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CONTEXTUAL EFFECTS OF CLASS MOBILITY
ON VOTING BEHAVIOUR IN 16 WESTERN
COUNTRIES: 1956-1990

by

Paul Nieuwbeerta
(Department of Soclology, Utrecht University, Heldelberglaan 1,
3564 €5 Utrecht, Netherlands; email socwS8@fewx | . fsw.ruu.nl)

Résumé - Los effets de contexte produits par la mobilité soctale sur le vote dans I6 pays
oceidentaux: 1956-1990. L'auteur teste plusieurs hypothéses sur les effets de contexte prodults par
la mobilité soclale sur le vote de membres de classes iniergénérationneliement stables. Ces hypotheses
concernent les effets de nfveau des entrées et des sorties d'une classe sociale spécifiée [pour un pays et
une année donnés). Ces hypothéses sont testées par une analyse multi-niveau concermnant des données
sui 20.168 répandants issus de 113 enquétes faltes dans 16 pays démocratiques Industsialisés pendant
Ia période 1936-1990, En déplt de ces efforts, les analyses montrent aucun effet de contexte significatif,
soft au niveau des. entrées, soft au niveau des sorties intergénérationnelles-de mobilité seciale dans un
pays, sur le comportement de vote des personnes intergénératiorinellement immohites, Dans ia
discussion, l'auteur présente des explications pessibles pour ces résuitats négatifs. Analyse multi-
niveau, Comportement de vote, Mobilité sociale, Effets de contexte.

Abstract. The author tests several hypotheses sbout. the contextual effects of class mability on the
voling behaviour of intergenerationally stable lass members. These hypotheses pertain to the effects of
levels of cutflow from and inflow mobility to a specific soclat class (In a certain nation and a specific
year]. The hypotheses are tested by multl-level modelling, and analyzing data on 20.619 respondents
from 113 surveys held in sixteen industrialized democratic countrles in the pertod 1956-1890. Despite
these efforts, the analyses show no significant contextual effect of either the leve] of Intergenerationa}
inflow or the level of outflow social mobliity in a country on the ‘voting behaviour of intergenerationally
immeblle persons. In the discussion section possible explanations for these negative results are
discussed. Multilevel Analyse, Voting Behaviour, Social Mobility, Contert Effects,

INTRODUCTION

In almost all democracies, socio-economic class is a prime
determinant of voting behaviour. Persons in the lower classes have a
higher chance of voting for a left-wing political party than persons in

the higher classes (Alford 1963; Heath et al 1985, 1995:
Nieuwbeerta 1996},

However, to understand fully the relationship between class position
and voting behaviour one has to take into account that socio-
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economntic classes in the advanced industrial societies are far from
homogeneous and static. In all Western countries people move up
and down the social iadder with respect to their father. Occupationatl
groupings or class in modern society, therefore, may be envisaged as
comprising two different eléements: one a more or less permanent
"core”, i.e. the intergenerational immobile, the other made up of
mobile individuals of relatively recent membership, ie. the
intergenerationally mobile - those who climbed up or down the
social ladder with regard to their parents. Processes of social
mobility, therefore, may help to explain "class-deviant" behaviour
within a country (Abramson, 1972) or, since patterns of absclute
intergenerational class mobility differ between countries and periods
(Erikson & Geldthorpe 1992), to explain cross-national or over-time
variations in levels of class voting {De Graaf & Ultee 1990;
Nieuwbeerta 1995},

When examining the relationship between intergenerational class
mobility and individual voting behaviour, most researchers have
adopted the micro-sociclogical perspective, ie. they have
investigated the effects of individual mobility on the voting behaviour
of intergenerationally mobile persons (see for example: Barber 1970;
Weaklien 1992; Nieuwbeerta & De Graaf 1993; De Graaf et al
1995). A series of studles stretching from the first to the third
generation of research on stratification and politics (Nieuwbeerta
1995), however, suggests that intergenerational class mobility may
also influence people's voting behaviour in a more indirect way. i.e.
people may change their voting behaviour because they perceive
intergenerational class mobility in their environment (Lipset 1960;
Blau & Duncan 1967; Abramson & Books 1971; Thorbum 1979;
Goldthorpe 1986). It are these "contextual effects" of class mobility
that we focus on in this paper.

Although, of course, such contextual effects can be assumed to
affect the voting behaviour of both the intergenerationally mobile
and the immobile, we restrict our investigations to the immobile
class members. We do this, because for the immobile the contextual
effects can be expected to be stronger than for the mobile. The
contexts of mobile have changed over their life course and

.consequently they were subject to conflicting contextual effects.

However, for immobile class members contextual effect are easier to
detect. In this paper we thus address the question: What are the
contextual effects of intergenerational class mobility in a country on
the voting behaviour of intergenerationally immobile persons?

