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our ideas a reality.
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Summary of
the argument



Younger and older generations have always been politically different, but never
by this much. The generational schism exposed at the last General Election was
unprecedented. The gap between the youngest and oldest voters was three times
the post-war average — a fifty percentage point increase on the median gap since
1945. Age, rather than class or income, is now the best predictor of vote intention.

This report confirms that age polarisation is not only here to stay but that

the gap between younger and older generations is growing. The Conservative

vote is ageing at a faster rate than the general population, largely due to the party’s
failure to convert large numbers of young potential voters. It is an extraordinary finding
that 83% of Conservative voters are now over the age of 45. Just 4% are under the
age of 24 years old.

Meanwhile, Labour’s reliance on younger voters is growing. A sizeable proportion
of older voters will now not even consider voting Labour, imposing a hard electoral
ceiling and threatening the party longer-term as the population ages. In terms

of composition, however, Labour remains much more generationally balanced:
53% of Labour voters are over the age of 45 and 47% under the age of 45.

The net result of these trends is that the “tipping point age” — the median age

at which a voter is more likely to be Conservative than Labour — is now 51 years old,
up from 47 at the 2017 General Election. Before the 2017 campaign, the tipping
point was 34 years old.

The growing importance of age as an electoral dividing line has profound
implications for the future of British politics. It has already contributed to a changing
electoral geography — accelerating Labour’s shift from working class Northern seats
to diverse metropolitan boroughs and shifting the soul of the Conservative Party
from Kensington to North Yorkshire.

If it continues, it may reconfigure the electoral map further, making youthful seats
like Putney, Southampton Itchen and Stirling hard for the Conservatives to hold,
and Labour heartlands with older age profiles, such as Bishop Auckland, Sedgefield
and Don Valley, less impenetrable.

Until now, we have not known what is driving the age gap — particularly why
younger people are turning away from the centre right in such unprecedented
numbers. Strategists and commentators have argued various theories — for example,
that young people are economically more left wing, or more socially liberal, or have
less material wealth, or simply are more likely to be graduates or from an ethnic
minority background — and are thus more likely to vote Labour.

Our polling shows that while these factors account for some of the gap, they

do not account for all of it. The two greatest influences on vote intention are
economic attitudes and material difference. These only account for half the
difference. Even if the Government gave younger voters the same rates of home
ownership and young people had the same economically liberal attitudes as their
grandparents, only one in two would vote Conservative. Age is a standalone factor
that cannot be accounted for, suggesting a cohort effect with younger people
structurally more likely to vote Labour.
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If they take the steps to win over different groups, Conservatives have reason to
be optimistic. There are 3 million voters under the age of 35 who would consider
voting Conservative but would not do so tomorrow. The Conservatives have a far
lower conversion rate than Labour. If the party converted only a fraction of these
voters while holding onto the coalition it secured at the last election, it would
return the largest number of votes in British electoral history.

But to do so will require the party to move into the centre ground both
economically and socially. This is not the centre ground that many centrists
imagine: it is where the centre of public opinion sits — marginally to the left on
the economy, and marginal to the right on cultural and national issues. As our
poll demonstrates, the centre ground means being tough on crime, reducing
migration, reducing taxes, making public services more efficient, caring about
the environment and acting to ensure businesses are acting responsibly.

At the same time, the Conservatives must relentlessly act to make young

people materially better off. Action to help first time buyers and cut stamp duty
have cut through as popular policies but voters of all ages want the Conservatives
to protect the green belt, make developers invest in local infrastructure, and
improve the quality of new housing. Efforts to make the student loan system fairer
for graduates are welcome, especially given many pay marginal tax rates of over
50%. Voters support action to bring down the interest rate on student loans and
support retraining. It is not for nothing that young people are more in favour of
lower taxes than any age group.

Finally, the party needs to appeal to ethnic minority voters who make up a growing
share of younger voters. It is notable that Asian voters are nearly as likely as White
voters to consider voting for the Conservatives, but considerably less likely to
actually do so.

The continuing age polarisation of the electorate should worry people of all political
colours. It matters as much for Labour that the party now has a hard ceiling among
older voters as it does for Conservatives that their support among young people
is woefully soft — especially given the ageing of the electorate. It matters too if
generational politics means that policy debates increasingly pitch one generation
against another.

This paper uses extensive polling, statistical analysis and qualitative research

to demonstrate that this division is not inevitable. The Labour Party’s decline among
older generations means it is impossible on the left. But a coalition of younger
and older voters is waiting to be assembled on the centre right, if we are willing
to take the steps to achieve it.
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Age

The new dividing line in British politics



Grandparents and their grandchildren have never been so politically estranged.

At the 2017 General Election, two thirds of voters below the age of 35 voted for
Labour; over half of those over the age of 65 voted for the Conservatives. The gap
between older and younger voting patterns is now far wider than it has been at any
point since the Second World War, with profound implications for British politics.

Until recently, it was possible to predict how someone voted from their bank
balance. For much of the post-war period, academics and political strategists agreed
that income level and markers of wealth were the factors most correlated with voting
preference. The more you earned, the more likely you were to vote Conservative.
The stereotypes of rich and upwardly mobile Conservative and poor but proudly
working class Labour voters wrote themselves. It is no longer that simple.

As class influence has diminished in society over recent decades, it has also
become less important as a driver of voting behaviour. In 2017, the Conservative
party had its highest share of the working class vote since 1979. Meanwhile,
Kensington and Chelsea — widely considered the wealthiest constituency

in the UK — fell out of Conservative control for the first time in its history.

Age has replaced class as the most important dividing line in British politics.

It is well known that Labour achieved an historic 35 point lead among 18—24 year
olds in 2017. Less understood is that Labour took a 29 point lead among 25-34 year
olds, a group which had been marginally Conservative just seven years previously.
At the other end of the spectrum, the Conservatives achieved a 36 point lead
among over-65s and nearly trebled their lead among 55-64 year olds from 6 to 17
points compared to 2015.

In principle this generational divide is not surprising. As the maxim goes — and

the British Social Attitudes survey has provided evidence for — ‘a young man who
is not a liberal has no heart and an old man who is not a conservative has no head’.
The Conservative Party has only once in the last ten general elections won over
more than a third of 18—34 year olds. The Labour Party has only once failed to

do so. It is a truism that conservatism matures with age.

In practice, it fundamentally shifts the electoral calculus. For most of the post-war
period, the gap between how young people and older generations voted stayed
relatively constant, averaging just over 18 percentage points and rarely rising above
25. Yet in 2017, this gap was 71 points — nearly five times higher than in 2010 and
50 percentage points larger than the average gap of other elections since the
Second World War.
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This faultline is even deeper when age is overlaid with gender. Over two decades,
the Conservative Party has grown its support among older men and women, while
haemorrhaging votes particularly from women aged between 18-24. In 2017 Jeremy
Corbyn’s Labour Party commanded a higher level of support among young men than
ever achieved under the landslide victories of Tony Blair in 1997 and 2001, but more
extraordinarily, at the last General Election, the Labour Party won the votes of nearly
73% of 18—24 year old women, nearly three times its share in 2010.
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The most cited reason for this divergence — a turnout “youthquake” — is bogus.

There was no surge of 18—24 year olds at the ballot box in 2017 as pollsters
speculated — despite chants at Glastonbury and the Oxford English Dictionary hastily
naming “youthquake” the word of the year, there was no surge of 18—24 year olds at
the ballot box in 2017." The youngest voters — those aged below 20 years-old — were
in fact less likely to vote than in 2015 and the correlation between turnout change and
share of 18—24 year old voters at a constituency level is weaker than for other groups.

If turnout surged anywhere, it was among voters in their late twenties, thirties
and early forties. The British Electoral Study has shown that turnout among 25-34
year olds and 35-44 year olds rose 9.5% and 10.8%, respectively, in 2017.

The real youthquake was the marked increase in younger voters’ propensity to vote
Labour, which combined with incremental changes to turnout since 2010. Every age
group below the age of 75 years old was more likely to vote Labour compared to
two years earlier in 2017. The youngest voters were up to 50% more likely to do so.

This change in voting preference was particularly powerful given the cumulative
growth in youth turnout since 2010. Since David Cameron first entered Downing
Street as Prime Minister, 18-24 year old and 25-34 year old turnout has grown by
16% and 8% respectively. Over the same period, turnout has marginally declined
among voters aged 55 and above.

Probability of voting

20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
Age

2015 2017

Source: Prosser, C. et al (2018), “Tremors But No Youthquake: Measuring Changes in the Age and Turnout
Gradients at the 2015 and 2017 British General Elections, SSRIN.
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In the last two years, commentators have been quick to speculate about
these shifts without much hard evidence. To explore what is behind the
growing generational divide in much greater detail, Onward commissioned
a substantial poll from Hanbury Strategy.

The 10,031 sample size allows for a more granular analysis of the data. We not only
asked detailed questions about values, policies and voting intention, but overlaid
these factors on other characteristics such as where people lived, their education
background and property tenure.

Questions we set out to understand include:

Is age polarisation likely to persist — and how firm are different age groups
in their political views?

To what extent does age polarisation explain other variations in voting
behaviour — for example, by area or by education?

What does age polarisation mean for Britain’s future electoral geography?

What are the underlying causes of the difference between the way different
generations are voting?

What if anything might allow the Conservatives to improve their
performance among younger voters. Who is most persuadable to
look again at the Conservatives?

The following sections explore these questions in turn.

The full results of the poll are published alongside this study. There were

10,031 people in the GB sample. Fieldwork was undertaken between 9 and 27
November 2018. Headline vote intention was Labour 40%, Conservative 37%,
Liberal Democrat 8%, UKIP 7%. This is in line with other polls conducted at the

time, although this clearly preceded the creation of The Independent Group of MPs.

