CURRENT POPULATION REFPORTS

Pl Population
Characteristics
U.S. Department of Commerce Series P-20, No. 322

BUREAU OF THE CENSUS Issued March 1978

Voting and Registration in the Election
of November 1976

o:.‘
# e Voted

. |
Registered

White

Black ==esesana




U.S. Department of Commerce -
Juanita M. Kreps, Secretary

BUREAU OF THE CENSUS
Manuel D. Plotkin, Director
Robert L. Hagan, Deputy Director

Daniel B. Levine, Associate Director
for Demographic Fields

POPULATION DIVISION -
Meyer Zitter, Chief

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This report was prepared by Jerry T. Jennings, of the Population Division, and Richard W.
Dodge, Office of Demographic Analysis- Andrea E. Adams performed the testing for statistical
accuracy of statements. Dwight Hayes and Brenda R. Jeffries provided valuable statistical
assistance in the preparation of the tables. Statistical review was performed by Deborah Lorah,
Statistical Methods Division. Overall supervision was provided by Larry E. Suter, Chief,
Education and Social Stratification Branch and Charles E. Johnson, Jr., Assistant Division Chief
(Demographic and Social Statistics Programs), Population Division.

SUGGESTED CITATION

U.S. Bureau of the Census, Current Population Reports, Series P-20, No. 322, “Voting and

Registration in the Election of November 1976, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington,
D.C., 1978

For sale by the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402,
and U.S. Department of Commerce district offices. Postage stamps not acceptable; currency submitted at
sender’s risk. Remittances from foreign countries must be by international money order or by draft on a U.S.
bank. Additional charge for foreign mailing, $14.00. All population series reports sold as a single consolidated
subscription $56.00 per year, Price for this report $3.00.



CURRENT POPULATION REPORTS

Population
Characteristics

Series P-20, No. 322

Issued March 1978

Voting and Registration
in the Election

of November 1976

Contents
Page
Ly g o 1 4T £ S 1
Highlights . .. ... i i it i ittt a it et ssasnanseennonnnenas 1
Evaluationof theaccuracy of thedata .. .. ... ... ..ttt ittt onvinonnnonesssss 6
Related reports . .. i i ittt it ittt ittt et ettt e e e e 9
TEXT TABLES
Table
A. Percent reported voting, by sex, race, Spanish origin and age: November 1976 and 1964 . . . ... ... 2
B. Percentreported voting by years of school completed and occupation of the employed: November
1976 and 1964 . . . . ... .. .. . . i ittt i it e e e e 2
C. Reported and standardized percent voting of persons of voting age, by race and education:
November 1976 . . ... i ittt it ittt ettt et nte et an e 3
D. Percent reported voting, by race, Spanish origin, sex, age, and years of school completed: November
1076 and 1972 . . . .t it ittt i e e e et e e e e 4
E. Percent reported voting in 1976 and 1972 of Persons 22 years old and over, by age and years
of school completed: November 1976 . ............. e e e 5
F. Percent reported voting of family heads and wives, by years of schoo!l completed by head:
November 1976 . ... .ottt ittt it i ie it ia et et et et aaaeanaans 6
G. Comparisons of CPS voting estimates and official counts of votes cast, November 1964 to 1976 .. .. 7
H. Percent of the population of voting age who reported ‘‘do not know'’ to the question on voting, by
race and type of respondent: November 1976 .. .. ... ... ..t ittt etnnenennnisenenns 8
DETAILED TABLES
Page
Table
1. Reported voting and registration of persons of voting age, by sex and single years of age:
November 1976 . ... .. ittt it ittt ittt e e et rasssaeeananssetaronssseneans 11
2. Reported voting and registration of persons of voting age, by race, Spanish origin, sex, and age, for
the United States and regions: November 1976 . ........... ... ... 14
3. Reported voting and registration of persons of voting age, by race, Spanish origin, and metropolitan-
nonmetropolitan residence, for the United States and regions: November 1976 .............. 24

4, Reported voting and registration of persons of voting age, by race, Spanish origin, sex, and age,
for divisions: November 1976 .. .. ... i it ittt ittt nnnseroronacstsessnsenannsas 27



10.
1.
12,
13.
14,
15.
16.
17.
18,
19,
20.
21.
22,
23.
24.
25.
26.

27.

