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ABSTRACT
Recent decades have witnessed increased empirical and policy inter-
est in children’s citizenship, particularly since the ratification of the
United Nations Declaration of Children’s Rights. However, support for
children’s active citizenship is often hindered by the pervasiveness of
discourses that characterise children as innocent, developing, and
free from responsibility. Public and governmental decision-mak-
ing largely excludes children’s consultation and contributions, often
determined by age alone. To quantifiably assess the amount of public
support for children’s political participation, we commissioned
a Likert scale survey question on degrees of support for children
and youth (across four age groups between 3 and 18 year olds)
having the opportunity to influence government decisions, in the
Australian and New Zealand 2016 versions of the International Social
Survey Programme (ISSP). Analysis of responses to this question in
relation to demographic survey data indicate variation in preferences
for different age groups, and that age, gender, and political party
preference of respondents were variables of significance for both
nations. These variables point to potential predictors of attitudes
toward political participation of children and youth which have
relevance for policymakers and educators in relation to provision of
programmes that will increase the engagement of children and
youth in government decision-making.

ARTICLE HISTORY
Received 9 September 2018
Accepted 6 February 2019

KEYWORDS
Children; survey research;
cross-national research;
International Social Survey
Programme; political
participation

Introduction

The default position in social and political theory is to consider children as learner
citizens in waiting or to disregard children altogether (e.g. see Qvortrup 2003; Bühler-
Niederberger 2010). The trend in western modern and neo-liberal societies is to shield
or protect children from participation in the ‘outside world’ (de Winter 1997). Such
perceptions of children stem from Enlightenment thinking. This is evidenced in the
work of scholars such as Rousseau, Locke and Goethe, who argued for children to ‘be
exempted from adult duties and responsibilities for a prolonged period of time’ (de
Winter 1997, 48) to better focus on their education. Attempts to promote civic learning
and action are often aimed at secondary school students, and are largely focused on the
maintenance of social and political institutions and the integration of youth into the
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political system (Flanagan 2012). As Milne (2013, 27) posits: ‘Children and youth are
almost entirely without genuine political and economic influence’, and are in effect
‘equated with the stateless, nationality less, criminal and mentally ill’. Public and
governmental decisions largely exclude children’s consultation and contribution, yet
signatories to the United Nation’s Convention on the Rights of the Child (UNCRC)
(1989) have state responsibilities to enact the articles that enshrine children’s political
rights, such as will formation (Article 13), to take part in the conduct of affairs in
relation to matters affecting them (Article 12), peaceful assembly and freedom of
association with others (Article 15). These rights, however, are less readily embedded
in national law and social policy, even in democratic societies. For example, the last UN
Committee on the Rights of the Child concluding observations report on Australia
(2012) noted that there is no national children’s rights act that gives full and direct
effect to the UNCRC, and for New Zealand there was no ‘legislative duty to do so’
(Lundy et al. 2012, 84). Social and cultural rights for children are more readily accepted
and embedded in state law (Lundy et al. 2012), such as the social rights to education
(Article 28 of the UNCRC), and health care (Article 24) and the cultural rights to
practice their own language and culture (Article 30) and to take part in cultural life
(Article 31). However, children’s civic engagement is held to be essential for achieving
international development goals (Milne 2013, 216), such as the UN Sustainable
Development Goals (United Nations n.d.).