The growing generational divide has considerable implications for our politics.

If both main political parties play to their base, policy will increasingly favour either
young or old, with growing incomprehension between the two. Age polarisation
could intensify. Politicians such as Lord Willetts and organisations such as the
Resolution Foundation have long warned of the risks of intergenerational clashes.

For one nation conservatives this is a very unattractive prospect. But it would
also represent a lost political opportunity for the Conservative Party itself, because
lost potential voters are concentrated among younger people.



Future
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Is age polarisation likely to persist — and how firm are different age groups
in their political views?

Our poll suggests that the huge generational split seen in 2017 has not
yet faded significantly.” In our poll:

Among 18-24 year olds, 14% said they would vote Conservative if there
was an election today. 62% said they would vote Labour. 9% of this group
said they would vote for the Liberal Democrats.

Among those over 65 years old, the opposite was true, 56% of respondents
said they would vote Conservative, against 24% for Labour. The only groups
with a net positive vote for Conservatives are 55—-64s and voters over the
age of 65.

The age curve of the vote, which tilted upwards for the Conservatives and
downwards for Labour between 2015 and 2017, has become slightly steeper.
This combined with a lower share for the Conservatives relative to Labour,
means that in our sample:

The tipping point age — the average age at which the probability of voting
Conservative exceeds the probability of voting Labour — has risen from

47 years old in 2017 to 51 years old today. This means that in the 18 months
between the 2017 election and our fieldwork, the point at which people
were more likely to vote Conservative increased by 4 years.

Only 14% of 18—24 year olds say they would vote Conservative if there
were an election now, compared to 62% who say they would vote Labour.
Only 8% of young women say they will vote Conservative.

Among those over 65 years old, the opposite was true. 56% of respondents
said they would vote Conservative. The only groups with a net positive vote for
Conservatives are 55-64s and 65+. Just 24% of voters over the age of 65 say
they will vote for the Labour Party if there were an election now. Among those
aged 55-64 years old, 34% say they would vote Labour in an election today.

The composition of the Conservative vote is heavily weighted towards older
age groups. Fewer than a fifth — 17% — of the Conservative vote is aged 18—45
years old, and 83% is over the age of 45. Just 4% of Conservative voters are
aged 18-24.

This compares to 47% of Labour voters below the age of 45 years old,
and 53% over this threshold. The largest age group represented in the
Labour vote is in fact those over 65 years old, who make up 19.3%

of the total, followed by 45-54s (19.2%).

Future polarisation
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Source: Onward/Hanbury Strategy Poll, 10,031 sample, conducted 9-27 November 2018.

The steep incline of the age profile is primarily due to the Conservative Party’s
failure to convert young people who would consider voting for the party into actual
voters at the ballot box.

Our poll asked “What is the chance you would consider voting for” each party? We
count “considerers” as those who said they would be “certain” or “likely” to vote
Conservative. But some of these considerers, when asked directly, do not say that
they are actually planning to vote Conservative. This “consideration gap” varies
substantially between different groups.

Among people between 18 and 35 years old, 28% say they would consider
voting for the Conservatives. Yet just 14% of under 35 year olds say

they would actually vote for the Conservative Party in an election now.
Interestingly, the youngest voters — those between 18-21years old — are
most open to the party out of all young people, with 29% saying they will
consider voting Conservative.

The consideration gap is far higher among younger groups than older groups.
The “consideration gap” for 18—24 year olds (14%) is more than triple that for
55-64 year olds (4%). This suggests the Conservatives convert more than
three times as many wavering older voters and younger voters.
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Figure 5: At the next election, what is the chance you would consider voting
for the following party?
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Figure 6: The proportion of respondents who say they would consider voting
for a party who say they will actually vote for that party
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Younger voters are less “sticky” and more politically undecided than older
voters whose voting patterns and attitudes have solidified over time. 18—-24 year
olds are far more open to voting for more than one party than older groups.

The figures also show the lack of opportunity for the Labour Party among
older voters. Very few older people who don’t already say they will vote
Labour would consider doing so. For voters over the age of 65 years old,
just 27% of voters say they would consider voting for the Labour Party,
compared to 75% of 18—24 year olds.

Proportionately the Conservative Party is far less effective at converting
potential supporters. On average, the Labour Party converts 86% of its
potential voters when averaged by age group, while the Conservative
party converts 75% of its potential voters.

The Conservative conversion rate drops considerably among younger
cohorts. Just under two thirds (63%) of 18-35 year olds who consider voting
Conservative say they would do so if an election were called today, compared
to 78% of potential supporters of a similar age for Labour.

This is a substantial missed opportunity for the Conservatives. This
represents around 3 million young people that the Conservative Party
is failing to convert from potential into actual voters.

To conclude, there is currently no sign of the age polarisation of politics going away.
In fact it seems to be a little more polarised than in 2017. But younger people’s views
are much less fixed than older people’s views.

For the Conservatives in particular, there is a large untapped opportunity among
young people, demonstrated by the “missing” 3 million young voters who say they
would consider voting Conservative, but don’t actually plan to do so yet.
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Generation effect

How does age interact with other factors?



To what extent does age polarisation explain other variations in voting behaviour —
for example, by area or by education? Urban areas are composed of typically
younger populations. Renters are overwhelmingly likely to be younger. We also
set out to establish if seeming differences in the electorate are mainly explained

by age differences — or not.
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On the face of it, our polling suggests that higher levels of education are
associated with a greater Labour lead. Labour has a lead of 4% among
those with A-Levels, rising to 7% among people with undergraduate
degrees and 15% for those with a postgraduate degree. This is a notable
finding: as recently as 1979, having a degree or A levels made you 17%
more likely to vote Conservative than having no qualifications. This reversal
could be a function of a number of factors: the increasingly liberal milieu in
higher education; any earnings advantage being reduced by the effect of
tuition fees or the expansion of degree status; or exposure to increasingly
diverse and international peer groups.

No formal Other Apprenticeship  GCSEs A-Levels Bachelor's Postgraduate
qualifications Degree
Conservatives Labour

Source: Onward/Hanbury Strategy Poll, 10,031 sample, conducted 9-27 November 2018.

On closer examination, however, it seems to be simply a function of age.
When compared by age group, people with a bachelor’s degree vote roughly
the same way as those without — with a 42 point lead for Labour among
degree holders and a 45 point lead among those without degrees. People
over the age of 55 have the opposite vote intention. The Conservatives have
a 27 point lead among over-55s without a degree and a 16 point lead among
those with a degree. Any differences appear to be within the margin of error.
This is in many ways surprising, given the well documented connection
between higher education and more liberal views. It may be that economic
advantages stemming from having a degree are being cancelled out by
graduates having more liberal views.
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Strikingly, the Conservative Party has a small lead among people

who have completed an apprenticeship. 47% of people who have completed
an apprenticeship would consider voting Conservative, an equal likelihood

as those with GCSEs. However, only 41% of those with an apprenticeship
currently say they would vote Conservative.

Those with postgraduate degrees are most hostile to the Conservative Party
with Labour taking a 15% lead among this group. This may reflect a range

of factors: for example, longer exposure to a relatively liberal milieu or the
fact that postgraduates in older cohorts where postgrad degrees were less
common may be more likely to be in public sector professions, such as
medicine or academia.

To conclude, it seems that Labour’s increasing lead among people of higher
qualifications is driven by age rather than by pure educational differences.

Urbanity

People who live in urban areas are more likely to vote Labour than
Conservative. The Conservative lead is 13% in the countryside and 4%
on the edge of towns. Labour lead by 7% on the edge of a city, 24%

in town centres and 30% among city centres.

However, this is primarily driven by the composition of who lives in these places
rather than a difference in voting behaviour. Young people are marginally more
likely to vote Conservative if they live in rural areas compared to cities, however
the difference is within the margin of error. A total of 59% of under-35s living in
villages say they will vote Labour, compared to 16% for the Conservatives. This
changes to 57% and 18% respectively for young city-dwellers, suggesting that
location is less of a factor than the age of the respondent.

Overall, these findings suggest that the bulk of the difference between
voting patterns between urban and rural places is driven by age distribution.
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Ethnicity

Age clearly interplays with ethnicity to some degree. Ethnic minority voters
are more likely to be young than White voters. Ethnic minority voters across
all age groups are more likely to vote Labour by a large margin.

The difference between younger and older BAME voters is very small and
marginally favours older people. The Labour lead among older BAME voters
is 43%, compared to 40% among younger BAME voters. This compares
strongly to White voters, where the Conservatives have a 9% lead among
older White voters but Labour have a 44% lead among younger White voters.

Age makes a considerable difference for White voters but not for
BAME communities.

The Conservatives ethnic minority “consideration gap”

The share of Asian respondents saying they would consider voting Conservative is
nearly as high (42%) as among White respondents (44%). However the number who
say they would do so in an election tomorrow is much lower: just 22% of Asian British
voters would do so, compared to 38% for White voters. This compares to 82% of
Black voters who would consider Labour and 65% would do so if there was an
election today.

The Conservative “conversion gap” is more than three times as high among ethnic
minority voters as among White voters. Among Asian voters the Conservatives

gap is 20%, bigger than for any other demographic group, and far higher than the
party’s 6% conversion gap for White voters. Ethnic minority voters’ preferences
appear to be less fixed even than younger voters, meaning they are more winnable
for both the main political parties. Young BAME voters (aggregating black and asian
voters) have a similar conversion gap.
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Figure 9: The Conservative consideration gap by ethnicity
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Source: Onward/Hanbury Strategy Poll, 10,031 sample, conducted 9-27 November 2018.