Contents — Continued
DETAILED TABLES—Continued

Reported registration and voting in the genera! and primary election of persons of voting age, by sex
and age, for the 25 largest States:November 1976 . . . . ... .. ..o i i i e,
Reported voting and registration of persons of voting age, by sex and age, for the 30 largest standard
metropolitan statistical areas: November 1976 .. .. ... .. ..ottt i,
Reported voting and registration of persons of votmg age, by household relationship, race, and sex:
November 1976 . . .. ... ... e e
Reported voting and registration of persons of voting age, by race, sex, age, and marital status:
November 1976 . ... . ...
Reported voting of family heads and wives 18 years old and over, by race and years of schoot
completed by head and wife: November 1976 .. .. ...... ...,
Reported voting and registration of persons of voting age, by race, Spanish origin, sex, age, and years
of school completed: November 1976 . .. ... ...\
Reported voting and registration of persons of voting age, by race, sex, employment status, and class
of worker: November 1976 .. ....... e e e e et ettt e,
Reported voting and registration of employed persons of voting age, by race, sex, and major
occupation group: November 1976 . ... ... . . ittt
Reported voting and registration of persons of voting age in primary families, by race, age, sex, and
family income: November 1976 . .. ... ... .. ittt
Reported voting and registration of persons of voting age, by race, duration of residence, sex, and age:
November 1976 . ... ... .. e
Reported reason not voting of persons who reported that they were registered but did not vote, by
race, Spanish origin, sex, and age, for the United States and regions: November 1976 ..........
Reported reason not registered to vote of persons of voting age, by race, Spanish origin, sex, and age,
for the United States and regions: November 1976 . . ... .. ..o n e,
Reported reason not voting in 1976 of persons 22 years old and over who voted in 1972, by race,
sex, and age: November 1976 ... ..................... T
Reported reason not registered to vote in 1976 of persons 22 years old and over who voted in 1972,
by race, sex, and age: November 1976 . .. ......... i iime
Reported voting in 1976 and 1972 of persons 22 years old and over, by race, Spanish origin, sex,
andage: November 1876 . ... .... ... ...t e
Reported voting in 1976 and 1972 of persons 22 years old and over, by race, sex, and years of school
completed: November 1976 . .. ...... ... .. ittt
Year last voted of persons who reported not voting in 1976, by race, age, sex, and years of schoo!
completed: November 1976 . . ... .......... . ittt e,
Year last voted of persons who reported not voting in 1976, by race, age, sex, and duration of
residence: November 1076 . .. .. ... . ittt ittt it ettt et e
Whether ever voted of persons of voting age who reported not voting in 1976, by race, sex, and age:
November 1976 .. .. .. . i e e e e e e
Whether ever voted of persons of voting age who reported not voting in 1976, by race, sex, and years
of school completed: November 1976 . .. ... .0 i ittt ittt ittt et ettt eenrnns
Whether ever voted of employed persons of voting age who reported not voting in 1976, by race, sex,
and major occupation group: November 1976 . . ... .o ittt ittt et et e
Whether ever voted of persons of voting age in primary families who reported not voting in 1976, by
race, sex, and family income: November 1976 . ... .. .. ... ittt it e eenennn,
Reported voting and registration of persons 18 years and over, by type of respondent, race, sex,
and age, for the United States: November 1976 .. ... .......c. .ttt innerneneresn



Contents — Continued

APPENDIXES
Appendix A
Page
Definitions and explanations . . ... ... . ittt ittt s e ettt et e e 122
Source and reliability of the estimates . . . ... ... i ittt ittt it s s en e teeinnenans 126
Appendix B
November voting supplement questionnaire . . . .. .. .. .. ittt inn e rreerereeeeeannnan 134
APPENDIX TABLES
Table
A-1. Standard errors of estimated numbers of persons 18 years old or older (total or White). .. ........ 129
A-2. Standard errors of estimated numbers of persons 18 yearsoldor older(Black) ................ 129
A-3. Standard errors of estimated numbers of persons 18 years old or older for regions or residence data . . 129
A-4. Standard errors of estimated percentages of persons 18 years old or older (total or White} ........ 130
A-5. Standard errors of estimated percentages of persons 18 years old or older (Black) . ............. 130
A-6. Standard errors of estimated percentages of persons 18 years old or older for regions or residence data 130
A-7. Factors to be applied to tables. A-1 through A-6 and parameters for various characteristics ....... 131
A-8. Factors to be applied to tables A-3 and A-6 and parameters for the 25 jargest States. . . . . . e 131

A-9. Estimates of population in race, sex, age, education, and occupation groups: November 1964 to 1976 132

SYMBOLS USED IN TABLES

-  Represents zero.
B  Base less than 75,000,
NA Not available.
Not applicable.
Z  Less than 0.05 percent.




Voting and Registration in the Election of November 1976

INTRODUCTION

Although more people voted than ever before, the actual
voting rate in the 1976 Presidential election was lower than
in any Presidential election since 1948. The ratio of official
votes cast for President to the voting age population was 54
percent, down from 55 percent in 1972 and a high of 63
percent in 1960.

This report presents findings on the social and demo-
graphic characteristics of the civilian noninstitutional popu-
lation of voting age in the 1976 election from the Current
Population Survey (CPS) conducted by the Bureau of the
Census. (Preliminary results were published in P-20, No. 304.)
Comparisons of reported voter turnout are made with the
first CPS survey on voting in 1964 and with the previous
Presidential election of 1972.

The low official turnout for 1976 is also reflected in re-
sults of the CPS. Voter participation in 1976, as reported
by the survey, was around 4 percentage points below the
1972 Presidential election and 10 points below the election
of 1964.

HIGHLIGHTS

® Changes in the age distribution of the voting age popula-
tion have contributed to the decline in voter turnout
since the 1964 Presidential election.

® The voting rates of men and women are now approxi-
mately equal. Between 1964 and 1976 the reported rate
for men dropped from 72 percent to 60 percent, while the
rate for women fell from 67 to 59 percent.