Addressing this questions, we build on hypotheses and resulis of
many earlier studies, but aim to make progress in various ways. So
far, many scholars have formulated theories and hypotheses about
the effects of soclal mobility in people's context on their political
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preferences (for example: Thorburn, 1979: Abr
151}171}, but only few empirical research h'as b:glsfi%nf tl;m:lt::é
gu ;t}l;::;;s;(éh fti:fects of cc;iztextual social mobility could be detected
» the research on this topic that ' .
with only a small number of contextps- and h;aﬁsecll)s;?e clzgflhid%aels
{t_a.g. T_horburn 1979). In this paper we aim to make pmgresg' bs
apalyzmg a dataset containing information of individuals in rnany
d}fferent contexts, ie. in seven distinguished social classes 11'3:
sixteen countries and several years over the period 1956-1990.
Furthermore, we use multi-level models which are es 1&11-
designed to investigate contextual effects, peey

HYPOTHESES

Many scholars of the varlous | enerations of

stratification and politics have fonnugiated theories an;ei;?pr:&esfsl.
about the contextual effects of class mobility on voting behaviour
(for example: Blau & Duncan 1967: 440; Abramson & Books 1971:
Thorburn 1979; De Graaf & Ultee 1987). Building on this carlier
research into the contextual effects of class mobility, we formuiate
hypotheses about the effects of two charactéristi(’:s of mobility
patterns on the voting behaviour of immobile class members. These
characteristics are the level of outflow mobility from a speciﬁc class
and the level of inflow mobility to a specific class,

To hypothesize on the effects of levels of outflow and inflow mobility
i:xix a certain class.on the voting behaviour of the members of that
ass, we use the instrumental and expressive theories of individual
voting behaviour {see also: Heath et al. 1985: 9: De Graaf et al
1995: .999}. According to the instrumental theory,, voting behaviour
is rational and seif-interested: people vote according to their
interests and thersfore vote for the party whose policies will brin,
themn the greatest utility now or in the future. In the re ivg
;1:;01'31;; vo;dng is s;een as a gocial act rather than an msexptrumsrs;tai
- People associate with each other, - i '
_thought to provide an arena in whichal\:cc:iﬂrtx%eslfel?:\sri?&?ﬁ;:f .agz
influenced. In general, such associations are made with people 3f;'an'l

the. same class position, but sometimes - it
mobility - they are not, es - for example due to class

An hypothesis concerning the effects of the level of infl sili

a class on the voting behaviour of the stable membersog; rt%‘)al:ﬂc]gs?so
can best be deduced from the expressive theory. Because people 1n
general associate with people occupying the same class pogition
[G_oldthorpe 1986), people's alignments to a certain party are usuall
stimulated by the influences of their class co-members, and alslr
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influences. being, in the same direction. However, when classes are
heterogeneous - due to the inflow of intergenerationally mobile
people - we would expect the existing mobile class members to be
influenced by the different voting behaviour of those entering the
class. This is especially the case when the influx of newcomers with
different political attitudes and behaviours is large (see also Lipset

1960).

The impact. of newcomers may be expected to depend not only on
the amount of inflow to a class, but also on the political character of
that inflow. The more left-wing the voting behaviour of newly arrived
class members, the more will the voting behaviour of the stable class
members be left-wing, Thus, the effects of inflow mobility on the
voting behaviour of immobile class members can be assumed to be
dependent on two factors: the absolute level of inflow mobility to a
class, and the political character of this inflow. Therefore, the
following inflow mobility hypothesis can be formulated: The higher
the level of left-wing inflow mobility to a class, the more likely it is
that the immeobile members of that class will vote for a lefi-wing

political party.

The effects of the level of outflow mobility from a class on the
individual voting behaviour of immobile members of that class, can
be deduced from the instrumental theory. We might expect that
people are influenced by seeing others move out of their class. If
people see many co-class members leaving their class, they can be
expecteéd to anticipate the possibility of mobility for themselves,
Consequently, they might adjust their voting behaviour in line with
possible future interests. It is through this mechanism that the level
of outflow mobility from a class can be expected to have an effect on
the voting behaviour of immobile members of that class.

Again, it should be noted that the effects of outflow mobility on the
voting behaviour of immobile class members depend upon two
factors. The first is the absolute level of cutflow mobility, i.e. the
percentage of class members leaving the class of their father. The
higher the amount of outflow mobility from a class, the greater the
likelihood that immobile class members will change their voting
behaviour. The second factor, the political character of the outflow
mobility - i.e. the interests and typical voting behaviour of the
classes where the mobile flow to - can also be assumed to have an
impact on the voting behaviour of those who are "left behind”. The
more left-wing the interests of those moving cut become, the more
those who stay in their class will anticipate these new interests. and
consequently vote in a more left-wing way. Summarizing these
arguments leads us to the following outflow mobility hypothesis: The
higher the level of left-wing outflow mobility from a class, the more
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likely it is that the immobile members of that class will vote for‘a left-
wing political party,

The implications of this hypothesis can best be illustrated by an
example. For instance, immobile unskilled manual workers in a
society with a high leve! of outflow from their class, might anticipate
their own possible mobility. Because, by definition, those moving out
"go to classes with less left-wing interests, the immobile unskilled
manual workers may adopt a less left-wing political party preference
than they would have adopted in a society with little outflow from
their class. This hypothesis is directly in line with Blau and
Duncan's argument that "men who see little opportunity for
Improvement in their own economic status or, at least, that of their
children, have greater Inducements than those anticipating
advancements in status to organize a union, to raise wages or to

vote for a party that advocates higher taxes for the wealthy" (1967:
440).