Gender

- The interrelationship between age and gender is significant. Young women
are the group most supportive of Labour in 2017. In our modelling, we found
that Labour have a 60% lead among the same group (18—24s) now, with
just 8% of 18—24 year old women saying they would vote Conservative if an
election were held tomorrow. This compares to a Labour lead of 34% among
men the same age, of whom 20% say they would vote Conservative.

- Among 25-34 year olds, Labour has a 52% lead among female respondents
and a 31% lead among male respondents. The gender divide is far smaller
among older voters, as the graph below demonstrates, but it is clear the
Conservatives have a significant problem with female voters that is largest
among younger women.

Figure 10: Conservative lead over Labour by gender
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Source: Onward/Hanbury Strategy Poll, 10,031 sample, conducted 9-27 November 2018.
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Notably, the Conservatives’ problem with young women stems from

the relatively small numbers of people who even consider voting
Conservative. It is not a problem of conversion, and young female voters
are no less indecisive than male voters — in fact young men have a larger
“consideration gap” than young women.
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70 70
60 60
50 50
T 40 t 40
(7 Q
o o
& 30 ¢ 30
20 20
10 10
o] 0
18-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65+ 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65+
Will vote Conservative Consider voting Conservative

Source: Onward/Hanbury Strategy Poll, 10,031 sample, conducted 9-27 November 2018.

It is clear the Conservatives have a considerable gender problem which
is most acute among young women but not ostensibly driven by age.

Tenure

Housing tenure has previously been a strong indicator of voting intention,
with homeowners much more likely to vote Conservative. This relationship
is changing as young people are increasingly frozen out of homeownership,
and have virtually no chance of owning a home outright.

The Conservatives maintain a 29% lead among outright owners, but Labour
leads in every other tenure category. The Conservatives trail by 4% among
mortgage holders. Just 23% of renters would vote Conservative if there were
an election today, nearly the same as the share of people who live in social
housing (22%).

Looking at the composition of the Conservative vote, 74% of Conservative
voters are homeowners (outright and mortgage-owners) compared to just
45% of Labour voters. This further reflects the age gap in British politics.

The decline in homeownership among younger generations undoubtedly
harms the Conservatives, whose vote is correlated with tenure.
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Mapping the gap

How age is reshaping electoral geography



The age gap is restructuring the electoral map. Today’s political heartlands already
look very different from those of twenty years ago. Whereas once the Conservatives
held sway across London and the South East, the bastions of conservatism are
now places where old age predominates: middle-income, rural and non-diverse
constituencies. The soul of the Conservative Party has moved from Kensington

to North Yorkshire.

By the same token, Labour’s strongholds are now largely found in metropolitan
seats or towns, where young people and more youthful ethnic minorities proliferate.
Islington North has become the beating heart of the Labour Party in more ways
than one.

Our poll provides a number of stark illustrations of how age is reshaping the
UK’s electoral geography:

The Labour vote is made up of considerably more urban than rural voters, reflecting
cities’ demographic composition. A third of Labour voters (32%) live in the centre or

on the edge of a city and a further 16% live in the centre of a town. Of the remainder,
36% live on the edge of towns and 16% live in villages or the countryside.

This contrasts with a Conservative vote in which just a quarter (24%) of voters live
in cities and 9% in the centre of towns. The vast majority of Conservatives — 67% —
live in villages (24%) or on the edge of towns (43%).

It is notable that Labour now have a 14% lead over the Conservatives in London,

a city that until 2016 was controlled by a Conservative Mayor. There may be a number
of reasons for this, not least the interplay of the EU referendum, but it is notable given
that under-35s now make up close to a quarter of the capital’s population.

The Conservatives lead Labour in four English regions — the South West, South East
and East Midlands and East. There are the four regions where young people’s share
of the population is lowest.

The four regions where Labour’s lead is in double digits — London, North West,
North East and Yorkshire and the Humber — make up four of the five top regions
by 20-34 year old population share. The exception is the West Midlands, where
Labour’s lead is 8.8%.

Among 25-34s, the Labour Party has the greatest lead in the North East of England
(54%), and the smallest lead (33%) in the South East. The Conservative Party does
not currently lead Labour among 18-35s in any region of the UK.

These trends make demographic change at a constituency level increasingly
important. The vulnerability or attractiveness of a seat is increasingly dependent
on the relative shares of younger and older voters and each share’s respective
rate of change.

At face value, population change should help the Conservatives. The Office

for National Statistics projects that in 50 years’ time there will likely be an
additional 8.6 million people aged 65 years and over in the UK. This is equivalent
to a population roughly the size of London — of whom, on current figures —

the vast majority should be Conservative voters.

Generation Why?



However, the distribution and pace of this change matters. If the population ages
disproportionately in certain seats or happens more slowly than the age polarisation
of the electorate we have described elsewhere in this paper, the effect may be less
pronounced or have a distorted geographic effect.

An analysis of House of Commons data for this report reveals a mixed picture.
Taking detailed constituency population data from 2012—-2017, it is possible to model
the changing shares of different generations — and how they might continue to
evolve between 2017 and 2022 — at a constituency level. We find that:

Based on the 2017 election result, the point at which a constituency is

likely to tip from voting Conservative to voting for another party is when

the proportion of 20—-39 year olds exceeds 24.9%; or the proportion of over
60 year olds falls below 24.5% of the local population. These two tipping
points have almost certainly increased since the 2017 election, given our
general finding about the ageing of the Conservative vote.

For context, there were 304 seats in 2017 where the share of residents
aged 20-39 years old exceeded 24.9% and a further 327 where the share
of under-60s is below the tipping point of 24.5%. There are 286 seats with
both characteristics.

If we forecast forward to 2022, there will be 242 constituencies with more
than 24.9% younger residents and less than 24.5% older residents — these
should vote Labour. 318 constituencies will be in the opposite camp, with
more than 24.5% residents aged over 60 and less than 24.9% residents
aged 20-39 — these should be Conservative. This suggests that in 2022
the Conservative Party could stand to gain 97 seats currently held by other
parties, based on the demographic shift towards an ageing population.
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Source: House of Commons Library data, ONS, Onward analysis.
Note: These graphs are based on total population figures rather than actual voter data.
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A more nuanced approach is to measure the ratios of younger to older

residents by constituency. This allows us to identify how differing age cohorts
are changing relative to one another and estimate the potential change by 2022.
In our analysis, we find that a constituency is likely to be won by a party other
than the Conservatives if the ratio rises above 1.1 younger residents (20-39)

for every older resident (60+).

There are currently 242 seats that meet this criteria, of which 54 are
currently held by the Conservative Party and 157 by Labour. There are

a number of notable seats within this group, including high profile seats
such as Margaret Thatcher’s former seat Finchley and Golders Green
and Tony Blair’s former seat Sedgefield.

Some Conservative seats have ratios far higher than the tipping point,
suggesting they are vulnerable if age continues to be a predictor of vote
intention. For example, Putney, which has a majority of just 3.3%, has 2.6
younger people for every older person. Other Conservative seats with
high ratios include the London seats of Cities of London and Westminster,
Hendon, Chelsea and Fulham, and Uxbridge and South Ruislip.

There are 16 Conservative seats that have a ratio that is not only over the
tipping point but are becoming younger in terms of their demographic profile,
including: Southampton ltchen, Colchester, Welwyn Hatfield, Aberdeen South,
Guildford, Filton and Bradley Stoke, Bournemouth West, Dartford, Aylesbury,
Romford, Hemel Hempstead, Bexleyheath and Crayford, Portsmouth North,
Bromley and Chislehurst, Walsall North, and Runnymede and Weybridge.

We estimate that by 2022, the number of seats above the tipping point
of 11 will fall to 237 seats, reflecting the general ageing of the population.

There are a large number of Labour seats with ratios far lower than the
tipping point, and which are becoming older over time in terms of their age
profile. These include: Wirral South, Wirral West, Gower, Delyn, Vale of Clwyd,
Stroud, Bishop Auckland, Bassetlaw, Barrow and Furness, Neath, Don Valley,
and Kirkcaldy and Cowdenbeath.

The below map shows the estimated probabilities of each constituency

seat being won by the Conservative Party in 2022. Using a logistic regression —
controlling for ethnicity, the homeownership rate and qualification level

of residents — we analysed the impact that the changing ratio of younger

to older residents would have on voting patterns. These seats should

become more vulnerable for the Labour Party.

We find that, assuming there is no shift in the median age of the Conservative
voter in the next three years, the Conservatives are likely to electorally benefit

from an ageing population by 2022. We find that there are 236 seats where the
Conservatives have a low chance of victory based on age profile, with less than

a 45% chance of winning. For 71 seats the result could swing in either direction,

as the Conservatives have between 45% and 55% chance of victory. The remaining
343 have a high chance of Conservative victory, with over 55% probability.
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Figure 13: Heatmap of constituencies, estimated likelihood of Conservative
victory in 2022 by ratio of 20-39s to over-60s
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Source: House of Commons Library, ONS, NOMIS, Onward analysis.
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Figure 16: Heatmap of constituencies, Birmingham
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Source: House of Commons Library, ONS, NOMIS, Onward analysis.
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Onward’s analysis of 2017 General Election data shows that some constituencies
will become out of reach for different parties, including a number that are likely to
be target seats at the next general election.

In 2017, of the 74 constituencies in which younger people outnumber older
people more than 2 to 1, the Conservatives won two, Labour won 66, the
SNP won four and the Greens won one of them.

Of the 15 seats in which older people outnumber younger people more than
2 to 1, the Conservatives won 13, the Liberal Democrats won 2 and Labour
failed to win any.