® Voting turnout for both Whites and Blacks in 1976 was
about 10 percentage points below their respective levels in
the 1964 election, whereas the figure for persons of
Spanish origin was 6 points below that of 1972, the first
year the Bureau of the Census obtained voting data for
this group separately.

Voting by Age. A significant part of the decline in the
voting rate since 1964 can be attributed to an increase in the
proportion of the electorate under 35 years old—tradi-
tionally, a low-turnout age group. During the 12 years since
1964, this portion of the voting age population increased
from 28 percent to 40 percent of the total, an increase of
28 million persons. About 11 million of these young persons
entered the electorate for the first time for the 1972 Presi-
dential election, following ratification of the 26th Amend-

ment. In addition, the under 35-year-old age group grew by
7 million between 1972 and 1976 because of natural increase
(tables A and 1).

Besides the large increase in the number of young eli-
gibles, voter turnout has been affected by the relatively
small (10 percent) increase since 1964 in the number of
persons in the high turnout, over 35, age group. In 1976,
the number of persons 35 to 54 years old was nearly the
same as in 1964—about 46 million in each year—while the
number of persons 55 years old and over increased by about
8.1 million. The modest increase in the size of the older age
group, combined with a drop in their reported voting rate,
resulted in a total turnout for persons 35 and over in 1976
that was nearly identical with the turnout for persons of
this age in 1964 (about 58 million voters in each year).
Thus, despite the lower voting rate of persons under 35
years old, the increase in the number of persons of that
age contributed nearly all of the 10 million increase in the
total reported votes cast in 1976 over 1964.

The net effect on voter turnout of all changes in the age
distribution of the voting age population since 1964 indicates
that about 3 out of the 10 percentage point drop in turnout
since 1964 can be attributed to changes in the age distribu-
tion of the electorate.

Voting by Education and Employment. The decline in
turnout between 1964 and 1976 occurred among men and
women, both Black and White races, all age groups, and
persons of every educational level and almost every occupa-
tional level (tables A and B). The drop in reported turnout
for persons who attended high school but not college was
17 percentage points. Among college graduates, turnout
was about 8 points lower in 1976 than it had been in 1964.
However, during this time, there had been an.increase in the
proportion of the voting age population in the upper edu-
cational categories (high school graduates and above) and a
decrease in the proportion in the lower educational levels,
where turnout is generally low.

Between 1964 and 1976, the proportion of employed
persons in white-collar occupations increased from 45 to 51
percent, while the proportion in blue-collar occupations
declined from 37 to 33 percent. During the same period, the
reported voting rate dropped by 10 percentage points for
white-collar workers and by 16 points for blue-collar workers.
Even though changes occurred in the educational and occu-
pational distribution of workers that could have contributed
to a higher turnout in 1976, no such increase occurred.



Table A. Percent Reported Voting, by Sex, Race, Spanish Origin, and Age: November 1976 and 1964

(Civilian noninstitutional population.

For meaning of symbols, see text)

Sex, race, Spanish “ns
origin, and age 1976 1964 Difference
Both sexesS......ovvveneenns 59.2 69.3 -10.1
(1 + 59.6 71.9 -12.3
Women...ovvinieieerrorennnneanans 58.8 67.0 -8.2
White. . iveiiinienienrennnennnnns 60.9 70.7 -9.8
Black....ooeeviiininneonnnnnnanons 48.7 58.5 -9.8
Spanish originl.................. 31.8 (NA) ces
Under 35 years.........ccvivuuuenn 49.3 60.3 -11.0
18 t0 20 years.......oeeennenn. 38.0 239.2 -1.2
21 to 34 years....iiiiiii., 52.3 60.5 -8.2
35 years and over............i... 65.7 72.9 -7.2
35 to 54 years......iiieiiienn 65.6 74.4 -8.8
55 years and over.............. 65.8 70.8 -5.0
'Persons of Spanish origin may be of any race.
2Comprised of the populations 18 to 20 years old in Georgia and Kentucky, 19 and 20 years in
Alaska, and 20 years in Hawaii.
Table B. Percent Reported Voting by Years of School Completed and Occupation of the Employed:
November 1976 and 1964
(Civilian noninstitutional population. For meaning of symbols, see text)
Years of school completed 1 .
and occupation 1976 1964 Difference
All educational levels........... 59.2 69.4 -10.2
Elementary: O to 7 years............. 37.3 51.2 -13.9
8 years........iiiiinnn. 51.4 67.0 -15.6
High school: 1 to 3 years............. 47.2 65.4 -18.2
4 years......oihiiinnnnn. 59.4 76.1 -16.7
College: 1 to3 years............. 68.1 82.1 -14.0
. 4 years or more.......... 79.8 87.5 -7.7
Not reported......civiiirenenneeennnnns e 34.1 vee
Total employed................... 62.0 73.1 -11.0
White-collar workers........eoeeuuv.n.. 72.1 82.1 -10.0
Blue-collar workers.......cooenunevnnnn 49.8 65.6 ~-15.8
Service Workers......vivviiiennenennnn, 52.8 65.9 -13.1
Farm workers......viiiinnsennnnnnennnns 62.5 63.8 -1.3

!persons 21 years old and over in 1964,




Black-White Voting Rates.

in the 1976 survey, the reported voting rate for Blacks was
49 percent and for Whites, 61 percent. Most of this 12 point
difference, however, can be attributed to differences in the
age, education, and income distributions of the Black and
White populations. For example, by applying Black voting
rates and White voting rates within education and age groups
to a standard population {all persons 18 years old and over),
the voting rates for Blacks and Whites become much closer—
58 and 60 percent, respectively (table C). A similar standard-
ized computation for age and family income of primary
family members produces Black and White voting rates that
also differ by only about 4 points. Further, if both educa-
tion and income are standardized, the difference in voting
rates is reduced to about 2 percentage points.