However, the effect of the amount of outflow mobtlity from the
ungkilled manual class does not give sufficient information about
the direction and the extent to which the immobile class members
are influenced by level of outflow mobility. This depends on the
classes to which the mobile members go. For example, in a country
where most people from the unskilled manual class go to the skilled
marnual class (with its similar interests and voting behaviour), the
voting behaviour of the immobile members of the unskilled manual
class will hardly be affected by the level of outflow from their class.
Conversely, in a country where most of those leaving the unskilled
manual class go to the service class (which has less to gain from a
more egalitarian society and displays, in general, a substantially less
left-wing voting pattern), it is likely that the voting behaviour of the
immobile members of the unskilled manual class will change
substantially. Similarly, for members of the other social classes it
can be hypothesized that the more they see their class members fall
down the soclal ladder, the more they will anticipate their own
dewnward mobility, and thus vote in a more left-wing way.

Before testing the formulated hypotheses, we should first note a
conflicting argumentation that has aiso been suggested in the
literature. Goldthorpe (1986: 342), for example, suggested such an
hypothesis on the basis of social-psychological arguments. He
argued that the more men of working class origins make their way
into the service class, the more it would seem reasonable to suppose
that a large mafority of those who remain within the working class
will "have a recognition of apparent 'openness™. Consequently,
among those who - so to speak - were "left behind", some degree of
discontentment or frustration might develop. Then, under the
assumption that dissatisfaction and frustration for manual class
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bers lead to a more lefi-wing voting behaviour, it can be
?x(;::lzlcted that those who stay behind vote more left-wing than they
would .have done in a situation where only a Hmited number of
peopie were upwardly mobile from their class. However, Goldthorpe
himself has already suggested that such a response would not be

‘widespread due to the fact that for those who fail to achieve upward

i to
mobility, there still remain many alternatives that can serve
prevent{ any widespread sense of grievance. When testing our
hypotheses this argumentation has to be kept in mind.

DATA AND OPERATIONALIZATIONS

ile questions at the individual-level in principle can be addressed
‘L?Eilllg 2 single dataset from a single country and year, in ti.:hhe (Enasti of
contextual questions, the higher the number of gontexts_ he better,
For this reason, we employ a data file containing individual-level
data from sixteen OECD countries, seven classes and maity years
over the period 1956-1980. The countries involveci. are: Australia,
Austria, Belgium, Britain, Canada, Denmark, Finland, France,
Germany, Ireland. Italy, the Netherlands, Norway, Sweden,
Switzerland, and the United States. Because gf our _researcl:h
questions, we restrict the analyses to intergenerationally immobile
miale members of the classes aged eighteen years or older, leaving us
with a total of 20,619 respondents. By analyzing data on so many
contexts and so many individuals we aim to give hypotheses on ’Fhe
contextual effects of class mobility a higher chancq of corroboration
in empirical tests, than has been the case in earlier studies. More
information on the data file used is given in Appendix A.

re respondent’s class position, we utilized the seven class
’\Ir‘grf?il:x? Sol; a clasg scheme originally introduced by Goldthorpe for the
Oxford Mobility Inquiry (Goldthorpe et al. 1978) and later §1aborated
by Erikson, Goldthorpe, and Portocarrero (1979|) and Erikson and
Goldthorpe (1992). In this scheme, for brevity's sake called EG_P
class scheme, individuals are categorized into a class based on their
sector, self-employment status, and supervisory status, ‘I‘h‘e EGF;
class scheme has been useful in comparative stushes 0
intergenerational class mobility (Ganzeboom et al. 1989, En}(son &
Goldthorpe 1992), and in studies examining the relationship
between social class and voting behaviour (Heath et al 198§, Eva.ns
et al. 1991; Nieuwbeerta 1995), Furthermore, this scheme is applied
in analyses of the effects of individual class mobility on votingl
behaviour in single countries (Nieuwbeerta & De Graaf 1993;
Clifford & Heath 1993) as well as in international comparative
studies (De Graaf et al. 1995 Nleuwbeerta 1995).
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The seven class version of the EGP class scheme distinguish

between the class categories given in Table 1. Rnf:spondenfs,}1 :ref-:
coded into the EGP classes on the basis of data on their cceupation
sg]f-employment and supervisory status. Two steps were involved‘
First, t}‘xc original occupation codes were recoded Into thé
International Standard Classification of Occupation (ISCO} codes
fLO 1969). Second, these ISCO codes were translated into EGP-

scores through the Ganzeboom, Luijkx i
scheme. jkx and Treiman (1989) recoding

To measure voting hehaviour of class members, it would be
preferable to have data on the actual voting behaviour of
respondents during specific elections in the surveys. However

because voting is confidential in democratic countries, we have t(;
rely on indirect measures of voting behaviour. In the surveys
employed various such indirect measures are used as indicators for
respondent's voting behaviour. In some surveys respondents were
askpd to name the political party they would vote for if there were a
national election tomorrow. In other surveys respondents were
asked to name the party they voted for at the most recent national
election. In yet others respondents were asked which political party
they preferred or identified with. The limitations introduced by such
different measures of voting behaviour must be fully appreciated.
Howe\.rer, Ivarious analyses using only surveys containing "voting
behawqur' measures, and several analyses using only surveys
containing "political preference" measures, did not result in different
outcomes., Thus, we are confident that using these different
measures of voting behaviour in the analyses does not cause major
procblems. Indeed, we know of no study showing that the
relationship between class and political preference is fundamentally
different fromn that between class and respondent's voting behaviour.