Conservatives failed to win any of the 42 seats with a ratio above 2.6.
Labour failed to win any of the 34 seats with a ratio below 0.56. These numbers
suggest there is a hard ceiling above or below which either party cannot win.

These numbers, however, will change considerably if the median age of Conservative
voters continues to rise between now and the 2022 election, as Onward’s

polling indicates is happening. This may make the 71 seats that could swing either
way more likely to go to Labour. It would also disproportionately affect marginal seats,
where small swings could have a considerable electoral impact, as set out below.

There were 97 marginals with majorities smaller than 5% created at the 2017
General Election. This is double the number created at the 2015 General Election
and a historically high share of marginal seats.

By 2022, 41 of the 97 marginals will have a younger-to-older ratio of more

than 11, making it harder for the Conservatives to win. Of these, 17 are currently
Conservative held, 12 are Labour held and 7 are SNP held, reflecting the large
number of Scottish marginals. The most vulnerable Conservative seats based
on age ratio are Putney, Southampton ltchen and Hendon.

56 seats will have fewer than 1.1 younger people for every older person,
suggesting that they should lean towards the Conservatives if age holds as an
indicator. Of these, 23 are currently Conservative held, 18 are Labour and 8 are
SNP. The Labour held seats include Penistone and Stocksbridge, Stroud, and
Bishop Auckland.

In terms of whether marginals are becoming older or younger, 80 of the 97
marginals will see their 20—-39 population fall relative to the share of people
over the age of 60 years old. The remaining 17 will become more youthful.
This latter category includes 3 Conservative seats, Stirling, Southampton
ltchen and Morecambe and Lunesdale, which will all become more
vulnerable due to their age profile.

It is also important to recognise that these population changes are happening
slowly — driven by changes in immigration, family size and economic geography.
The growing share of older people in many constituencies will not metastasise into
a constituency majority for many years — meanwhile, the Conservatives appear
to be losing vote share among younger generations.
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Understanding
the gap

What is driving the gen onal divide?



It is clear from recent electoral contests and our data that this age polarisation is

real and will shape the next general election and subsequent contests. It is clear that
a number of other factors like education and the urban rural divide which seem to
shape the way people vote are mainly a function of age differences.

The important question is: why? Why are people of different ages voting in
different ways? Why is politics becoming more polarised by age? Academics
and commentators have different theories to explain the steepening of the age
curve and the growing generational split in Britain and elsewhere.

To move from explaining why there is an age gradient (as there has been

on average since the Second World War) to explaining why age polarisation

has increased, we need to look at what has changed. This could be the way

the parties have changed: a more economically and socially liberal Labour Party
may be energising more younger people and repelling more older people. Or
the material circumstances of young people may have changed relative to older:
homeownership, for example, has declined among young people in recent years,
but increased among older people. Or today’s young cohort may be more inclined
to support Labour in the first place: either more left leaning in their views than
previous cohorts at the same age, or demographically more inclined to Labour,
for example because of the larger ethnic minority share.

There are four commonly cited explanations for why younger and older might
increasingly vote differently:

Young people are more socially liberal. First, there are those who believe
that young people are more socially liberal — particularly compared to earlier
generations. Proponents of this theory argue that socially liberal young
people do not see the Conservative Party as being aligned with these
values and therefore increasingly they do not vote for them.

Young people are more economically left wing. Second, some people
believe that young people are simply more left-wing on economic issues than
previous generations. There may be good reasons for this: those born after
the 1980s will have no recollection of the 1970s or the Cold War or the fall of
communism and have experienced largely uninterrupted economic liberalism
throughout their lifetime.

Young people are materially worse off than older people. Third, there are
those that argue that the age gap stems principally from young people’s
relative lack of economic opportunity, such as low-levels of home ownership
and economic insecurity — and these characteristics make them less
supportive of the Conservatives.

A greater proportion of young people are from ethnic minorities, and these
are groups among which the Conservatives do badly. 20% of the under 25s
are not white, compared to just 5% of the over 65s.

We tested the relative influence of these theories on young people’s voting patterns.
Overall, we find that all four of these theories appear to explain some of the gap —
but do not individually or cumulatively explain all of it.

Understanding the gap



The largest driver seems to be young people’s views on the economy.

If a young person holds economically liberal views they are 30% more likely
to vote Conservative. 24% of economically liberal young people say they
will vote Conservative, compared to 14% of all under-35s. However, over
35s who align with the Conservatives on economic issues are 60% more
likely to vote Conservative, suggesting this effect is less important than

for older generations.

Of nearly equal significance to economic liberalism is the impact of home
ownership on voting preference. Overall, the Conservatives are only ahead
of Labour among outright owners — not including mortgage holders. A total
of 75% of Conservative voters are home owners compared to just 45% of
Labour voters. Homeownership increases the likelihood of Conservative
voting by around 30%. We find that about 24% of homeowners below the
age of 35 vote Conservative, compared to 16% of all under-35s, suggesting
a relationship.

Under 35s feel materially better off compared to a few years ago, or
are confident about the future of the country are also 30% more likely
to vote Conservative. In addition, 24% of under 35s who feel that the
next generation will be better off than their own and say they will vote
Conservative, compared to 14% of all under-35s.

While young people do generally display more socially liberal — or so-called
“woke” views — this does not explain the remainder of the age gap. Young
voters who hold socially conservative views are only 25% more likely to vote
Conservative, suggesting social attitudes only explain a relatively small part
of the voting curve on their own. This is lower than the effect for socially
conservative voters over the age of 35. This group is 40% more likely to
vote Conservative, suggesting that how socially liberal or conservative

a person is, is less important electorally than for older generations.

Controlling for turnout, young BAME and young White are equally likely to
vote Labour (58%). But 18% of young BAME people vote Conservative whereas
14% of young White people vote Conservative. The Labour lead is 44% among
young White voters but only 40% among young BAME voters. Between 2015
and 2017, the Conservative share of the vote among ethnic minority voters

fell even as the ethnic minority share of the electorate increased, particularly
among young people.

If we piece together these different factors, how much of the age gap can we
explain? If we put together young people being more left wing on the economy
and particularly on social issues, together with the differences in home ownership
and different ethnic demographics — does that explain all of the gap? How much
does each of these four factors explain the gap when controlling for other things
in a regression analysis?

Generation Why?



In total, the cumulative impact of material differences and more left wing views
on the economy only explains around half of the Conservatives’ generational gap.
This suggests that if today’s young people had similar levels of home ownership
and similar economic views as older generations, only one in two would continue
to vote Labour.

In general, even if we account for a range of factors such as ethnicity, economic
views, social views and material difference, we still find a consisiderable age gap
unaccounted for.

=
o

13% .
9 Housing tenure
8 17%
7 Social views
6 19%
5 Age
4 23%
3 National/economic optimism
2
1 28% Economic views

Accuracy under the curve (% of respondents
who it can accurately predict) is 80%

Source: Onward/Hanbury Strategy Poll.

We modelled the effect of age, controlling for underlying views, tenure and ethnicity,
to understand whether these differences are a result of lifecycle effects — i.e. the stage
of life that young people are at — or cohort effects — i.e. that these characteristics are
intrinsic to different cohorts. As the below graph demonstrates, we find that the age
curve is steeper than it statistically should be controlling for these effects, suggesting
that the difference may be a cohort effect, rather than a lifecycle effect. If true, the
implications of this are significant: the Conservative vote will decline as younger
generations get older.

Understanding the gap



50

Conservatives suffer from
a discount amongst younger

40 voters — even once their housing
situation, economic and social
views, and ethnicity are taken
30 into account
20 Conservatives benefit from

a large premium amongst

older voters, over and above
10 their underlying attitudes/

ethnicity/home tenure

Prediction of Conservative vote %

(o]
19 29 39 49 59 69 79
Age
Vote estimated based on views, ethnicity and housing tenure Actual vote

Source: Onward/Hanbury Strategy Poll.

It is a striking conclusion that all of the rival ideas about what explains the age gradient
(and steepened gradient) seem to have some truth to them, not least because these
different explanations are often presented as rivals in the media.

If the Conservative Party wants to win over more younger voters it needs to move
to the centre ground both on the economy and socially — and it also needs to make
young people materially better off and improve its standing among ethnic minority
communities. None of these changes are sufficient on their own — all are necessary
together to win over younger voters.

Generation Why?



The fightback

How can the centre right win over young people again?



Underperformance among young people is the single greatest challenge facing

the centre right today. But the data in this report on the number of potential voters —
including 3 million under-35s, and nearly half of Asian-British voters — reinforces that
it is also a considerable opportunity.

What, if anything, might allow the Conservatives to improve their performance
among younger voters? Who is most persuadable to look again at centre right
policies and ideas? What policies and values should the centre right espouse
to have the greatest reach?

This section looks at the political and policy framework that might succeed in
building support among younger and older voters alike. We pay particular attention
to the views of those who say they would consider voting Conservative but do not
yet, as well as young people who say they would consider voting Conservative.

Which party is seen as the “best” on different issues is a reflection of the
overall vote intention in a particular poll, but the parties’ relative performance
on different issues generally remains fairly constant as they move up and
down in the polls.

Overall, in this poll, the Conservative Party is seen as the most trusted party
on only two issues: defence and (marginally) the economy. On every other
issue the Labour Party is seen as better placed, with the smallest leads on
Brexit and Immigration.

The Conservative Party is even behind Labour on tax. The Conservatives

are farthest behind on welfare and benefits, which may suggest respondents
saw this as a proxy for tackling poverty, rather than a desire to curb

social security.

This pattern holds for different age groups, but with the younger age groups
more likely to see Labour as the best party on each issue, while the older age
groups are more likely to see the Conservatives as the best party. The over
65s, for example, see the Conservatives as the best party on all issues except
welfare benefits.