Voter Consistency Between 1972 and 1976.

A comparison of the two most recent Presidential elections
reveals that the lower turnout of 4 percentage points in
1976 was not evenly distributed among demographic and
social categories. Persons under 35 years of age reported a
voting turnout rate in 1976 which was about 6 points below

3

their participation rate in the earlier election. High school
graduates and those with some college education dropped
more than the national average, whereas non-high school
graduates and college graduates declined by about the same
amount. The rates for men declined more than the rates
for women, while Blacks and Whites declined about the
same amount. Counter to the national trend, nonmetro-
politan areas of the South showed increased voter partici-
pation by 4 percentage points (table 3).

A net change figure for turnout between two elections
may imply more stability in voting patterns than exists in
reality. Although the potential electorate is made up of
approximately the same persons from one election to the
next, some changes do occur: people die, a new 4-year
cohort becomes eligible to vote, some people leave the
country, others move in, and some enter the Armed Forces
and institutions while others are discharged. (The CPS is
restricted to the civilian noninstitutional population.) Aside
from these changes, people who vote in one Presidential
election may not vote in the next one for avariety of reasons,
such as, dislike of the major candidates, failure to register
in time, and ill health; they may vote in a later election when
they had previously abstained. When persons 22 years of age
or older in 1976 (who were eligible on the basis of age to
vote in 1972) were asked about their voting in that election,

Table C. Reported and Standardized Percent Voting of Person of Voting Age, by Race and Education: November 1976

(Numbers in thousands.

Civilian noninstitutional population)

Percent reported voted
. All
R d ed
ace and education persons Not Standardized by

standardized age and educationt

WHITE
Total....oiiiiiiiiiiiiieiinnnnnn, 129,316 60.9 59.9
Elementary: 0 to 4 years............. 3,295 26.4 26.7
5to7 years.......c..... 6,581 41.5 41.4
8 years.......iiiiiinn... 10,803 51.9 51.3
High school: 1 to 3 years............. 18,435 48.3 47.3
4 years.......iiiieinnnnn 50,275 61.0 60.5
College: 1 to3years.....c.cov... 21,298 69.8 69.6
4 years or more.......... 18,628 81.4 81.4

BLACK
Total. ..ot iiiiinnnnneneninnennns 14,927 48.7 55.8
Elementary: 0 tod years.....covun.., 1,210 38.6 36.9
5to7 years............. 1,558 46.3 46.1
8 years..........ciiu.. 1,056 50.5 53.0
High school: 1 to 3 years............. 3,529 42.8 48.3
4 years..........iivunnn, 4,747 46.9 52.5
College: 1 to 3 years............. 1,855 57.3 59.7
4 years or more.......... 971 77.4 78.6

1u.s. total population used as standard.



Table D. Percent Reported Voting, by Race, Spanish Origin, Sex, Age, and Years of School Completed:
November 1976 and 1972

(Civilian noninstitutional population)

Race, sex, age, and education 1976 1972 Difference
All races.....covviiiivninnennen. 59.2 63.0 -3.8
White. et er it innenrincnennnnananns 60.9 64.5 ~3.6
Black. . v i oottt it ieennenanas 48.7 52.1 -3.4
Spanish origin........................ 31.8 37.4 -5.6
Both sexes.......coiiiiinienannnn 59.2 63.0 -3.8
< - 5 U 59.6 64.1 -4.5
Female....oviininierennenenenennnnnnenn 58.8 62.0 -3.2
Total, 18 years and over......... 59.2 63.0 -3.8
18 to 24 years.....coiiiiiiiiiinnninan, 42.2 49.6 ~-7.4
25 to 34 years. ...ttt 55.4 59.7 ~-4.3
35 to 4h years. ...ttt e 63.3 66.3 -3.0
45 to 64 Years.......iiiirriinrnneenan 68.7 70.8 -2.1
65 years and OVeTr.......ccvienevnnnnnnnn 62.2 63.5 -1.3
All educational levels........... 59.2 63.0 -3.8
Elementary: 0O to7 years......ovvvnnn 37.3 40.1 -2.8
8 years.....oiiiinnnanan, 51.4 55.2 -3.8
High school: 1 to 3 years............. 47.2 52.0 -4.8
4 years......iiiiiiennnan 59.4 65.4 -6.0
College: 1 to 3 years............. 68.1 74.9 ~-6.8
4 years or more.......... 79.8 83.6 -3.8

!persons of Spanish origin may be of any race.

a substantial majority reported the same behavior in 1972 as
in 1976 (table E). Thus, 62 percent claimed to have voted in
both elections and 20 percent did not vote in either. Another
18 percent reported different voting patterns; 10 percent
said they had voted in 1972, but not in 1976, while 7 per-
cent reported they had voted in 1976, but not in the earlier
election.!