In order to produce a classification of parties voted for that would
allow cross-country comparison, we followed Bartolini & Mair (1990j
and Franklin and his colleagues (1992), and dichotomized the
political parties into left-wing on the one side and right-wing on the
other. In deciding whether a specific party should be included in the
left-wing block, we followed the criteria given by Bartolini & Mair
(1990: 42-43), and defined "all those socialist parties which are
members of the Socialist International and of all those communist
parties which were once members of the Communist Third
International” as left-wing parties. Since according to these criteria
hardly any left-wing voters would exist in the United States, for that
country an exception to the criteria was made, and the Democratic
Party was defined as left-wing party.
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MODELLING CONTEXTUAL EFFECTS OF CLASS MOBILITY

The main thrust of our contextual hypotheses is that the voting
behaviour of Individual stable members of a partcular class in a
certain country for a given year, ¢an be explained by the inflow and
outflow mobility in that class, country and year. Therefore, when
testing the hypotheses we have to take account of the layered
structure of our data, i.e. individuals are surveyed within years and
within classes and countries. An appropriate way to test our
hypotheses is to use a multi-level model containing three different
levels: (1) an individual-level; (2] a year-level and (3) a
class/country-level. :

When modelling these effects two remarks are in order. First. the
effects of inflow and outflow mobility depend both on the amount of
inflow and outflow mobility and on the political character of that
inflow and outflow. However, the amount of inflow and outilow
mobility per se, do not give an indication of the direction in which
the tmmobile class members will change thefr voting behaviour, i.e.
whether they will become more right-wing or more left-wing.
Therefore, in our models we take this into account by including
interaction effects of the level of inflow and outflow moebility and the
political character of that inflow and outflow.

A second consideration when testing the contextual effects of class
mobility on the individual voting behaviour of intergenerationally
immobile class members, is that their voting behaviour is not solely
affected by differences in rates of inflow and outflow mobility, but
are more determined by their material circumstances and interests.
We take this into account in our modelling by allowing each class
within each nation to have its own "natural’ ‘ level of left-wing
preferences. In this way we can test whether rates of outflow and
inflow mobility can account for variations around this natural level.

Therefore, to test the hypotheses concerning the effects of levels of
inflow and outflow mobility in a society on individual voting
behaviour we use multi-level models that take these considerations
into account. We use three models: one that tests the inflow mobility
hypothesis, one that tests the outflow mobility hypothests, and one
that tests both these hypotheses stmultaneously. In all three
models, at the individual-level we estimate the voting behaviour of
individual immobile class members as follows:

log(( O*Leftiqye)/(1- O°*Leftigyl} = Boaj + Yidyie
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In this individual-level equation, the dependent variable is the log-
oc}ds for the immobile members (i) of each class {d) to vote for a 11;%-
wing political party rather than a right-wing party in each year {j)
and country (k). The intercept in the individual-leve] equation, Bogng,
represents the mean log-odds of voting left-wing rather r'ightqvt%lg
for staple class members in each of the distinguished classes and
countries in each year. This intercept (which can vary from year to
year, from class to class, and from nation to nation}, serves as the
dependent variable in the year-level equation.

To tes‘t the inflow mobility hypothesis we then use a model (Model A)
in which the year-level equation is specified as follows:
Bodik = Bodok *+ B1ooo Unflowapc*In-weight gy + Yodijk

{2)
Similarly, to test the outflow mobility hypothesis we apply a model
(Model B) with the following year-level equation: ey
Bodjk = Bodok + B2000 (Outflowgy*Out-wetghtyy) + Yodik

(3)
Ir} addition, to test the inflow and outflow hypotheses
simultaneously, a third model {(Model C) will be applied, whereby the
year-level equation reads as follows:
Bodjk = Bodok + B1ogo (inflow gy In-weightyy) +

Banoo [Outﬂowdjk*Out—weightdk) + Yodix

(4)
In t_hese_ equatio‘ns the variable Inflowyy, represents the proportion of
class d in year j and country k who were intergenerationally mobile
(that is, who came from non-d origins}. The variable Outflowy,
represents the proportion of class d in year § and country k who

were intergenerationally mobtle (that is, who went to non-d
destinations). The variables In-weight g and Out-weighty, stand for
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the weight factors that take into account the political character of
the outflow mobility to and inflow mobility from a class in a country,

In all three models, the combined explanatory variables are centred
around their grand mesan in each class and each nation. Therefore,
Boqor represents the natural left-wing voting behaviour in the
di.t?erent classes in each country. To allow this natural level to vary
from class to class and from nation to nation, By, s treated as
random at the class/country-level:

Bodox = Boooo + Todox {3)

To calculate the political character of the inflow and outflow
mobility, In-weightyg, and Out-weightyy, we use the average voting
hehaviour of the stable members of the origin classes in our dataset
{cf. De Graaf et al. 1995). These weights must be kept constant over-
time, since allowing them ‘to vary each year could introduce
circularity into the model. This is because in some years, quite
independent of levels of mobility, there may be across-the-board
increases in left-wing voting behaviour affecting the mobile and the
stable alike. Weights which were allowed to vary each year might
thus be correlated with the yearly variations in the dependent
variable.

