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Abstract

This paper presents a comparative analysis of voter turnout across various democracies,
exploring the underlying factors that influence electoral participation. It highlights the
significance of voter turnout as an indicator of democratic health and accountability, positing that
low participation levels may signify citizen disengagement. The study categorizes factors
affecting voter turnout into socioeconomic, political, and institutional dimensions. It emphasizes
the role of social class, education, and trust in political institutions as critical determinants of
electoral behavior. The analysis also examines historical trends and case studies from selected
democracies, illustrating the complexities of voter mobilization across different contexts. By
identifying key trends and challenges in voter participation, this research aims to inform
policymakers and political entities about strategies to enhance electoral engagement and
strengthen democratic processes. The findings underscore the importance of fostering inclusive
electoral environments to promote higher turnout rates, thereby reinforcing citizens' rights and

responsibilities in governance.

Keywords: Voter Turnout, Democracy, Electoral Participation, Socioeconomic Factors,

Political Institutions.

15




1. Introduction

This essay seeks to provide a comprehensive perspective on electoral participation. The study
concentrates on comparative analysis — i.e. to what extent voters' turnout varies between
elections and democracies and on identifying the factors that may explain those differences

(Diamond, 2022).

The factors shaping turnout matter to a number of actors. First, the state of voter turnout is often
perceived as a shorthand indicator of the health of a democracy: citizens who are so apathetic or
disengaged that they are not willing to vote are unlikely to be contributing to sound democratic
governance in other ways. Furthermore, members of candidate parties generally want to
encourage their own supporters to go to the polls, while simultaneously hoping to suppress
turnout among rival candidates' supporters. Campaign tactics can have an effect on this. But the
rewards for candidates and parties in influencing turnout come with dangers: if at least some of
the campaign tactics that they use are perceived as unethical or counter to democratic principles,
the negative effects on their opponents' supporters' turnout may actually propel these voters to

increase their turnout activism. (Neff & Pickard, 2022)

This essay aims to tackle some of the issues and answer several practical and analytical questions:
To what extent do electorates vary in levels of turnout between elections in different democracies?
What factors are associated with those variations? Are the apparent trends of lower average
turnout in some of the more recent Southern and Eastern European democracies suspect as being

due in substantial part to such initial levels?

2. The Importance of Voter Turnout in Democracies

In many democracies, widespread participation in national elections has been seen over time as a
way to legitimize the democratic character of these countries and to ensure the accountability of
governmental authorities to citizens. The widely used definition of turnout offers a fixed or
"hard" measure of citizens' likelihood to participate in the most commonly used channel by
which citizens' intent is sought and a new or continuing government is chosen. Theories of

voting behavior also stress that the decision to participate involves a trade-off between the
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benefits and costs of doing so, particularly pointing to this outcome of abstention. Higher turnout
has also been linked conceptually to policy content outcomes that are rooted in political theory. If
the extent of the transformation of candidate-specific preferences from a direct election result
into subsequent policy representation is taken as a measure of the accountability that underpins

electoral legitimacy, this in turn is bound with ongoing election turnout.

Thus, the likelihood of having good policy representation is higher if we can motivate more
citizens to vote in an inclusive electoral process. As an equal condition of citizenship, the
practical and substantive expression of this equality lies in the right to vote. This is not only a
formal right; it is a positive invitation to all citizens to have a say in deciding the makeup of the
"demos" to govern the country. Not voting or being actively conspiratorial to make it difficult for
some groups to vote is in contravention of principles of modern democratic governance and an
expression of exclusion and status quo politics. Although turnout need not be an indicator of how
beneficial it is to the individuals and communities involved, the right to vote is nevertheless a
right to send a message to state authorities that they are the "primary locus of their political
authority" and should be considered accordingly. Beyond this, rising turnout is also a sign of
civic responsibility and care, privately and publicly, rather than solely an elite game. For some,

high voter turnout rates are also a sign of social health and trust in the political system.

3. Key Factors Influencing Voter Turnout

Many factors influence levels of political participation, both in general and at election time,
when the way people participate in politics takes a different form. Although traditionally,
political sociology tended to concentrate predominantly on the study of electoral participation,
this no longer remains the case today. Voter turnout might be considered the quintessential form
of political participation and will certainly be the focus of one essay here. As we shall see, low
turnout in elections is often seen as symbolic of a 'crisis of democracy' and therefore as an
indicator of the health of any democratic society. Given the relative dearth of large studies of
political participation more generally in the literature, the same is probably even more true for

other types of political engagement. Among the general factors that have been cited to explain
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turnout at elections, it is customary to distinguish among economic, socio-demographic, political

party, organizational, constitutional, and cultural explanations. (Arel-Bundock et al., 2022)