Higher educational levels were highly correlated with a
tendency to have voted in both elections. Eighty-five percent
of those whoicompleted 5 years or more of college reported
that they voted in both the 1972 and 1976 elections, where-
as only 4 percent reported that they did not vote in either
election. In contrast, of persons who did not go beyond the
4th grade, 34 percent reported that they had voted in both
elections and 50 percent reported not voting in either
election.

Similarly, older persons 55 to 64 years old were more
likely to have voted in both elections. Younger persons 22
to 24 years of age, besides having a greater proportion not
voting in either election (37 percent) than in both elections
(34 percent), also had the largest proportion (17 percent)

1These percentages are based on those reporting for 1976 and
1972; 11 percent were not reported or did not know whether they
had voted in 1972,

who voted in 1976 but did not vote in 1972. This fact
illustrates the gradual way in which the young, in general,
involve themselves in the political process. However, this
statement should be qualified by noting the substantial
difference that education makes in increasing the voting
participation of those under 25 years of age. Young college
graduates voted at a rate of 72 percent, compared with 38
percent for high school graduates, and 18 percent for those
with less education {(table 10}

Nonvoters (citizens only) in 1976 were asked if they had
ever voted in a national, State, or local election and, if so,
when they last voted. Among the 22 percent of nonvoters
who were registered in 1976, 61 percent were reported to
have voted at least once between 1972 and 1976; 10 percent
had last voted before 1972, and 17 percent had never voted.
Of the nonvoters in 1976 who were also not registered, there
was considerably less involvement in elections. Only about
19 percent had voted in recent years (1972 or more
recently); 16 percent had not voted since before 1972, and
54 percent had never voted (table 21).

The group who had voted before 1972, but not since,
in contrast to those who had never voted, was predomi-
nantly older and likely to have had less schooling. Thus,
those who had never voted by 1976 appear to be younger
and gradually working their way into the political process,
whereas the more recent nonvoters are older and slowly
dropping out.



Table E. Percent Reported Voting in 1976 and 1972 of Persons 22 Years Oid and Over, by Age and Years of School
Completed: November 1976

(Numbers in thousands.

Civilian noninstitutional population)

Voted in 1976 Did nogg;gte in
Persons
Age and education 22 years Percent Percent Percent Percent
and : : .

over ! vo?ed did n9t voFed did not

in vote 1n in vote 1in

1972 1972 1972 1972
Total, 22 years and over......... 111,765 62.1 7.4 10.3 20.2
22 to 24 years......iiiiiinniiiinenaenas 9,221 34.2 17.2 11.6 37.0
25 to 34 years. ..ottt 26,795 50.5 11.5 11.9 26.0
35 to 44 years. ... i i iiiiin it 19,403 65.0 6.9 9.9 18.2
45 to 54 years......iiiiiiiiiiiiiienann 20,142 72.2 4.4 8.8 14.6
55 to 64 years...... . ittt 17,454 73.7 4.2 8.7 13.4
65 years and Over......coeiiiieiinenenan 18,752 67.6 3.5 10.7 18.1
All educational levels........... 111,765 62.1 7.4 10.3 20.2
Elementary: O to 4 years......co..... 3,259 34.0 4.5 11.3 50.3
5to7 years.......vonnnn 6,448 45.5 5.5 12.3 36.7
8 years......iiiiiienians 9,685 55.8 5.3 11.2 27.7
High school: 1 to 3, years............. 16,379 51.3 7.0 11.2 30.6
4 years......ciiiiiiieiann 41,571 62.0 8.2 10.3 19.6
College: 1 to3 years............. 16,682 69.0 8.8 11.0 11.2
4 years.........oinn, 10,803 77.6 8.4 8.1 5.9
5 years or more.......... 6,939 84.9 5.1 6.0 3.9

lpersons reporting on voting for 1976 and 1972.

Women and Voting. The gap between men and women in
reported voting participation has narrowed significantly
since this sefies of voting surveys began in 1964. In that year,
the reported voting rate for men was 72 percent and for
women 67 percent. This difference diminished to about 1
percentage point by 1976.2 In fact, women under age 45
voted at a slightly higher rate than men in these same age
groups. Among the elderly, those 65 and older, however,
men voted at a rate that was 10 percentage points higher
than women (68 to 58 percent). There was some evidence
that among Black voters, women voted at a higher rate than
men; this was clearly true for the age group 25 to 54 where
the voting turnout for females was 5 percentage points
above that for males (table 1). '

Despite the near equality in voting rates between men
and women, overall, there is some variation between the
sexes according to educational attainment. The voting
participation rates for those with ‘an elementary school
education or less have traditionally been low,? but women

21n terms of actual numbers, women cast more ballots than men
in 1976, 456 million to 41.1 million, according to the survey
estimate.