A numerical example may make clearer the procedure for
calculating the political character of the inflow and outflow mobility.
In calculating the political character of the inflow mobility to the
service class in Britain in 1984, we first take the actual proportions
of the service class in Britain in 1964 who moved from the other six
classes. Of these, 20 per cent originated in the unskilled manual
class. This figure is then weighted by 0.61 (the proportion of the
stable members of the unskilled manual class who had a left-wing
voting behaviour in Britain in the combined British dataset).
Similarly, the 4 per cent who were mobile from the agricultural
worker class i1s weighted by 0.41. The weighted inflow to the service
class in Britain in 1964 thus becomes (2061 + 28*61 + 4*41 + 7*33
4+ 11*11 + 4*8}/100, or 34.8. The calculation of the left-wing inflow
mobility for other classes and countries proceeds in an analogous
manner. In calculating the left-wing outflow mobility we follow the
same procedure, except that here we weight by the proportion and
the voting behaviour of the destination classes.
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RESULTS: TESTS OF CONTEXTUAL HYPOTHESES

We now test the formulated contextual hypothieses. The first
hypothesis, the outflow mobility hypothesis states that the more
"left-wing outflow” from a class there is, the more likely it is that
stable members of that class will vote for a left-wing political party.
The second hypothesis, the inflow mobility hypothesis, implies that
the more left-wing inflow mobility to a class there-is, the more likely
it is that stable members of that class will vote left-wing.

We test these hypotheses in four different ways. To begin with we
test the hypotheses for all classes simultaneously. Next, we test
them for each class separately. Subsequently we test the hypotheses
focusing on the effects of "pure” inflow and outflow mobility, i.e. not
controlling for the political character of the inflow and the outflow
. mobllity. Fourth, we test the hypotheses examining the effects of
"extreme” inflow and outflow mobility on the voting behaviour of the
immobile members of two classes that have very distinct interests,
the unskilled manual.class and the service clags.

Tests: All Classes Simultaneously

To test the hypotheses for ail classes simultaneously, the three
multi-level models are fitted on 20,819 respondents within 599
years within 107 country/class combinations. Model A tests the
inflow mobility hypothesis, by including the interaction effect
Inflow*In-weight as a contextual explanatory variable. The outflow
mobility hypothesis is tested by fitting Model B, which includes the
interaction effect Outflow*Out-weight. In Model C the Inflow*In-
weight and the Outflow*Out-weight variables are tncluded
simultaneously. When the hypotheses hold, we expect the parameter
estimates for these variables to be positive and significantly different
from zero. The parameter estimates for the three fitted multi-level
models are presented in Table 2.

The estimates of the parameters in the multi-level analysis in
Models A and C, indicating the effect of left-wing inflow mobility are
0.004 and 0.005 respectively. These estimates are in the expected
direction but clearly not statistically significant. We therefore can
not accept the hypothesis that the more left-wing inflow mobility
there is to a class, the more likely it is that immobile members will
have a left-wing voting behaviour.

In Models B and. C estimates of the effects of left-wing outflow
mobility take the values -0.001 and -0.002 respectively. These are
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not in ‘the expected directon, but are also not . statistiggi]ly
significant. Therefore, we can not accept the outflow mfo ty
hypothesis that the more left-wing outflow mobility there is ron‘:nﬁ
class, the more likely it is that immobile members of that class
have a left-wing voting behaviour.

Tests: Per Class

e, however, that while we must reject the inflow and
gugtngwfrl;;poﬂleses for all classes simultaneously, they ne\(ertheless
hold for stable members of some particular classes. For th;?l realson
we fit our models for the stable members of each specl cc aiis
separately. To test. our hypotheses for each class separately, tmu ot
level models are fitted, each analyzing only those_ respondeg ? wa_ll
currently are members of a specific class. As in tht? tes:::1 for 2
classes simultaneously, we fit three modelg Model A 1nc_1ut mgtion
interaction effect Inflow*In-weight, Model B mcluding the in ﬂ;:rafh n
effect Outflow*Out-weight, and Model C mcludlpg bo : 3
variables. Again, if the hypotheses thctl)ld.l s}lgn;?ecagt oggsx thvz

timates are to be expected. In l1a ,
gzrr?irnn:;irp::ameter estimates of the fitted multi-level modelsdarxg
presented. All the other coefficlents - the intercept and the rando

coefficients - are not reported.