One of the oldest explanations of differences in participation levels is social class. However,
rather than simply seeing classes as things rooted in income and/or occupation, we must also take
account of the role of cultural differences between social groups in explaining variations in levels
of participation. Differences in education are also seen as an important factor in influencing low
voter turnout. Compulsory education was supposed to solve some of these problems by
providing a certain level of education for all. However, these attitudes were often applied to boys
more than girls. The 'laddies' were educated; the 'lassies' trained as house servants. Religion is
another factor thought to influence participation in elections, either via the institutions
themselves or via its formative effects on individual worldviews. Obviously, there is a great deal
of interaction between these approaches. Political attitudes are sculpted and molded by social
position, education, and religion over one's life. Some see the key processes at the beginning of

political socialization, others at the end of it, and others in between.

3.1. Socioeconomic Factors

Socioeconomic factors explore the prospects that differentially impact the likelihood that those
better off in economic and social terms are more likely to vote. This may be due to the
statistically significant correlation between educational attainment and income, as the propensity
for higher SES members to turn out has become quite robust. The wealthy and educated are more
likely to vote at the decline of others; however, this would seem to be less problematic as at least
when rich people vote, they are not voting for their own material parochial interests, although
some would disagree. There are a wide variety of barriers to electoral participation that are
falling more on the poor and the young than on others. These include everything from obtaining
information to access to polling stations on election day. This provides some support for policies
aimed at the political empowerment of the poor. Indeed, there are many reasons why people
choose to vote, or not to vote, or to vote for one candidate or another. Voting is also a means for
people to have a direct and real impact on their lives, as it gives people a voice in the formation

of policy in the country in which they live. Traditionally, however, there are differences between

18



the young and the old; the old voted while the young did not vote, and among the poor, they are
less likely to vote. There are differences in the turnout for the more well-off as well, with the
wealthy much more likely to turn out and cast their vote. Turnout has been on the decrease in
recent years, which means that fewer and fewer people are turning out to cast their vote in
elections. The question must be raised as to why people do not turn out to vote when they have a
chance to directly impact their lives and the laws that govern it. One would argue that the
democratic process is flawed when people are not turning out to vote; when they feel so
disenfranchised that they do not feel that their vote is worth casting. There are many reasons why
people do not turn out to vote, the most obvious of which are elucidated below. Highly educated
people are consistently much more likely to vote than those with less education, and those with a
high income are about 5 to 8 percent more likely to vote than those with lower incomes. This
pattern is repeated across many countries. Educational or income disparities are large and
declining in some nations but increasing in other democracies. This kind of pattern is relatively
consistent with voting rates observed in national elections from other sources, which are
confirmed in surveys in both Europe and the USA. Therefore, these broad patterns show a
consistent relationship between voting and social class but do not clarify the distinction between
absolute and relative disengagement. Do more educated people become more likely to vote when
they reach a higher income? There is often a positive correlative relationship between the level of
education and income. For example, in the UK, men aged 40-54 with no qualifications earn, on
average, £750 per month; those aged 40-54 with GCSEs taken earn £973 per month; those with
A levels taken earn £1169 per month; and those with a degree earn £1421 per month. Clearly, the
more top-level qualifications you have, the more money you are likely to make. This would
suggest that people with these qualifications are more likely to turn out and vote. People with
high incomes or high social class are more likely to vote if they have qualifications (Krishnarajan,

2022).

3.2. Political Factors

Political factors, such as the level of competition and the number of candidates or parties, can

also have a significant effect on voter turnout. This relationship is somewhat intricate; although
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high levels of political competition or the presence of multiple parties might be expected to
attract more voters to the polls, some research finds this relationship to be negative. In contrast,
when voters are given clear choices between a small number of viable candidates or parties, they
may be motivated to participate. Political campaigns are also important in driving voters to the
polls. Communication between the candidates or parties and the electorate can inform and
mobilize them to vote. The outcomes of campaigns are also important, as negative campaigning

can disenchant large swaths of the population.

Trust in political institutions and leaders is also significant when it comes to political
participation. Voters who do not trust an elected leader may be less motivated to vote, which may
also decrease overall turnout. Research also suggests that individuals who are dissatisfied with
the state of the nation, depressed or upset, and/or feel far removed from politicians are less likely
to vote. In some cases, local politics can be yet another factor in predicting voter turnout.
Particularly in states with high levels of subnational political autonomy, it is possible that voters
who are determined not to vote in national or supranational elections will still participate in other
subnational contests. There are significant variations in voting customs around the world that
contradict this explanation, so care should be taken to generalize these findings. For many
reasons, voting represents the "bedrock" of an "active citizenry" and is the "central act" that
shapes generations of educated and properly informed citizens. Voting is one of the oldest
activities in democratic society that shapes political beliefs and strategies, tells other people what
matters to you, and helps to shape government and policy. Voting is also an essential way to
participate in discussions to secure values and to produce better choices. Although there is very
little question that failing to vote takes a backseat to the many other types of political
engagement, at bottom it is still the case that voting is the most "accessible and direct" means for

having a voice and making a direct impact on the world.