See Current Population Reports, Series P-20, Nos. 293, 253,
228,192, 174, and 143.

who did not go beyond the 8th grade voted at a rate which
averaged about 9 percentage points lower than men with
comparable education. The voting participation of women
at higher educational levels increased so that for high school
graduates and above, women reported voting at a higher
rate than men. However, among the small group of persons
with more than 4 years of college, comparison of the voting
rates of men and women revealed some evidence of a higher
voting rate for women. When age and educational attain-
ment are considered together, women under 45 with at
least a high school education voted at a higher rate than
comparable men in the 1976 election (see table 10).

Except in the age groups under 25 and among women
over 65, married persons, were more likely to report voting
in 1976 than were never-married persons. Married men voted
at slightly higher rates than married women, whereas wid-
owed and divorced women, and never-married women were
more likely to vote than their male counterparts. At age 65
and above, married men voted at a level that was 6 per-
centage points above that for married women. Widows and
widowers, who among the elderly dominate the combined
widowed and divorced category, voted at about the.same
rates, around 50 percent. The fact that there are more than
five times as many widows who are age 65 and above helps
to explain the disparity in voting turnout between elderly
men and women (table 8).



Husbands and wives were more likely to have exhibited
similar voting behavior in the 1976 election, in the sense of
either both voting (61 percent) or both not voting (25
percent), than to have behaved differently* (table F). In
about 8 percent of the husband-wife households, the hus-
band voted but his wife did not, and in about 6 percent,
the wife voted while her husband did not. These figures
varied considerably by the amount of education of the
husband. If the husband had not completed elementary
school, only 39 percent of both spouses voted in the
election. If the husband was a college graduate, 80 percent
of both husbands and wives voted. As their level of educa-
tion increased, the proportion of marital partners who
differed in their voting participation declined. For husbands
with less than 8 years of schooling, about 20 percent of
husbands and wives reported different voting activity on
election day, whereas the comparable figure for households
in which the husband had attended college was only 9
percent. Where there was a disparity in education, and only
one of the spouses had voted, the partner with the greater
amount of education was the one more likely to vote. For
example, women who had completed high school, attended
some college, or completed college and whose spouses had
not received as much schooling, were more likely than their
husbands to have voted in the 1976 election.

In summary, the difference between men and women in
voting participation that was observed in the Presidential
election of 1964 has virtually disappeared. Among young
persons and high school graduates, women exceeded men
in voting turnout in 1976. Only among the elderly did men
maintain a higher voting rate. Most men who are 65 and
over are married and maintain a high voting rate, whereas
a larger proportion of elderly women are widows and exhibit
a diminished participation in elections.

*This analysis is based on the reported voting behavior of hus-
bands and wives and does not consider other household members
of voting age.

EVALUATION OF THE ACCURACY OF THE
DATA

In the November 1976 Current Population Survey supple-
ment on voting, 86.7 million of the 146.5 million persons
of voting age in the civilian noninstitutional population
were reported (by themselves or by members of their house-
holds) as having voted in the November 1976 election.
Official counts showed 81.7 million votes cast for President,
or a difference of 5.0 million votes between the two sources.
This difference is greater than can be accounted for by
sampling variability. Moreover, the population covered in
the survey excluded members of the Armed Forces and
institutional inmates.> Since the proportion of voters in
these population groups is somewhat lower than in the
rest of the population, their omission leads to a minor
understatement of the size of the difference.

This bias has been noted in other surveys of voting be-
havior but both the methods of measuring it and estimates
of its size have varied considerably.® On balance, the over-

5In the November 1974 Congressional election, the Department
of Defense total voting rate for Armed Forces was 18.0 percent as
compared with 44.7 percent for the civilian noninstitutional popu-
tation; in the 1972 Presidential election, the corresponding voting
rate for the Armed Forces was 47.6 as compared with 63.0 percent
for the civilian noninstitutional population. Department of Defense,
Office of the Assistant Secretary of Defense {(Manpower and Research
Affairs). “The Federal Voting Assistance Program,’” Tenth Report,
1975, and Ninth Report, 1973.

¢ Hugh J. Parry and Helen M. Crossley, “Validity of Responses to
Survey Questions,” Public Opinion Quarterly, X1V {1950), pp. 61-80;
Mungo Miller, “The Waukegan Study of Voter Turnout Prediction,”
Public Opinion Quarterly, XV1 (Fall 1952), pp. 381-398; and Helen
Dinerman, “1948 Votes in the Making—A Preview,” Public Opinion
Quarterly, X11 (Winter 1948-49), pp. 585-598. For a more complete
listing of similar studies, see David Adamany and Philip Dubois,
The ‘Forgetful’ Voter and the Underreported Vote,”” Public
Opinion Quarterly, (Summer 1975), pp. 227-231.

Table F. Percent Reported Voting of Family Heads and Wives, by Years of School Completed by Head: November 1976

(Numbers in thousands.