This disjuncture between recognised rights and legislation and policies poses ques-
tions about a related important consideration: the extent of public support for enacting
children’s political rights as citizens. Many scholars (e.g. Phillips 2010; Prout, 2002;
Stasiulus, 2002) have noted that adult attitudes towards children block and or limit
scope for enactment of children’s political rights. Most surveying that happens in this
domain focuses on youth and their political participation practices or civic engagement,
such as Flanagan and Levine’s (2010) surveying of youth civic participation in the USA
from the 1950s to the 2000s; Saha, Print, and Edwards’ (2005) Australian survey of
4,855 senior secondary school students on voting and political actions; and O’Connor’s
(2011) study of 1,700 culturally diverse young New Zealanders’ community participa-
tion and well-being. We were unable to locate any quantitative studies of political
participation of primary or early childhood children, nor of quantifiable indication of
societal support for political participation of children or youth. Most research on
younger generations’ political participation focusses on youth (14–18 year olds) or
young people (18–24 year olds). In recent decades, the research focus has shifted
from interest in youth political socialisation to civic engagement to be more inclusive
of the diverse ways people can participate in the public sphere (Torney-Purta and
Amadeo 2013). In a commissioned review of empirical research on civic learning and
action, Flanagan (2012) found that almost no studies focus on elementary age children,
let alone on early childhood. This, Flanagan argues, ‘may reflect the challenges of
conceptualising civic learning and civic action in this age group’ (p. 13). Our interest
is specifically on political participation, as defined as having influence on government
and Phillips and Ritchie’s research particularly focuses on young children’s civic
engagement in early childhood education settings. As sociologists, we are interested
in how the polis (a public sphere where members engage in activities of common
interest [Turner 1993]) may be more intergenerationally inclusive in relation to interest
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sharing, decision-making and collective action, by both adults and children enacting the
political rights to freedom of expression, opinion and participation in the conduct of
public affairs.

Given the scarcity of robust survey data that could be used to gauge the degree of
support for children’s political participation, we commissioned a question within the
Australian and New Zealand 2016 iterations of the International Social Survey
Programme. A random sample of electoral enrollees completed the survey, which
included our question on their views about children, and youth (3–18 year olds)
exercising their political rights, that is, having opportunities to influence government
decisions. This article summarises and discusses these results for Australia and New
Zealand. First, we provide an overview of dominant adult perceptions of children,
youth and correlated political participation. Next, we provide some background on
the International Social Survey Programme and its Australian and New Zealand arms.
This is followed by explanations of the methodology used to analyse the data. We then
discuss the results identifying demographic patterns and predictors of support for
children exercising their political rights, and conclude with implications and considera-
tions for how children’s political engagement and influence may be welcomed and
created. This work adds to previous discussions initiated by Cohen (2005) pertaining to
children and childhood’s construction in politics, in which she asserts that ‘Liberal
democracies owe children a more carefully defined and judiciously governed political
status that acknowledges their needs alongside their weaknesses and vulnerabilities’ (p.
236). By analysing the socio-demographic predictors of support for children’s and
youth’s political participation, we generate novel insights about which population
groups welcome these practices.

Adult perceptions of children’s political participation

Adult perceptions of children are diverse and contextually located, yet some historically,
socially and culturally constructed conceptualisations dominate. The following dis-
cusses these patterns of adult perceptions of children with regard to children’s political
participation.

The legacy of John Locke’s (1690/1959) tabula rasa thesis is recognised to have
conceptualised children as immanent, that is becoming or latent reasoners with reason
being understood to be acquired with age. Based on this view, adults have a higher
status and exercise control over children by virtue of age, experience, and knowledge.
A view of children as immanent has influenced social policy in western societies, which
has largely defined children and youth as ‘incompetents’ (Morrow 1994, 51). From this
position, children are removed from responsibility in that they do not vote or work.
They are also seen as dependent, relying on adults for care, protection and education.
When viewed as immanent, children’s participation as citizens are impacted through
their exclusion from various social practices and responsibilities. Standards that do not
consider individual consideration of competence (e.g. the requirement to be 18 to be
eligible to vote in Australia and New Zealand) enforce many of these exclusions.
A theoretical model of children as immanent views children as not old or knowledge-
able enough to politically participate.
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Another enlightenment scholar, Jacques Rousseau (1762/2007) is understood to have
framed the perception of children as innocent – angelic, uncorrupted by the world, and
naturally good. To Rousseau, children were born with a natural goodness as expressed
in his treatise on education, Emile: ‘Everything is good as it leaves the hands of the
Author of things’ (p. 37). Based on this understanding, adults ‘generate a desire to
shelter children from the corrupt surrounding world’ (Dahlberg, Moss, & Pence, 1999,
45). Adults maintain the natural goodness of children by protecting them from violence
and corruption through surveillance, limitation and regulation. This construct has
privileged the position of adults to withhold knowledge in the name of protection
and reinforces a notion of the child as ignorant or immanent, in turn creating children
who feel vulnerable and disempowered (e.g. see Cannella and Viruru 2004). Such
a perspective limits children’s engagement with real-world issues and active citizenship
participation on these issues. As Dahlberg et al. (1999) claimed, by protecting children
from the world in which they exist, adults do not respect the rights and capabilities of
children to seriously engage in the world.

