to some extent dependent on generational replacement. 

However, that study is by now rather outdated, so that it is time to take a fresh look at patterns of 



C:\Shared\JOINT SESSIONS\Munster\Workshop Proposals\19 Brug kritzingerws proposal form.doc 

realignment and de-alignment across different countries and generations. As new (trend)datasets are 

nowadays available research papers can analyze these issues from a broader comparative and 

historical perspective. 

 

 



C:\Shared\JOINT SESSIONS\Munster\Workshop Proposals\19 Brug kritzingerws proposal form.doc 

References 
Achterberg, Peter (2006) ‘Class Voting in the New Political Culture’, International Sociology 21/2: 237-

61. 
Beck, P.A. (1974), ‘A Socialization Theory of Partisan Realignment’. In: R.E. Niemi (ed.), The Politics of 

Future Citizens: New Dimensions in the Political Socialization of Children. San Fransisco: Jossey-
Bass. 

Blais, A., E. Gidengil, N. Nevitte and R. Nadeau (2004), ‘Where does turnout decline come from?’, 
European Journal of Political Research 43:221-36. 

Carmines, Edward G. (1991) ‘The Logic of Party Alignments’, Journal of Theoretical Politics 3: 65-80.  
Carmines, Edward G. and Michael W. Wagner (2006) ‘Political Issues and Party Alignments. Assessing 

the Issue Evolution Perspective’, Annual Review of Political Science 9: 67-81. 
Claggett, W., 1981. Partisan Acquisition v. Partisan Identity: Life Cycle, Generation, and Period Effects. 

American Journal of Political Science 25, 193-214.  
Crewe, I. and D.T. Denver (1985), Electoral Change in Western Democracies. New York: St. Martin’s.  
Dalton, R.J. (2004), Democratic Challenges, Democratic Choices. The Erosion of Political Support in 

Advanced Industrial Democracies. Oxford: Oxford University Press. 
Dalton, Russell J., Scott C. Flanagan and Paul Allen Beck, eds. 1984. Electoral Change in Advanced 

Industrial Democracies: Realignment or Dealignment? Princeton: Princeton University Press 
Dogan, M. (1996), ‘Erosion of Class Voting and of the Religious Vote in Western Europe’, International 

Social Science Journal 146: 525-538. 
Evans, Geoffrey (ed.) (1999) The End of Class Politics? Class Voting in Comparative Context. Oxford: 

Oxford University Press. 
Flanagan, S.C. (1987), ‘Value Change in Industrial Societies’, American Political Science Review 81(4): 

1303-19.  
Franklin, M. (1992). The Decline of Cleavage Politics. In: M. Franklin, T. Mackie, & H. Valen (eds.), 

Electoral Change. Responses to Evolving Social and Attitudinal Structures in Western Countries. 
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 

Franklin, Mark (2004). Voter Turnout and the Dynamics of Electoral Competition in Established 
Democracies Since 1945. New York: Cambridge University Press. 

Franklin, M. and M. Ladner (1995), ‘The Undoing of Winston Churchill: Mobilization and Conversion in 
the 1945 Realignment of British Voters’, British Journal of Political Science 25:429-52. 

Franklin, Mark, Tom Mackie and Henry Valen (1992), Electoral Change: Responses to Evolving Social 
and Attitudinal. Structures in Western Countries. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 

Fuchs, D. & H.D. Klingemann (1990). The left-right scheme: theoretical framework. In: M.K. Jennings & 
J. van Deth (eds.), Continuities in Political Action: A Longitudinal Study of Political Orientations in 
Three Western Democracies. Berlin: De Gruyter. 

Glenn, N.D. (2005), ´Cohort Analysis (second edition)’, Sage University Paper Series: Quantitative 
Applications in the Social Sciences 07-005. London: Sage Publications. 

Hix, S. (1999). Dimensions and Alignments in European Union Politics: Cognitive Constraints and 
Partisan Responses. European Journal of Political Research 35:69-106. 

Hooghe, M. and B. Wilkenfeld (2008), ‘The Stability of Political Attitudes and Behaviors across 
Adolescence and Early Adulthood: A Comparison of Survey Data on Adolescents and Young Adults 
in Eight Countries’, Journal of Youth Adolescence 37:155-67. 

Inglehart, Ronald. 1984. “The Changing Structure of Political Cleavages in Western Society.” In: 
Electoral Change in Advanced Industrial Democracies: Realignment or Dealignment? Eds. Russell 
J. Dalton, Scott C. Flanagan and Paul Allen Beck.  Princeton: Princeton University Press, 25-69.  

Klingemann, Hans-Dieter. 1977. Ideologisches Denken in der Bevölkerung westlicher 
Industriegesellschaften. Universität Mannheim. 

Knutsen, Oddbjørn (2001) ‘Social Class, Sector Employment, and Gender as Party Cleavages in the 
Scandinavian Countries: A Comparative Longitudinal Study, 1970-95’, Scandinavian Political Studies 
24/4: 311-50. 

Knutsen, Oddbjørn (2004) ‚Religious Denomination and Party Choice in Western Europe: A 
Comparative Longitudinal Study from Eight Countries, 1970-97’, International Political Science 
Review 25/1: 97-128. 