Civilian noninstitutional population)

All heads and Head voted Head did not vote
) wives reporting
Education of family head on voting ) Wife ] Wife
Wife . Wife .

did not did not

Number | Percent voted vote voted vote
All educational levels........... 44,992 100.0 60.8 8.1 6.5 24.6
Elementary: Oto7 years....ecvvue.... 4,140 100.0 38.8 10.6 9.0 41.6
8 years......iiuieennann. 4,084 100.0 53.4 10.2 7.0 29.4
High school: 1 to 3 years............. 6,527 100.0 50.1 8.5 7.9 33.4
4 years........oiiviinn.. 15,202 100.0 59.2 8.3 6.9 25.5
College: 1 to 3 years......... .. 6,672 100.0 68.5 7.9 5.6 18.1
4 years or more.......... 8,367 100.0 80.2 5.5 3.9 10.4




Table G. Comparisons of CPS Voting Estimates and Official Counts of Votes Cast, November 1964 to 1976

(Numbers in millions)

CPS vote Official
Percent
Year for vote for difference
President President?
1976, .0, 85.9 81.7 5.1
1972....... e ceen | 84.6 77.6 9.0
1968.....0civvinnn 78.5 73.0 7.5
1964. .0 iiivniinnnnn. 276.7 70.6 _ 8.6
CPS vote Official vote for Percent
for U.S. Representative or diff
U.S. Representative highest office? tiierence
1974...... e, 263.2 356.0 12.9
1970, ceveeeennnnnn.. 265.9 358.0 13.6
1966, ccunennnnnnnn.. 57.6 152.9 8.9

1y.s. Congress, Clerk of the House, Statistics of the Presidential and Congressional Election.

%CPS estimate of total votes cast.

3The "official vote' was obtained by summing the number of votes cast for U.S. Senator,
U.S. Representative, or Governor in each State, depending on which office received the highest

number of votes.

statement varies between 5 and 10 percent of the total
number of persons reported as having voted.” Possible
reasons for the differences include:

1. Understatement of total votes cast. The only
uniform count of tﬂe total number of voters available on a
nationwide basis is the number of votes cast for President.
This number is smaller than the total number of persons
who voted because {(a} a humber of ballots are invalidated
in the counting and (b) there are a number of valid ballots
for which there was no vote cast for President. Precise
estimates of the size of these sources of error are not avail-
able. Although the office of the President usually attracts
the largest number of votes, not everyone who goes to the
polls casts a vote for President. Some persons may, for
example, vote for a U.S. Senator or member of the U.S.
Congress but not for President. A tally of the data from the
States which report information on the total number of
votes cast shows that there were about 2 percent fewer votes
cast for President than the total number voting in the
election.

"For a comprehensive discussion of the problem, including a
comparison of the 1964 Bureau of the Census survey with that con-
ducted by the Survey Research Center of the University of Michigan,
see Aage R. Clausen, “Response Validity: Vote Report,’”” Public
Opinion Quarterly, Vol. XXXI1, No. 4, Winter 1968-69, pp. 588-606.

2. Overreporting of voting in the survey. Some per-

“sons who actually did not vote were reluctant to so report,

perhaps because they felt it was a “/lapse in civic responsi-
bility’’ and some respondents reportir?g on the voting be-
havior of other members of their household assumed the
person in question had voted when, in fact, he or she had
not. This latter problem may be especially relevant to re-
ported voting of 18- to 20-year-olds, inasmuch as only about
a quarter of this age group reported for themselves. Those
away at college were almost certainly reported for by their
parents. In. addition, since men are more likely to be em-
ployed and at their jobs when the enumerator visits their
home, another household member, usually the wife, is
likely to report for them.

As a check on the work of the interviewer, a subsample
of the households in the 1964 survey was reinterviewed by
the supervisory staff. This reinterview showed no net error
in reporting on voting. However, since the reinterviewer
usually talked with the same household respondent (or
respondents) as originally interviewed the previous week,
it is likely that an original reporting error of this type would
go undetected during a reinterview.

A test was conducted in conjunction with the December
1972 Current Population Survey to examine another facet
of the overreporting problem. The hypothesis was that by
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asking the presumably less sensitive question on registration
first, the tendency to overreport on voting might be lessened.
The results of this test were somewhat confounded by a
nonreporting rate in December that was twice as high as that
in November, 4.2 percent compared with 1.9 percent. How-
ever, when the comparison was restricted to those who re-
ported on voting, the study indicated that reversing the
question order does not reduce the proportion of persons
who report that they had voted.

3. CPS estimating procedure. A part of the difference
between the official count of votes for President and the
CPS estimate could be due to the estimation procedures in
the CPS which essentially attribute the characteristics of
interviewed persons to persons in noninterviewed house-
holds of similar types—about 4 percent of the total. This
procedure may have a substantial effect on the results of a
survey of voting if the noninterviewed households have a
higher proportion of nonvoting members than interviewed
households.

4. CPS coverage. An additional factor that increases
the estimate of voters derives from the coverage of the CPS
sample. There is evidence that the sample is less successful
in representing certain groups in the population in which
nonvoting may be expected to be high, for example, Black-
and-other-races males 21 to 24 years of age. In addition,
the CPS results are adjusted to independent population esti-
mates based on the decennial census. Insofar as the census
was also subject to net undercounts in selected age groups,
this source of error will be reflected in estimates from the
CPs.®

5. Household respondent. A portion of the difference
between the official count and the survey results might be
attributable to the use of a household respondent to report
on the registration and voting of all eligible household
members. An experiment was conducted in conjunction with
the November 1974 CPS to assess the effects of proxy
respondents on the voting rate. In approximately one-eighth
of the sample households, interviewers were instructed to
obtain the voting supplement information from each indi-
vidual directly. For the entire sample, 57 percent of all
interviewed persons reported for themselves, as compared
with about 76 percent for the test group. The differences
between groups reporting for themselves or someone else
were not significant. Thus, there is no evidence that ob-
taining voting and registration information for all household
members from one respondent rather than from self-respond-
ents only accounts for any part of the overestimates of voters
obtained in household surveys.