The results of these tests are largely negative. The figures in Tzz.ibl:ns
indicate that none of the estimated parameters are statigm c te§
significant. Furthermore, ten out of the twenty-eight est athe
parameters have a negative value, i.e. these effects aretm in the
unexpected direction. This means that even when tescsi gtﬂow
hypotheses for all classes separately, both the inflow and ou
hypotheses have to be rejected.

Tests: Effects of "Pure” Inflow and Outflow Mobility

Before drawing conclusions with respect to the inflow a.t(;d tgu:ﬂt(;]we
hypotheses, an extra test is in order. it might be a.rguemﬂ a he
inclusion of interaction effects between the amount of. gw and
outflow mobility and the political character of that mobility T(}}1 scf e
the main effect of the level of inflow and outflow mobility. T 1ere12vei
as a check we do our analyses including only the pure mo EE ity eve
variables in models A, B and C. This results in models D, E and ¥,
where the In-weight and Out-weight variables are left out.
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When making predictions about the effect of the pure levels of inflow
and outflow on the voting behaviour of immobile members of specific
classes, assumptions must be made about the political character of
that inflow and outflow. For some classes it is easy to come up with
predictions, because the assumptions are straightforward. For
example, it can be assumed that all people whe move out of the
skilled and unskilled manual classes go to classes with more right-
wing interests and politicai culture than are found among the stable
members of the manual classes. Thus, for members of the unskilled
and skilled manual classes, it can be expected that the more outfiow
from their class there is, the more right-wing they will be.
Furthermore, it can be assumed that those who move into the
manual classes also have more right-wing voting behaviour than the
stable members of these classes. Therefore, it can be expected that
the more inflow mobility there is to the manual classes, the less
likely the immobile members of these classes will be to vote for a

left-wing party.

In addition, for members of the farming and petty bourgeoisie
classes it can be assumed that most outflow goes to more left-wing
classes, while most inflow comes from more left-wing classes. In this
way it can be predicted that the more inflow mobility to these
classes, the more likely members of these classes are to vote lefi-
wing. For the other classes - the service class, the routine non-
manual class and the agricuitural labourers - making predictions
about the effects of the amount of inflow and outflow mobility is less
straightforward. The political character of that mobility depends too
much on the patterns of intergenerational mobility in a country in a
certain year to be able to predict the contextual effects of inflow and
outflow mobility for these classes.

To test our predictions about the effects of pure inflow and outflow
mobility on the voting behaviour of stable class members, we follow
the same procedure as before. For each class separately, three
multi-level models are fitted, each analyzing only those respondents
who are members of a specific class. Model D includes the Inflow
variable, model E the Outflow variable, and model F includes both
these variables. In Table 4 the pertinent parameter estimates are
presented. Again the results of these tests are negative, None of the
estimated parameters representing the effects of levels of inflow and
outflow differ significantly from zero. Thus, in none of our analyses
so far, did we find a single indication of a contextual effect of inflow
and outflow mobility in a country on the voting behaviour of
immaobile class members. This gives us strong grounds on which to
reject both hypotheses outright.
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Tests: Effects of "Extreme” Inflow and Outflow Mobility

Although the results presented above seem convincing, we would
like to perform one further analysis. When the scholars of the first
generation hinted at the existence of contextual effects of class
mobility, they had no detailed class scheme available or even in
mind. Their claims about the existence of contextual effects referred
mainly to simple ideas. of inflow and outflow mobility from the
highest to the lowest classes (see for example: Abramson & Books
1971, and Parkin 1971} To do justice to these claims, we therefore
do a last test where we focus on the effects of inflow and outflow
mobility on the voting behaviour of members. of two classes that are
"extreme" with respect to their interests, the service class and the
unskilled manual class. We carry out separate analyses for both of
these classes, and focus on the effects of inflow and outflow mobility
from one of these classes to the other. Of course, the idea behind
these analyses is that, if contextual effects do exist, these can be
expected to be detected most easily when investigating the effects of
this “"extreme” inflow and outflow mobility.

On the basis of our above formulated hypotheses and earlier studies
on this topic. we can expect the level of inflow mobility from the
unskilled manual class into the service class to have a significant
effect on the voting behaviour of immobile class members of the
service class. The more former members of the unskilled manual
class enter the service class, the more the stable members of the
service class will be influenced by them, and consequently the more
they will vote for a left-wing rather than a right-wing political party.
Sirnilarly, we expect the level of inflow mobility from the service class
into the unskilled manual class to have a substantial impact on the
voting behaviour of the stable members of the unskilled manual
class. The mere service class members move into the manual class,
the more the members of that manual class can be expected to vote
for a right-wing party.

In addition, we can formulate hypotheses concerning the effects of
levels of outflow mobility. If stable members of the service class see
many of their class members "fall" to the unskilled manual class, it
cant be expected that the stable service class members anticipate
their own downward mobility and thus become more likely to vote
for a left-wing party. Thus, the more outflow mobility from the
service class into the unskilled manual class, the more the stable
members will vote for a left-wing party. Again, an analogous idea
can be applied to the voting behaviour of the stable members of the
unskilled manual class. In this case, it can be expected that the
more people from the unskilled manual class climb to the service
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class, the more those who remain in the unskilled manual class will
anticipate their own climb, and the more they will vote right-wing.