Lipset, S.M. & S. Rokkan (1967). ‘Cleavage Structures, Party Systems and Voter alignments: an 
Introduction’. In: S.M. Lipset & S. Rokkan (eds.), Party Systems and Voter Alignments. Glencoe 
(Ill.): The Free Press, pp. 1-64. 

Lyons, W. and R. Alexander (2000), ‘A Tale of Two Electorates: Generational Replacement and the 
Decline of Voting in Presidential Elections’, Journal of Politics 62(4):1014-34. 

Rose, R. & I. McAllister (1986). Voters Begin to Choose. Beverly Hills: Sage. 



C:\Shared\JOINT SESSIONS\Munster\Workshop Proposals\19 Brug kritzingerws proposal form.doc 

Sartori, G. (1976). Parties and Party Systems. A Framework for Analysis. Cambridge: Cambridge University 
Press. 

Schmitt, Hermann. 2001. “Zur vergleichenden Analyse des Einflusses gesellschaftlicher Faktoren auf 
das Wahlverhalten: Forschungsfragen, Analysestrategien und einige Ergebnisse.” In Wahlen und 
Wähler. Analysen aus Anlaß der Bundestagswahl 1998, eds. Hans-Dieter Klingemann and Max 
Kaase. Opladen: Westdeutscher Verlag. 

Tilley, J. R., 2003. Party Identification in Britain: Does Length of Time in the Electorate Affect Strength of 
Partisanship? British Journal of Political Science 33, 332-344. 

Tilley, J.R. (2005), ´Libertarian-authoritarian value change in Britain, 1974-2001’, Political Studies 
53:442-53.  

Van der Brug, W., M. Franklin & G. Toka (2008), ‘One Electorate or Many? Voting behavior in new and 
established democracies in Europe’, Electoral Studies. In print. 

Van der Brug, W., C. van der Eijk & M. Franklin (2007a), ‘EU Support and Party Choice’. In: W. van der 
Brug & C. van der Eijk (eds.), European Elections and Domestic Politics: Lessons from the Past 
and Scenarios for the Future. University of Notre Dame Press. 

Van der Brug, W. & J. van Spanje (2009), Immigration, Europe and the ‘New’ Cultural Cleavage. 
Manuscript accepted for publication by the European Journal of Political Research. 

Wass, H. (2007), 'Generations and Socialization into Electoral Participation in Finland', Scandinavian 
Political Studies 30(1):1-19. 

 

 

Type of paper 
The workshop seeks empirically based papers with a focus on electoral change, preferably 

distinguishing between generations. Given the aim of the workshop, priority will be given to comparative 

studies or studies that otherwise seek generalized explanations for new patterns of voting. We 

particularly welcome papers that compare between voting patterns in old and new democracies. 

 

Participants 
Electoral research is one of the most established sub-disciplines in political science. Numerous scholars 

around the world are working on explanations of electoral change. At the general conferences of the 

ECPR panels on electoral research have always been very successful and we are confident that the 

proposed workshop will bring together 20 scholars from different universities. This workshop proposal is 

endorsed by the ECPR standing group on “Public Opinion and Voting”. 

 Furthermore, with the recently launched COST-Action of the European Commission “The true 

European voter” this topic has become even more important – especially from a comparative and 

historical perspective – and hence we expect several papers from electoral research groups, which have 

signed up for the COST-Action. 

 

Funding 
We will actively seek sources of funding and would kindly welcome suggestions from the ECPR about 

possibilities to apply for additional funds.  
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Bibliographical note 
 

Wouter van der Brug (1963) holds a Chair in Political Science in the Department of Political Science at 

the University of Amsterdam since February 2007. His research interests focus on comparative research 

in collective political behavior, in particular electoral behavior, right-wing populism, political 

communication, political trust and support, and political parties. He publishes regularly in international 

political science journals, such as the European Journal of Political Science, Party Politics, the British 

Journal of Political Science, Comparative Political Studies, Political Behavior, West European Politics, 

Electoral Studies and Acta Politica. His most recent book publications are "The Economy and the Vote" 

(co-authored by Cees van der Eijk and Mark Franklin), published in 2007 by Cambridge University 

Press, and an edited volume (co-edited by Cees van der Eijk) called "European Elections and Domestic 

Politics", published in 2007 by the University of Notre Dame Press.  

 

Sylvia Kritzinger (1974) is Professor of Social Science Methodology at the Department of Methods in 

the Social Sciences of the University of Vienna since September 2007, with a particular focus on 

quantitative methods. Previously, Sylvia Kritzinger has been Assistant Professor at the Institute for 

Advances Studies (IHS), Vienna, one of Austria’s postgraduate research and training institute. She has 

published in the fields of European integration, public policy, individual attitudes, public opinion and party 

politics. Her publications include articles in journals such as Science, Comparative European Politics, 

Journal of Public Policy, European Union Politics, Government & Opposition and Journal of European 

Policy. She is Principal Investigator of the recently established Austrian National Election Study. She is 

also a Steering Committee Member of the European Science Foundation scientific program ‘Quantitative 

Methods in the Social Sciences’ (QMSS). 
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