#See U.S. Bureau of the Census, Census of Population: 1970,
Vol. |, “Characteristics of the Population,” App-6567, for a dis-
cussion of errors in age groups in the 1970 census.

6. Nonreports on voting. In. 1966 a ““do not know’’
category in each question of the voting survey was introduced
{and retained in all subsequent surveys) on the theory that
forcing people into a “yes-no” alternative might have been
responsible for increasing the number of persons reported as
voting. The introduction of the ““do not know'’ category in-
creased the overall proportion of those for whom a report
on voting was not obtained. from 1 percent in 1964 to 3 per-
cent in 1966. Among Blacks the figure rose to almost 6
percent. The lower nonresponse figure from the 1964 report
may have resulted in part from the fact that the “yes-no”
alternative forced respondents to give answers which more
properly should have been classified as ‘“do not know.”

Although there is no ‘evidence that answers by proxy
respondents account for the'overreporting on voting, the
value of asking people about their own behavior on such
matters as voting and registering to vote can be shown by
comparing the effect of self reports and reports by others
on the ““do not know’ rate for whether voted in the election
and whether registered to vote. For self-respondents, the
“do no know’’ categories were almost nonexistent. At the
other extreme, 3 percent of respondents who reported on
the voting behavior of other household members could not
answer whether the other persons had voted. Among Blacks
the corresponding figure was 9 percent (table H).

Table H. Percent of the Population of Voting Age Who
Reported “Do Not Know” to the Question on Voting,
by Race and Type of Respondent: November 1976

"Do not know" respomnses
Type of respondent
and race Whether If did not
vote, whether
voted ?
registered
All persoms!... 1.4 2.7
White.........ovounn 1.1 2.6
Black.........couun. 3.9 3.6
Reported by self... 0.1 1.2
White............ e 0.1 1.2
Black......... e 0.1 1
Reported by other.. 3.1 4.5
White................ 2.5 4.3
Black................ 9.3 6.8

1Includes persons not reported on type of
respondent, not shown separately.



Voting in previous elections. Failure to remember is not
considered to be a problem in the voting survey for a current
election, since the data in each survey are collected during
the week containing the 19th day of November, which is
generally about 2 weeks after the election. However, since
1968, questions have also been asked in each survey about
whether respondents had voted in the previous Presidential
election. Asking retrospective questions of this kind intro-
duces possible memory biases into the data, and the net
effect would be expected to be a further overstatement of
voter participation. That effect is fairly small with regard
to the 1976 and 1972 Presidential elections, as table E
shows.” Some of the apparent changes in the voting rate
shown in this table result from the combined effect of
sampling differences and changes in the universe because
of deaths, movement into and out of the Armed Forces
or institutions, and international migration.

RELATED REPORTS

Current population reports. Advance data on reported
voter participation and registration of the population of

®See Current Populstion Reports, Series P-20, No. 293. “Voting
and Registration in the Election of November 1974." table G, page
10 for a comparison of voting in 1972 and 1968 as reported in the
year of the election and two years later.
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voting age, by race and sex, for the United States and regions
in the November 1976 election are contained in the report
Series P-20, No. 304.

Data on voter participation by social and economic char-
acteristics of the population of voting age in the 1964,
1968, and 1972 Presidential elections and in the 1966,
1970, and 1974 Congressional elections were published in
the reports Series P-20, Nos. 143, 192, 253, 174, 228, and
293, respectively.

Data on the social and economic characteristics of persons
18 to 24 years old who became eligible to vote on the basis
of age in 1972 were published in Current Population
Reports, Series P-20, No. 230.

Projections of the population of voting age for the United
States, regions, divisions, and States for November 1, 1976
were published in Current Population Reports, Series P-25,
No. 626.

Data on the social and economic characteristics by re-
ported voter participation of the population of voting age
in the 1966 and 1964 elections and estimates of the popula-
tion of voting age for the United States, regions, divisions,
and States, as of November 1, 1968, were published in a
composite report Series P-20, No. 172.

The number of persons of voting age in 1960 and the
votes cast for President in the elections of 1964 and
1960 for the United States, by States and counties, are
contained in the report Series P-23, No. 14.



v NOTE

In the past the Census Bureau has designated a head of household to serve as the central reference person for
the collection and tabulation of data for individual members of the household (or family). However, recent
social changes have resulted in a trend toward recognition of more equal status for all members of the house-
hold (or family), making the term “head” less relevant in the analysis of household and family data. As a
result, the Bureau is currently developing new techniques of enumeration and data presentation which will
eliminate the concept of “head.” While much of the data in this report are based on the concept of “head,”
methodology for future Census Bureau reports will reflect a gradual movement away from this traditional
practice. '