Generation Why?



Figure 19: Best party by issue and age
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The issues that matter to different groups

- The two most important issues for every age group were Brexit and the
NHS. The Vote Leave campaign successfully built a broad coalition of support
around these two issues, gaining the votes of 30% of 18—24 year olds and
60% of over 65s. It is clear from our polling that they must also be at the
heart of any successful centre right platform.
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by age

Most important issues

Figure 20

70

60

50

o

4
30
20
10

(0]

udd 19d

958U} JO SUON

wnjAse pue uoneibiww|

suolsuad

uodsuel)

uopexe|

Anoas pue acuayeq

awD

a1e2p|Iy2/a4 Awed

adoing

uonesnp3

BuisnoH

JUSWIUOIIAUT

Awouodg

STEUELEIENEYY

uieaH

n3sy
Buinea) ureug

M ss

[ 3554

M 1834

Source: Onward/Hanbury Strategy Poll.

on

by age group and party considerat

Most important issues

Figure 21
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Other top issues were the economy, crime and housing. There are some
differences between age groups. The environment is particularly important for
younger voters. It is the 3rd top issue for 18—24 year olds (29%), compared to
12th most important for over-65s. In contrast, immigration is the 4th top issue
for the over 65s but 15th for 18—24 year olds. Health and crime are seen as
particularly important among older people.

Interestingly housing was equally important to young and old alike — though
unsurprisingly it is much more important for Londoners, who ranked it joint
second most important issue.

But what about those who would actually consider voting Conservative?
Looking across all age groups, crime is seen as even more important by
Conservative considerers than by the general population. Young Conservative
Considerers (under 35) rate the environment as the 6th most important

issue — while current Conservative voters rank the environment 13th.

Welfare is also an issue which is valued higher by younger people than

the general population.

Policy conclusion: The Conservatives need to stay on top of concerns about
crime, which are more important for Conservative considerers than polls of

the general population suggest. They need to respond to the very strong interest
of young people in the environment, and to a lesser extent in welfare, which is
masked by the overall average.

If we put together how important different issues are, contrasted with the party
which is relatively stronger, we can see that on the most important issue — Brexit —
the Conservatives have a small lead. The party is also marginally ahead on the
economy and has a significant lead on defence.

However on every other issue, including traditional areas of strength for the
Conservatives such as taxation, pensions and crime, the Labour Party is seen as
more effective. This may be a product of the Conservatives being in government
for nine years but it should nevertheless worry the Conservatives. The Labour Party
has a near monopoly on issues of fairness, including welfare, housing and family
life and childcare, all of which are important for young people.

When we infer issue importance statistically rather than by self-reported data, we
find that certain issues gain salience, such as the economy, health, education and
taxation, while others — notably Brexit — fall in importance.

The fightback
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Conclusion: On the one hand Conservatives need to preserve and play to

their relative strength on the economy. On the other the party needs to neutralise
concerns on important issues like health and housing. This suggests the party
has been right to seek to put more emphasis on these issues. Conservatives
cannot take for granted that they have a strong reputation on tax — an issue

we will return to below.



We asked two questions to gauge people’s optimism or pessimism about the
future: one about what people think about the chances of the next generation,
and a seperate one on how people feel their own personal finances have
changed compared to recent years.

Most people are generally pessimistic about the fortunes of the next
generation compared to their own. However there are important differences
between different groups that may help explain different voting patterns
or inform future political strategies. This is particularly true of gender.

Women are around twice as worried as men about the fortunes of the next
generation. They have a net positivity score of -47% compared to -25% for
men. More than half (56%) of women think the next generation will be worse
off or much worse off than their own generation.

Young women are the most pessimistic. 60% of women below the age of
44 think the next generation will be worse off, compared to 48% of women
over 65%.

Most people feel their personal finances are getting worse. Women are
more concerned about their finances, following a similar age profile as with
generational concerns. 60% of 18—24 year old women say they are a bit or
much more worried about their finances compared to recent years, but this
falls to 38% of women over the age of 65. Men and women between the
ages of 55 and 64 are most worried about their finances.

As you might expect, worries about finances vary between different places
and age groups. Young people in Wales and Scotland are most worried. 64%
of 18—24 year olds in these countries are somewhat or much more worried,
compared to around 53% of people of a similar age elsewhere.

Young ethnic minority voters are the most optimistic people in the country
about the prospects for the next generation. Compared to young White
voters their net positivity is -7% compared to -43%. This may reflect the
process of integration — but they are also more optimistic about their personal
finances than young white voters (-21% vs -45%). Asian voters are more
positive than Black voters.

Conclusion: Addressing the Conservatives underperformance among younger
women, and younger women in particular, must mean addressing their concerns
about their personal finances and their fears for the prospects for the next
generation. This may be behind the gender disparity in vote intention we
discussed earlier.

The fightback
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So far we have explored how different generations see different policy issues,
and how optimistic they are. Now we turn to people’s deeper attitudes and values.

We asked a series of different “wedge” questions to understand the relative
strength of feeling on either side of a wide range of issues along both left-right
economic and left-right social dimensions.

Broadly speaking, the questions reveal the centre point of British politics to be
a tiny bit to the left on economic/welfare issues and a bit to the right on cultural/
national issues.

When we look at different age groups, the age differences on the social dimension
appear to be much greater than on the economic dimension. We will go on to look
at the very important nuances within this pattern below.

We looked at both those who said they would consider voting Conservative but are
not currently planning to, and those who say they have voted Conservative before
but are not currently planning to again. Broadly speaking Conservative considerers
and ex-Conservatives are closer to the centre than Conservative voters, on both
the social and economic dimensions.

If we look specifically at younger (under 35) Conservative considerers and
younger ex-Conservatives, they are almost smack in the political centre on
both dimensions. This puts them a considerable way to the left of current
Conservative voters on both dimensions.

Generation Why?
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On most social issues there is a clear age gradient to opinion. In contrast

to older people, a majority of younger voters support privacy over law and
order; prefer diversity over a shared sense of identity; chose the environment
over growth; prefer fair leaders over strong leaders, and support the right

of transgender people to choose their own gender. While all age groups

say they are proud to be British older people feel this more strongly. While

all age groups now support gay marriage (a striking finding), young people
are more supportive.
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However, some social issues do not follow such a clear age related pattern. Our
poll found fairly consistent support for the death penalty and for freedom of speech
over censoring offensive speech. Across the age range, people thought we should
prioritise protecting human rights over arms exports. In our poll younger people
seemed to be less supportive of the idea that abortion should be legal — although
this appears to be an aberration driven by confusion between “illegal” and “legal.”
For this reason we have excluded this result from our aggregate measure of

social conservatism.
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On the economy, we found some questions on which younger voters are

to the left of older voters. Though all age groups favoured government living
within its means over borrowing to invest, older people do so more strongly.
All age groups favour reducing the gap between rich and poor over faster
economic growth, but older people are more favourable to economic growth.

Younger people narrowly favour nationalising the banks, older people
are strongly against. Asked to choose between helping others and taking
responsibility for yourself, on balance younger people choose the former,
but older people the latter. Only the over 65s say they preferred cutting
income tax over increasing benefits.

Perhaps surprisingly, while we might think of young people as more
favourable to innovation, only those over 55 think backing innovation
is more important than protecting existing jobs — this may reflect young
people feeling more insecure in their jobs.

—~— 7
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Age
Live within means minus borrow to invest Don’t nationalise banks minus nationalise
Self responsibility minus helping others e= Cut income tax minus increase benefits
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Source: Onward/Hanbury Strategy Poll.

The figh

There were a number of economic issues where young people are to

the right of older voters. Though all age groups agree, young people are
particularly likely to say that being able to keep your own money is more
important than taxing more to increase equality. People under the age of
35 are more likely to say we should reform schools and hospitals to make
them more efficient, rather than spend more. While all age groups generally
favour more rather than less regulation of business, younger people are
more favourable to deregulation. Likewise they are very slightly more

likely to prioritise helping firms over tackling firms that behave badly than
older groups — though all age groups strongly want to prioritise the latter.

tback
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If we look specifically at young people who say they would consider voting
Conservative, they are (unsurprisingly) to the right of other young people
on economic and social issues, but they are much closer to the centre than
current Conservative voters.

This means that on a number of different subjects their balance of option
on an issue is the reverse of current Conservative voters. When it comes
to social issues, they support the environment over economic growth.
They prefer a fair leader to a strong one.

On the economy younger Conservative considerers support nationalising
the banks, and favour protecting existing jobs over innovation. They prioritise
helping others over self-responsibility.

However, there are important areas of agreement too. Young Conservative
considerers were just as strongly in favour of being able to keep their own
money as current Conservatives — perhaps reflecting the fact that younger
voters feel hard pressed financially.

They also strongly support the idea that we should encourage retraining
rather than allow immigration to meet skills gaps. They, like current
Conservative voters, favour reforming schools and hospitals to make
them more efficient, and they support getting tough on crime over privacy.

Generation Why?



Figure 32: Social axis by vote intention
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Figure 33: Economic axis by vote intention
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Conclusions: Younger potential Conservative voters are much closer to

the centre ground than current Conservative voters and this is true on both the
economic and social dimensions. But within this overall picture the nuances
are essential.

Conservatives do need to have a strong environmental message and must be
seen to be fair and compassionate about helping others and closing the gap
between rich and poor. They should be conscious of younger people’s more
liberal views on sexual politics.

In essence the Conservatives have an opportunity to create a mainstream
intergenerational majority by occupying what we might term “the new centre
ground”. This means being tough on crime, controlling immigration, reforming
public services and enabling people to keep more of their own money.