To test the hypotheses of "extreme” inflow and outflow mobility, we
first do a separate analysis on data from stable members of the
service class. We use the same models and data as earlier, but as
our explanatory Inflow variable we take of the total number of people
currently in the service class the percentage that arrived into the
service class from the unskilled manual class. Furthermore, we take
the percentage of people who moved into the unskilled manual
class, based on the total number of people that were originally
members of the service class, as the Outflow variable. Again we fit
three models, one including as an explanatory variable only the
Inflow variable, a second only the Qutflow variable, and a third both
variables. The results of fitting these models to our data. however,
show statistically insignificant parameter estimates for these
explanatory variables. The parameter of the Inflow variable has the
value of -0.001 {s.e. 0.014} when it is solely included, and 0.002 (s.e.
0.014} when it is simultaneously included. In addition, the Qutflow
parameters yield the value -0.012 (s.e. 0.019) and -0.013 (s.e.
0.020), respectively.

A separate analysis, using the same model and data, but now
concerning the voting behaviour of the stable members of the
unskilled manual class also yields statistically insignificant
parameter estimates. As our Inflow variable we take the percentage
of the total number of people currently in the skilled manual class,
that arrived into the skilled manual class from the service class. As
our Qutflow variable we take the percentage of people who moved
into the service class, based on the total number of people who were
originally members of the unskilled manual class. The parameter
estimate of the Inflow variable has the value 0.002 {s.e. 0.012) when
it is solely included, and -0.002 ({s.e. 0.014) when it is
simuitaneously included. The Qutflow parameter estimates yleld the
values - 0.003 (s.e. 0.024) and 0.011 {s.e. 0.022) respectively.

Thus, also doing these analyses on "extreme" inflow and
outflow mobility, we do not find any corroboration of the hypotheses
concerning the contextual effects of inflow and outflow class mobility
on the voting behaviour of immobile class members.

CONCLUSIONS

In studies of the first until the third generation of research on
stratification and politics many scholars have suggested that
intergenerational class mobility has contextual effects on the voting
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behaviour of stable class members. However, such arguments have
been made without the support of empirical evidence. In this paper
we used the lterature to formulate two hypotheses about the
contextnal effects of class mobility on the voting behaviour of
intergenerationally immobile class members. These hypotheses
pertain to the effects of both inflow mobility and outflow mobility.
We aimed to make progress on ecarlier studies of research on
stratification and politics by giving the hypotheses the highest
possible chance to be corroborated. First, we tested these
hypotheses by analyzing survey data from a very large number of
contexts, i.e. data of seven classes from sixteen countries over the
period 1956 to 1990. Second, we used multi-level models which are
especially designed to investigate contextual effects. Despite these
efforts the results were negative. The analyses showed no significant
contextual effect of either the level of intergenerational inflow or the
ievel of outflow class mobility in a country on the voting behaviour of
intergenerationally immobile persons. These negative results are
remarkable when regarding the large number of studies that have
suggested the contextual effects of intergenerational class mobility
on politics.

An explanation for the negative results might be the number of
contexts under investigation in this paper. We realize that. due to
the traditional "small N problem with contextual analysis, it is
difficult to find significant contextual effects. of social mobility. To
find statistically significant effects of contextual variables, a change
of one percent in the amount of mobility has to lead to a rather large
change in the percentage of people that have a left-wing voting
behaviour. On the other hand, by analyzing data from more than
twenty-thousand individuals in seven classes from 16 countries
interviewed in several years, we have given the hypotheses on the
contextual effects of class mobility a significant. higher chance of
corroboration in empirical tests, than has been the case in earlier
studies. Even more, from a practical point of view it is almost
impossible to find data of intergenerationaily immobile respondents
from more countries and years,

A more substantive explanation for the negative results might be
that there is a difference between perceived and actual levels of
mobility in a class. The perceived level of mobility may largely be
influenced by local examples that do not necessarily represent the
national mobility pattern. This is an important issue, since we might
expect class members' perceptions of potential mobility to have a
larger influence on their political party preferences. Another
explanation, linked to the first, might be that perceived mobility
chances may not be based upon long range mobility: In our analyses
we only investigate inter-class mobility. However, people alsoc change
ir social positions within classes, for example peopie change in their
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Income position. Thus, it might be that if class members think about
their chances of becoming upwardly or downwardly mobile, they
think more in terms of intra-class mobility than inter-class mobility.
If this is the case, even our detailed EGP class is still to crude,
because it does not allow us to pick up the contextual effects of
Intra-class income mobility. Concluding, a rephrasing of the
hypotheses in terms of the contextual effects of local short-range
mobility on individual voting behaviour, seems worthwhile,