3.3. Institutional Factors

There are considerable institutional variables that potentially affect turnout. This section deals
with factors like electoral rules, voter registration, election technology, electoral laws, and civil

society support.

20



Electoral Systems The electoral rule and system used can have an effect on turnout. For example,
proportional representation systems generally have higher levels of turnout, as it is easier for
smaller parties to gain representation. On the other hand, majority rule systems have lower
turnout. This is driven by what is called “Duverger’s law,” which means that proportional rule
systems will have more competitive election races than majority rule systems because there is no
penalty for coming in second place. The differences in the electoral systems create a different
perspective on the influence of the electoral rule on voter disengagement. Proponents of electoral
reform in majoritarian systems feel that it imposes a heavy penalty on minor party supporters.

Critics argue that it fails to produce a “real” majority, and therefore voters are turned off.

Voter Turnout Electoral Systems Voter Registration The institutional framework that manages
voter participation is an essential parameter for each society. The registration process operates as
the entrance gateway to the electoral process. The way a state invites, registers, and mobilizes its
citizens to vote reflects the type of electoral system and the level of electoral competition. Voter
registration serves the interest of states to manage their citizens’ method of political mobilization,
categorize their attitudes into outcomes or research, and, most of all, as a policy tool to manage
electoral participation. The complexity and costs to register as a voter vary considerably among
democratic states and within some countries themselves. Turnout is affected by the voter
registration and disenfranchisement process that makes it more difficult for many African
Americans and poorer minority-group voters to get re-enfranchised before election day.
Technological developments are a present issue for voter registration. Full text recognition and
the electronic search of citizens’ biometrics can make the process more costly and complex for
large democratic states. Sometimes limits the number of citizens who are effectively
disenfranchised by managing the voter registration process at the local and state level. In fact,
this can suppress the turnout of political and racial minorities both inside large cities and some

ethnic or religious persistently non-mobile group (Boese et al.2022).

4. Historical Trends in Voter Turnout

Voter turnout rates can be studied comparatively over time, not only in contemporary

democracies but also historically. Hereafter, trends in different systems were observed during
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different eras that might unfold similar dynamics. In contemporary terms, the historical
perspective enlarges the frame within which one can appreciate the extent and the character of
the development of democracy. Comparative observations of the current era, moreover, also risk
overlooking a number of preconditions and path dependencies of each political society.
Historical analyses may help in contextualizing national historical patterns of voter mobilization,
illustrate the implications of using the concept of "anomie," and contribute to an understanding
of the resilience (or not) of democracy to each polity's particularities. Historical patterns of
participation also pose a research agenda in their own right. They can provide clues as to whether

a certain type of trajectory may be considered as part of a march to abstention (Calzada, 2022).

Periods of "difficult democratization" are not alien to participation in universal suffrage, less
affected by "retro-suffragist" ecological fallacies than a study of 19th-century suffrage systems
might be. Where does historical research on the quantitative era of voter participation stand? A
number of studies have been done on the turnout behavior of quantitative elections in democratic
systems of different regions, for different ranks of elections, and for different levels of
aggregation. However, this so far has typically been qualitative, descriptive, and historical.
Across the English Channel, there is a relatively large body of historical research discussing the
comparative issue of voter turnout, but its focus and method have diverged concerning the
reason-engagement patterns of electoral behavior. The same applies to the older scholarly record

within and outside Latin America.

5. Case Studies of Voter Turnout in Selected Democracies

The previous sections presented a sub-national case study of voter turnout performance in Jordan,
as well as an international study that compared voter turnout globally. This section presents five
additional case studies of specific democratic countries in order to illustrate the variety of voter
participation and institutional electoral context across countries. The findings from these
elections will be presented along with the brief backgrounds of their electoral institutions. The
case studies are organized broadly from those countries with the highest voter turnout to the
lowest voter turnout. A number of factors, particularly political and institutional factors, are

presented at the end for potential explanation of why citizens in each country choose to turn out
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at the polls or not. What follows here is a comparative analysis of several case studies of voter
turnout in individual democratic countries. While there are many methodological and logistical
challenges associated with using particular national election data, it is my belief that the
proposed findings are of use to a broader discussion surrounding best practices for greater
electoral participation in the region as well as for future research and policy initiatives. Finally,
because of the international fixation on voter turnout and participation in the context of Jordan,
this multi-country exploration more directly examines trends in voter participation in the
literature and tends to avoid questions about the specifics of the performance of the Jordanian

government and its electoral commission.
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