Appetite for radical change

. All voters agree that “the status quo isn’t working and we need radical change”,
by a wide margin of 70% to 30%. But the idea that young people are particularly
revolutionary does not hold. In fact the desire for radical change is very constant
across the age range and in fact slightly stronger among the middle aged —
about 75% of 35-55 year olds want to see “radical” change. Conservative
voters are the least likely to say we need radical change (only 50%).

. It is clear that any platform that is likely to be successful would consciously appeal
to people’s desire for radical change. This may explain in part the success of the
Labour campaign in 2017, which successfully presented the Conservative offer
as the maintenance of the status quo.

Our poll asked people both what values were important to them in a political
party, and whether they thought the Conservatives shared those values.

In general the perception that the Conservatives can be trusted with

the economy is central to the party’s appeal. It is the number one thing
Conservative considerers want and they see the party as largely achieving
this. The biggest gaps between what Conservative considerers want and
what the party delivers is on the question of getting tough on crime.

But in the eyes of Conservative considerers, the party could also do more
to back hard working people on low wages, unite the county, protect the
environment, be tough on crime and help the vulnerable. The same pattern
is broadly true of younger considerers.

Generation Why?



Figure 34: Which of these statements do you think are most important for a political
party to agree with, and which do you think is true of the Conservative Party?

All voters who would consider voting Conservative
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In depth

A series of batteries on issues with a strong age dimension



The following section delves into greater detail in three areas where there is

a strong age dimension: immigration, housing and higher education. On each,

we asked a series of questions to understand the policies people associated with
Conservatives, and what policies would make them more likely to vote Conservative.

Immigration
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It is well rehearsed that younger voters are more open to immigration

than older generations. This is true. 18—24 year olds show the most support
for current levels of immigration, with 36% of people saying they strongly
or somewhat oppose reducing migration compared to 22% for the entire
sample and fewer than 15% for over 65s.

However, every age group, including 18—24 year olds, demonstrates net
support for “reducing levels of immigration to the UK”. 38% of 18—24 year olds
support reducing immigration, and 50% of 25—-34s do. People under the age
of 35 who have previously supported the Conservatives or would consider
doing so in the future are marginally more supportive of reducing migration
than other people their age.

18-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65+
Strongly support reducing immigration Somewhat support reducing immigration
Neither support nor oppose reducing immigration Somewhat oppose reducing immigration

Strongly oppose reducing immigration

Source: Onward/Hanbury Strategy Poll.

Black and Asian voters are in favour of reducing immigration — albeit less so than
the average. 40% of Asian voters and 45% of Black voters supported reducing
migration, compared to 32% and 34% respectively who opposed reductions.

People are interested in the cultural aspects of immigration but overall believe
economic value is more important. When asked to choose between “immigrants
who are better at speaking English and share a similar culture, even if they
don’t benefit the economy as much” and “immigrants who bring a benefit to the
economy, even if they are worse at speaking English and don’t share a similar
culture”, there was marginal support (44% against 31%) for economic migration.

In depth



There was notable age polarisation to this question, with over 65s (33%)
more likely than 18—24s (25%) to prioritise culture over the economy.

People generally support basing immigration policy on what the economy
needs, with younger people considerably more likely (84%) to hold this view.
People over the age of 45 are much more likely to believe that immigration
should be limited, irrespective of the economic impact, than younger voters,
and 41% of 55—64 year olds prioritise a limit.
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Considering specific policies, the public largely associate the Conservative
Party with being tough on immigration. There is widespread belief across
all generations that the Conservatives want to make migrants learn English
and extend the threshold for citizenship. As with the questions above there
is a strong age gradient to every question. When asked to consider which
policies would make them more likely to vote Conservative, the highest levels
of support amongst both respondents aged 18-24 and over 65 years old
were for requiring migrants to learn English when they arrive in the UK and
requiring people to live in the UK for at least seven years before applying
for citizenship, as is the case in Denmark and Germany. This suggests
widespread support for greater conditionality within the immigration system
across all age groups.

Perhaps unsurprisingly, people associate the Conservatives least with policies
that are most relaxed towards migration. For example, the lowest levels of
association are with policies such as letting anyone on a student visa stay

on after their degree to find a job and making the immigration system easier
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to use. This suggests that the Government’s efforts to tighten student routes
and clamp down on abuse have cut through. These more relaxed policies
are also the least popular — a fifth or so of respondents say they would make
them more likely to vote Conservative. However it is notable that younger
voters want to see the immigration system become easier to use to a far
greater degree than older people.

This is broadly reflected between different vote intention groups. However,
interestingly, young Conservative considerers are significantly less likely (21%)
than Conservative considerers as a whole (30%) to support letting in as many
skilled migrants as the country needs, and much less likely (29% to 53%) to
say that requiring migrants to learn English would make them more likely

to vote Conservative.

Conclusion: These findings underline the importance of immigration as a key
battleground for both younger and older voters. They suggest that a policy of
control coupled with action to make immigration more conditional on language,
length of stay and cultural integration would be successful.
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Housing

Housing is often held as the most important issue facing young people today.
Interestingly, it is the seventh top issue for 18—24 year olds but the fourth for
those over 65, and fifth for both 25-34 year olds and 45—-54 year olds.

When asked which housing policies are most represented by the
Conservative Party, people of all generations say Help to Buy and cutting
Stamp Duty. These are the only two policies which have any major cut
through across a wide range of policies. Interestingly, these policies are most
associated with Conservative policy by older voters, suggesting that the
younger groups intended to be the beneficiaries are unaware or not giving
credit to the Conservatives for those opportunities.

No generation believes the Conservative Party is associated with protecting
or building on the green belt to any great degree, although older people are
considerably more likely to think the Conservatives represent building on the
green belt than younger voters.

Generation Why?
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When asked to consider which policies would make them more likely to vote
Conservative, a very different picture emerges. Voters overwhelmingly say that
four policies would have made them more likely to vote Conservative. These
are protecting the green belt, supported by 27% of 18—24s and 50% of over
55s; forcing housebuilders to contribute more to local services such as schools
and GP surgeries, which was supported by 25% of 18—35s and 45% of over
55s; stricter design codes to deliver higher quality housing, which was chosen
by 28% of 18—24s and 39% of over 65s; and compulsory licensing for landlords,
which was mostly supported by older voters, including 45% of over 65s.

The policy that was least likely to engender Conservative support from voters
of any generation, by some way, was building on the green belt. Deregulation
of height standards to allow people to build upwards by up to five stories in
cities was also not seen as desirable.

When differentiated by vote intention, we find considerable difference
between different groups. For example, while only 8% of ex-Conservative
voters said that building on the green belt would win them back, 15% of young
Conservative considerers said that it would make them more likely to vote
Conservative. Similarly young Conservative considerers are fewer than half
as likely (23%) as ex-Conservatives (50%) to say that protecting the green

belt would influence them.

In depth
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Figure 40: Which of these housing policies, if any, would make you more
likely to vote Conservative?
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- We also tested a few specific policies. People were generally supportive of
a policy we termed Rentbuy, where social housing tenants who rent for 5 to
15 years can get a 5-10% deposit from their social landlord. It was strongly
supported by people in social housing (who would benefit) and renters more
generally — both groups the Conservatives strongly need to attract.

Conclusion: It is clear that Help to Buy and the cut in Stamp Duty have resonated,
but few other policies have had similar levels of cut through. Broadly people of all
ages want the same housing policies: the green belt protected; developers forced
to pay more towards community infrastructure, better building quality and design,
and landlords regulated more. If the Conservatives are looking for retail housing
policies, this is where they should look.

Generation Why?



Tertiary education

People believe that there are too many students at university. In total,

44% of respondents thought that the higher education system was overused,
compared to 25% who believed that not enough people go to university. Older
people are more likely to think too many people go to university, with 63% of
over-65s agreeing compared to 29% of 18—24s. People who have a degree
are more likely to believe that too many people go to university than the
general population (47%), although this is not true for degree-holders

under the age of 35 (31%).

When asked which tertiary education policies they think the Conservative
Party represents, people generally say: more students gaining a technical
qualification, lowering of student loan interest rates and fewer students going
to university. Notably however there is a considerable age dimension. Older
voters are considerably more likely to associate the party with a national
retraining scheme, while younger voters associate the Conservatives strongly
with graduates paying a higher tax after they leave instead of a student loan.
Unsurprisingly given policy since 2010, there is little association among any
generation with taxpayers meeting the cost for everyone to go to university
or financial support for post-graduate study.
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When asked which policies might make it more likely for them to vote
Conservative, a different set of priorities emerges for different age groups.
Older people say that a national retraining scheme would sway them, perhaps
reflecting that they might benefit from such a scheme. Younger voters are
much more likely to favour using taxpayers’ money to subsidise STEM subjects
and expanding financial support for post-graduate study. All generations show
considerable support for lowering the interest rate and fewer students going
to university overall. Onward’s recent proposal for university students to be
given a graduate tax break to halve their loan repayments enjoys moderate
intergenerational support.

Figure 42: Which of these higher education policies, if any, would make you more
likely to vote Conservatives?
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When we compare different groups by vote intention, we find that
Conservative considerers follow the priorities of older voters, whereby
young Conservative considerers tend to have similar priorities as their
wider generation. For example, Conservative considerers favour technical
education and the national retraining scheme, while younger voters are
most in favour of lowering the interest rate on student loans.

Generation Why?



Conclusion: A popular Conservative policy platform would boost technical
education, at the expense of some places currently offered at university.

The national retraining scheme, which the Conservatives announced in 2017,

is popular, as is increasing funding for those studying STEM subjects at university.