The negative results in this paper have consequences for

understanding the political consequences of mobility on the political

constellation in a country. In earlier studies, it has been customary
to concentrate on the mobile and to suppose that more (upward)
mobility In a country leads to a lower level of class voting in. that
country. Such arguments generally assume composition effects. For
example, if more people with manual backgrounds enter the service
class, its mean voting behaviour will be more left-wing, However,
also contextual effects of social mobility are generally assumed to
strengthen a shift to less class voting. For instance, the influences of
the mobile members on the immobile were assumed to cause a
movement towards the left by immobile members of the non-manual
classes, and towards the right by immobile members of the manual
classes. However, this paper’s findings do not support these
assumptions, and imply that contextual effects of class mobility are
unlikely to be responsible for variations in levels of class voting
across countries and perfods.
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Table 3. Parameter estimates of multi-level models: éffects of inflow and outflow
. o mobility on left-wing voting behaviour of immobile class members, per
Table 1. Social class scheme: EGP categories class
Titie Code Description ; Model A Modei B Madel C
Service class LI Large proprietors; professionals, administrators and managers; g Parameter st Parameter s Parmmeter  se.
- higher-grade technicians; supervisors of nonmanual workers.
) Servive elase (N = 5310)
Routine nonmanual class 111 Routine nonmanual employees in administration and commerce; | inflow * tn-weight 0817 0.021 . . 0017 0021
sales personnel; other rank-and-file service workers. i outflow * oul-weight - - -0.006 0020 -0.007 0420
. Ce . . . Ruoutine -nonmunual (N = 913)
Petty bourgeoisie Vab Smail proprietors and artisans, with and without employees. 1| infiow * in-weight 0033 0021 - - 0.033 0.023
Farmers Ve Farmers, smaitholders and other self-employed workers in pri- ! outflow * out-weight - - 0.015 0.036 -0.000 0.028
mary preduction, N Petrv bourgevisie (N = 1062)
) ) inflow * in-weight -0.028 0.018 - - -0.029 0.018
Skilled workers V.Vl Lower-grade technicians; supervisors of manual workers; ? autfiew * oul-weight . . 0.007 0.076 0.003 0.027
skilled manuat workers, Farmers (N = 3098)

L ;. : icuitural manual workers. . inflow * in-weight ¢.017 0.019 - - 0018 0.019
Nonskilled workers Vila Semi- and unskilied, nonagricu ' outflaw * out-weight - . 0,010 0.021 2012 0.620
Agricultural labourers Viib Agricultural and other workers in primary producnon.. Skilled munaat (N = 6144)

¥ inflow * in-weight 4.010 0016 - - a.008 6617
outfiow * cut-weight . - 0004 0.02: 0.012 0422
! Cnskitted manead (N = 3099)
mflow * in-weight 0.003 0015 - - antl 04316
| outflow * out-weight B - -0.03% 0.020 0039 04021
L]
Agriculiral kibogrers (N = 383}
Table 2 Parameter estimates of multi-level models: the effects of inflow and cutflow ' inﬂgw - in-weigl?(h 0017 0.020 o . }323? ?(;18
o . . . . : . outflow * cut-weight - . 022 (2 .03 i3 sX
mobility on the left-wing voting behaviour of immobile ¢lass members i
Model B Model C 3 . . “ N
Mode: A Table 4. Parameter estimates of multi-levei modelis: the effects of levels of "pure’
Parameter  S.£. Parameter 5. Parameter 5& ; inflow and -outflow mobility on the left-wing voting behaviour of immobile
- class members per class
Fixed effects
5 Model O Model E Model F
Individual level 0,458 0.100 Parameter 5. Parameter 5.8 Parameter s.e
Intercepl 0,458 0,100 -0.457 0.100 U4 . ! L. £ X
¥ leve! Servive vluss (N = 5919)
ear leve H inow 0.018 0.011 - - 0019 012
inflow * in-weight 0.004 G.006 - O—DG‘.' ggg; gggg } outfiow - - 0,004 0010 -0.007 0.010
* el - i - OO . - .
outflow * out waght i Retine nenmunual {N = 913
o inflow : ‘0.008 0013 . - 0.010 .28
Yanignce components | outflow - - 2.003 0.008 0002 a0
ividual level i Peny bourgenisie (N = 1062}
Individua . | :i i 0010 00 0o
i 1 | inflow -0.01 G.00% v - 010 1014
Intereep : ] oulffow . . 6.004 0013 -0.00 0014
Year level Farmers (N = 3098)
Intercept 0.093 0.015 0.094 0.015 0.093 0015 | inflow 0.009 £.009 : - 0.008 0009
h oulflow - - 0.009 0.01i 0.007 [1X01B1
Coantrv/class level ) Skilled manuel {N = 6144)
Intercept 0.902 0.143 0.502 0.143 0.902 0.143 | inflow 0.001 0.009 . . 0.004 0010
Note: The Znalyses were based on 20,619 individuais within 593 years withwn 107 country/classes outflow - - -0.008 0.008 -0.009 0.008
t Uinskilled manual (N = 3099)
! inflow -0.001 0.008 - - 0.008 0009
; outflow - - -.009 6.009 -0.012 o.on
Agriculiural labourers (N = 393)
inflaw 0.603 0.006 - - 0.003 0.008
H outflow - - 0.607 0.016 0.002 0033
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