Other policies that have broad support

There is broad support across all age groups for bringing back some form
of National Service. Just 34% of people are opposed in principle to National
Service. We tested a number of options, ranging from two years of service
with the military between 18 and 25 to giving everyone five days paid leave
a year to volunteer. Older people are more likely to support harder options
for national service, with nearly a third supporting two years military service.
From our options, the median voter supports three months of compulsory
work for a charity or community group at age 18, during school holidays.
The same is true of Conservative considerers. People with degrees and
Remain voters were less supportive than those without or Leave voters.

Banning the use of mobiles in schools has strong support overall and the
support of all groups apart from 18—24 year olds, Asian voters, and under-35
year old Conservative considerers. 65% of the whole sample agree,

68% of Conservative considerers agree, as do 75% of Conservative voters.
88% of the over 65s agree.

There is a widespread belief that community is in decline, with 71% of people
agreeing that community has declined over their lifetime against 19% who
disagree. This feeling is lowest for younger age groups, but still significant:
with 52% to 33% of 18—24s agreeing. 81% of the over 65s believe community
is in decline. 69% of Conservative considerers agree with the sense of loss,
and this is also particularly acute among ex Conservative voters (79%).

Of our suggested policies to respond to this problem, the two most popular
policies were supporting local people to take over community services, like
libraries, post offices and pubs, when they are at risk of closure (52%) and
helping people to succeed in their local area rather than having to move

to buy a home or find a good job (49%). These policies were also the most
popular among voters under 35 years old and Conservative considerers.

In depth



Conclusion



It is clear that age is now the most important dividing line in British politics.
This report offers both a considerable challenge and a substantial opportunity
to the Conservative Party. The Conservative vote is ageing at a rapid rate but
young people have not written off the centre right yet, and in many respects
share its core values and support potential policies.

It is possible for the Conservatives to win over younger and older voters.

If they do, the electoral opportunity is considerable. There are 3 million potential
young voters, and a large number of Asian voters, who are supportive of the
Conservatives but do not currently vote for them. But our modelling has the striking
conclusion that all of the rival ideas about what explains the age gap have some
truth to them. They are not the rival influences that are often portrayed in the
media and political commentary.

This means that to win over more younger voters, the Conservative Party needs to
move into the centre ground both on the economy and socially. It must also make
young people materially better off, do more to win over ethnic minority communities
who would consider the party, and regain the support of young women who at the
moment have little time for it.

None of these changes are sufficient on their own - all are necessary together.

Conclusion
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21%

18%
9%
16%
26%
14%
8%

8%

2%

2%

2%
1%

94%

16%

4%

37%

17%

26%

5%
82%
4%

8%

19%

6%
1%

21%



Demographic group

% of CON
voters who are...

% of LAB
voters who are...

% of LD
voters who are...

% of SNP

voters who are...

% of UKIP

voters who are...

The edge of a town 43% 36% 36% 32% 43%
Mobility
I live near the area 29% 32% 24% 30% 34%
| was born in
| live near the area | grew 29% 37% 29% 39% 31%
up in or went to school in
I live near my family 23% 31% 20% 29% 23%
Table 4: Conservative and Labour conversion
% would % would vote CON if CON % would % would vote LAB if LAB
consider there was an election conversion  consider there was an election conversion
voting CON tomorrow rate voting LAB tomorrow rate
Age
18-21 29% 15% 52% 59% 74% 80.62%
21-24  25% 1% 43% 64% 76% 83.50%
24-27 29% 17% 59% 61% 71% 85.38%
28-31 27% 19% 69% 61% 74% 81.78%
32-35 29% 18% 63% 53% 68% 77.94%
36-39  31% 24% 76% 50% 59% 85.06%
40-43  31% 24% 79% 50% 59% 85.47%
44-47 37% 30% 80% 49% 56% 88.37%
48-51 39% 33% 85% 45% 51% 88.13%
52-55  38% 32% 85% 40% 48% 84.02%
56-59  43% 39% 92% 34% 39% 88.91%
60-63 50% 46% 92% 32% 36% 88.89%
64-69  54% 50% 93% 29% 32% 88.87%
70+ 65% 57% 88% 21% 23% 91.18%
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Britain leaving the EU
Health

Economy

Crime

Housing

Welfare benefits
Family life/childcare
Immigration and asylum
Education
Environment

Europe

Taxation

Pensions

Defence and security
Transport

None of these

Britain leaving the EU
Crime

Education

Family life and childcare
Health

Housing

Immigration and Asylum
Pensions

Taxation

Economy

Generation Why?

40%

32%

24%

16%

20%

27%

14%

8%

20%

29%

15%

14%

9%

15%

14%

1%

81

84

152

156

161

150

94

133

101

86

42%
29%
25%
18%
22%
29%
20%
9%
17%
18%
21%
13%
10%
15%
9%

1%

88
108
142
154
158
147
87
138
15
103

47%
31%
27%
20%
23%
23%
21%
1%
15%
17%
21%
13%
10%
12%
6%

1%

60
78
13
136
136
128
63
108
85
68

52%

39%

28%

27%

25%

18%

22%

13%

14%

12%

10%

1%

10%

10%

5%

1%

30

79

14

104

101

72

39

56%
44%
26%
30%
22%
14%
23%
22%
14%
5%
4%
1%
1%
8%
3%

2%

55
55
62

63%
52%
24%
32%
24%
1%
1%
25%
1%
6%
3%
9%
15%
5%
3%

2%

-129
-102



18-24

25-34

35-44 45-54 55-64 65+
Environment 146 127 106 75 20 -74
Transport 18 123 93 66 28 -52
Welfare benefits 150 152 137 121 80 1
Europe 10 105 75 25 -33 -13
Defence 53 70 43 -22 -79 -152

Table 7: Compared to your generation do you think that Britain will be better or worse for the generation
that comes next?

18-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65+
Better 14% 14% 12% 12% 15% 18%
Much better 1% 10% 9% 6% 5% 7%
Neither better nor worse 21% 22% 22% 25% 25% 28%
Worse 31% 32% 36% 36% 37% 35%
Much worse 23% 22% 21% 20% 18% 13%
Net -28% -30% -36% -38% -36% -23%
Table 8: Compared to the last few years, how do you feel about your finances?

18-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65+
Much more confident 1% 12% 9% 6% 6% 6%
A bit more confident 14% 14% 13% 1% 1% 13%
About the same 21% 22% 23% 28% 35% 46%
A bit more worried 29% 26% 29% 28% 26% 22%
Much more worried 25% 26% 25% 26% 22% 13%
Net -29% -26% -33% -37% -32% -16%
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Focuses on economic growth OR

Prioritises the environment
Promotes freedom of speech OR
Censors offensive speech
Regulates businesses more OR
Regulates businesses less

Produces innovation and new
technology OR

Protects existing jobs and industries
Has strong leaders OR

Has fair leaders

Encourages diversity of identity OR

Encourages a shared
sense of identity

Focuses on law and order OR
Protects personal privacy

Encourages people to take more
responsibility for themselves OR

Encourages people to take more
responsibility for looking after others

Prioritises living within its means OR

Prioritises borrowing to invest
in the economy

Taxes more to make society
more equal OR

Allows people to keep more
of their own money

Working for faster economic
growth OR

Reducing the gap between rich
and poor

Helping companies in the private
sector to succeed so that they invest
more and create more jobs OR

Tackling companies that
behave badly, eg. by avoiding
taxes, exploiting workers or
cheating customers

Generation Why?

38%

62%

62%

38%

53%

47%

43%

57%
32%
68%
55%

45%

43%
57%

43%

57%

58%

42%

37%

63%

33%

67%

33%

67%

4%

59%

62%

38%

57%

43%

37%

63%
34%
66%
47%

53%

47%
53%

48%

52%

60%

40%

33%

67%

34%

66%

32%

68%

50%
50%
68%
32%
64%
36%

40%

60%
38%
62%
49%

51%

58%
42%

50%

50%

65%

35%

38%

62%

33%

67%

32%

68%

54%

46%

73%

27%

65%

35%

43%

57%
43%
57%
43%

57%

64%
36%

54%

46%

69%

31%

43%

57%

32%

68%

29%

71%

56%
44%
71%

29%
66%
34%

49%

51%

44%
56%
38%

62%

74%
26%

58%

42%

71%

29%

45%

55%

37%

63%

26%

74%

64%

36%

66%

34%

62%

38%

52%

48%
52%
48%
31%

69%

80%
20%

64%

36%

77%

23%

42%

58%

46%

54%

29%

7%



Reducing income tax OR 44% 46% 49% 50% 48% 55%

Increase welfare benefits 56% 54% 51% 50% 52% 45%
for families on low incomes

Increasing public spending on 45% 48% 54% 57% 55% 53%
the NHS and state schools OR

Reforming the way schools and 55% 52% 46% 43% 45% 47%
hospitals are run to make them
more efficient

Allowing businesses to bring in 38% 31% 31% 24% 23% 26%
skilled workers from abroad OR

Encouraging businesses to 62% 69% 69% 76% 77% 74%
retrain workers already here

British defence companies shouldn’t be allowed to sell arms to countries with imperfect human rights records, even if that costs
jobs in Britain

Agree 71% 73% 75% 74% 72% 68%
Disagree 29% 27% 25% 26% 28% 32%
| believe that abortion should be illegal except in exceptional circumstances (e.g. when the mother’s health is at risk)

Agree 39% 40% 33% 28% 24% 26%
Disagree 61% 60% 67% 72% 76% 74%
| believe we should allow transgender people to legally change their gender and use facilities (e.g. toilets) for the gender they identify with
Agree 72% 67% 66% 64% 56% 49%
Disagree 28% 33% 34% 36% 44% 51%
| think that the death penalty should be used for cases of the most serious crimes

Agree 60% 66% 64% 62% 60% 66%
Disagree 40% 34% 36% 38% 40% 34%
We should nationalise the banks

Agree 45% 48% 48% 39% 34% 28%
Disagree 55% 52% 52% 61% 66% 72%
| support same sex marriage and believe same sex couples should have the same rights as heterosexual couples

Agree 83% 81% 79% 77% 70% 59%

Disagree 17% 19% 21% 23% 30% 4%
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Strongly oppose reducing immigration
Somewhat oppose reducing immigration
Total oppose

Somewhat support reducing immigration
Strongly support reducing immigration
Total support

Neither support nor oppose reducing immigration

We should prioritise immigrants who share
a similar culture OR

We should prioritise immigrants who bring
a benefit to the economy

Net support for economic migration

We should limit the level of immigration, regardless
of what the economy needs

We should base our immigration policy on what the
UK economy needs, even if it leads to higher levels
of immigration

Letting in as many skilled migrants into the country
as the country needs

Letting anyone on a student visa stay on after their
degree to find a job

Increasing the salary needed to get a migrant work
visa to £40,000 a year

Requiring migrants to learn English when they arrive
in the UK

Generation Why?

18%
18%
36%
19%
18%
38%

27%

26%

56%

30%

27%

55%

18%

7%

23%

34%

15%
14%
29%
25%
26%
50%

21%

30%

50%

20%

33%

49%

20%

17%

23%

33%

1%

13%

24%

25%

30%

55%

21%

33%

46%

13%

35%

47%

23%

14%

24%

39%

8%

10%
18%
24%
38%
62%

20%

32%

43%

1%

40%

45%

24%

1%

24%

48%

7%
10%
17%
26%
4%
67%

16%

32%

38%

5%

1%

44%

31%

12%

22%

53%

5%
10%
14%
26%
42%
68%

17%

33%

37%

4%

3

4

8%

6%

37%

14%

23%

67%



Preventing migrants from bringing a spouse who
is under the age of 24

Requiring people to live in Britain for 7 years before
they can apply for citizenship

Asking migrants to pay a deposit that they would only
get back when they return home at the end of their
visa (like a rental deposit)

Only allowing employers who pay full UK taxes
and national minimum wage to sponsor a work visa

Requiring businesses that hire migrants to hire
apprentices from the UK alongside

Only allowing good universities to sponsor
a student visa

Making it quicker and easier for migrants to
apply for a visa online

Building on the green belt

Protecting the green belt from development
Building upward in cities and large towns
Building new garden towns and cities

Allowing local authorities to borrow to build houses

Increasing funding for public services
(eg. schools and hospitals) in areas impacted
by new housing developments

Councils building more social housing directly

Expanding the right of social housing tenants
to buy their property

More support for first time buyers eg. the
Help to Buy scheme

Implementing rent caps for private landlords
Introducing a licensing system for landlords

Reducing stamp duty to make it cheaper
to buy a home

Introducing tax breaks for landlords who sell
to sitting tenants

Banning overseas buyers from owning homes in
the UK where it prevents people here from being
able to buy a home
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21%

34%

23%

25%

16%

16%

14%

18%
12%
20%
14%

16%

18%

16%

17%

22%

15%
17%

18%

20%

21%

18%

33%

21%

26%

16%

16%

14%

17%
12%
16%
13%

16%

18%

20%

17%

29%

18%
16%

23%

17%

20%

18%

38%

19%

27%

16%

15%

14%

20%
16%
16%
13%

17%

16%

21%

20%

32%

19%
18%

26%

13%

19%

21%

42%

23%

25%

17%

13%

12%

25%
16%
15%
16%

21%

16%

24%

22%

37%

19%
23%

30%

13%

19%

24%

46%

23%

27%

20%

1%

1%

28%
19%
15%
21%

24%

15%

24%

27%

47%

20%
27%

36%

14%

21%

28%

53%

28%

35%

29%

7%

9%

25%
25%
13%

23%

32%

22%

33%

28%

54%

27%
31%

42%

15%

28%



Allowing housing to be built on the green belt
Protecting the green belt from development
Building housing on the edge of towns and cities

Building entirely new garden towns and cities
away from existing settlements

Letting anyone build upwards in major cities,
up to a maximum of five storeys

Introducing tax breaks for landlords who sell
to their tenants

Introducing stricter design codes to improve
the quality of new housing

Introducing compulsory licensing for private landlords

Letting local councils borrow more to build more
homes themselves

Compensating local residents with cash payments
if they accept major housing schemes in their area

Forcing housebuilders to contribute more to local
public services (eg. schools and GP surgeries)

There are not enough students going to university

There are the right number of students going
to university

There are too many students going to university

Generation Why?

14.20%
27.28%
19.21%

18.97%

16.30%

16.35%

27.62%

22.39%

21.04%

2317%

24.81%

35%

36%

29%

12.81%
25.37%
16.29%

18.59%

13.96%

19.21%

26.05%

23.39%

21.36%

22.86%

2516%

36%

33%

31%

9.62%

3273%

16.53%

15.77%

11.94%

19.57%

25.81%

27.40%

24.07%

20.50%

31.39%

33%

34%

33%

7.97%

41.32%

16.83%

17.08%

10.40%

16.21%

31.79%

37.47%

28.37%

19.73%

37.36%

25%

32%

43%

5.80%

50.66%

18.32%

18.21%

10.85%

15.74%

36.50%

41.78%

3418%

19.86%

4472%

17%

27%

56%

1.41%

49.52%

24.88%

22.28%

13.79%

17.34%

38.58%

44.95%

39.83%

13.92%

4515%

1%

26%

63%



Make university graduates pay a higher tax
on their earnings to replace student loans

Use taxpayers’ money to reduce tuition fees for
those studying science, medicine, nursing, technology,
engineering and maths at university

Give university students a tax break cashback
on their loan repayments

Lower the interest rates on tuition fee loans

Taxpayers to meet the costs of everyone who
wants to going to university

Fewer students going to university overall
More students gaining a technical education
Higher taxpayer funding for apprenticeships

Bring back taxpayer-funded maintenance grants
for students at university

Introduce a national retraining scheme for people
to re-skill for new jobs throughout their lives

Expand financial support for post-graduate students

5 compulsory days a year for the armed services,
emergency services, or a charity or community group
for everyone under 25

| disagree with the idea of compulsory national service

Three months of compulsory service with the
police, ambulance, or fire cadets, at age 18,
during school holidays

Three months of compulsory work for a charity or
community group at age 18, during school holidays

Two years of compulsory military service between
age 18 and 25
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12%

27%

27%

34%

19%

13%
20%
15%

21%

26%

27%

15%

36%

17%

17%

14%

13%

21%

23%

34%

14%

13%
21%
14%

17%

27%

21%

16%

35%

18%

17%

14%

13%

18%

23%

34%

1%

14%
22%
14%

17%

31%

18%

14%

37%

16%

14%

18%

14%

18%

22%

39%

12%

15%
27%
17%

20%

36%

16%

1%

34%

15%

14%

26%

13%

22%

23%

40%

10%

23%
34%
17%

20%

41%

14%

12%

33%

14%

1%

30%

16%

26%

19%

42%

8%

30%
46%
24%

19%

50%

12%

9%

30%

17%

1%

33%



0 — Strong belief
1

2

10 — Not at all

Support local people to take over community services,
like libraries, post offices and pubs, when they are at risk
of closure

Help schools to expand to offer childcare, parenting
support or even affordable housing

Allow more parents and community groups to open
schools where they are needed

Helping people to succeed in their local area rather
than having to move to buy a home or find a good job

Building more mixed housing developments with
a greater mix of social and private housing

| don’t believe community has declined in my lifetime

Generation Why?

7%
7%
10%
16%
12%
14%
10%
10%
7%
3%

3%

40%

37%

28%

40%

25%

15%

12%
8%
13%
16%
1%
12%
8%
9%
6%
3%

3%

42%

37%

26%

42%

25%

14%

14%
12%
14%
16%
12%
10%
6%
7%
5%
2%

2%

49%

37%

25%

45%

22%

10%

20%
13%
17%
16%
12%
9%
5%
4%
3%
2%

2%

53%

34%

21%

52%

23%

10%

23%
15%
18%
15%
1%
8%
4%
4%
1%
1%

2%

59%

30%

19%

56%

24%

7%

20%
13%
20%
17%
1%
8%
4%
3%
1%
1%

1%

62%

30%

17%

57%

28%

8%



Table 22: Some people argue that Government should ban the use of mobile phones in school to help
children concentrate and improve behaviour. To what extent would you support or oppose this policy?

18-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65+

0 — strong support 6% 16% 21% 31% 40% 48%
1 6% 9% 15% 14% 15% 16%
2 6% 9% 10% 12% 12% 13%
3 9% 8% 8% 9% 8% 7%
4 8% 7% 7% 6% 5% 5%
5 14% 13% 10% 8% 7% 4%
6 1% 10% 8% 5% 4% 2%
7 14% 9% 8% 5% 4% 2%
8 1% 9% 6% 5% 2% 1%
9 6% 5% 4% 2% 1% 1%
9% 5% 4% 4% 3% 1%

10 — strong oppose




Endnotes



www.nme.com/news/nme-exit-poll-young-voters-2017-general-election-2086012
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=3111839
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=3111839

For all vote intention figures, we use turnout adjusted figures for consistency.

Among different groups, 18—24s would consider voting for an average of 1.97 political parties,
25-34s would consider 1.93, 35-44s would consider 1.79, 45-54s would consider 1.59, 55-64s
would consider 1.64 and those over 65 years old would consider an average of 1.76 parties.


http://www.nme.com/news/nme-exit-poll-young-voters-2017-general-election-2086012
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=3111839
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=3111839
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