A perception of children as naturally developing was largely shaped by empirical
research conducted by Piaget (e.g. 1952), involving his own children. This model brings
together the naturalness of children (Rousseau 1762/2007) and the tabula rasa thesis
(Locke 1690/1959) to form the idea of inevitable maturation. Piaget determined that
there is a developmental pathway to intelligence that positions adults as competent and
supreme, and children as incomplete, incompetent, and irrational because of their
developing status (James, Jencks, and Prout 1998). Learning and participation are
understood in this theoretical model as being guided and limited by universally
accepted stages of development. This perception of children emphasises individualism
and masks the extent to which children are capable and take responsibility in their lives,
because children are seen to be in preparation for future participation, not agentic in
the present. Adults are positioned as competent and capable beings who understand,
translate and interpret children’s comments and actions (Waksler 1991). This view of
children is based on a deficit model, which positions children as needing guidance.
According to Lansdown (2005), a deficit model makes much of children’s agency
invisible. This future orientation limits the possibilities for young children’s active
citizenship within the wider community in the here and now, to being determined by
adults in defined developmental stages. A view of children as developing shaped the
qualification of the UNCRC articles 5 and 14 defining parental guidance of children
exercising their rights ‘in a manner consistent with the evolving capacities of the child’
(United Nations General Assembly 1989).

A perception of children as uncontrolled and impulsive was shaped by psycho-
analytic theorists, such as Freud (1923), framing the child as unconscious – unthinking
in their actions. Children viewed this way are highly ego-focused; consciousness and
therefore consideration of others is minimal. Emphasis is on children’s unconscious
instincts in their learning and participation. As with the perception of children as
naturally developing, recognition of the unconscious behaviours of children also
views them as becoming, with the emphasis on becoming rational (James, Jencks, and
Prout 1998). This view of children as impulsive and/or irrational has been identified by
Arneil (2002), Kulnych (2001), and Stasiulis (2002) as an argument used against
children’s recognition and participation as citizens.
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Each of the above four perceptions view children as citizens of the future. Such views
continue to shape both social and educational practices with children (James, Jencks,
and Prout 1998). In more recent times, following the influences of progressivism and
critical theory, perceptions of children have expanded to challenge the universalistic
and future-oriented perceptions of children discussed above. The UNCRC and sociol-
ogy of childhood (e.g. Corsaro 1997; James, Jencks, and Prout 1998) are key catalysts for
perceptions of children as rights holders and social actors of today. The acceptance of
the UNCRC was made possible through modern understandings defining childhood as
separate from adulthood, with marked distinctions in expected behaviours, roles, and
responsibilities (Archard 2015).

The UNCRC came into fruition through recognition of children as a minority group,
positioned as powerless, and disadvantaged (Oakley 1994). Children viewed as
a minority are seen to be deserving of the same rights as adults, yet they rarely receive
these rights. Children’s minority group status is presented through adults making
decisions for them based on the claim that it is ‘in their best interests’ as per the
qualifiers sprinkled throughout the UNCRC (Coady 1996; Oakley). Adults, who view
children as a minority group, act as advocates for (or ideally with) children by arguing
that children should have the same rights to citizenship participation as adults. Critical
theorists such as Giroux (1983) challenged the social demarcation of childhood as
justifying ongoing adult domination of children. The claim by Cannella and Viruru
(2004) that children are colonised by adult manipulation also highlights this perspec-
tive. If children are viewed as a minority group their citizenship participation is
recognised as limited and constrained by social constructions. Such a view, groups
children together, proposing uniformity while ignoring variations, in the same way
cross-cultural critics of the feminist movement saw claims for women’s rights (James,
Jencks, and Prout 1998). A view of children as a minority group presents a strong case
for including children’s political participation; however, social and cultural variations
may be glossed over by grouping all children together.

Another way of viewing children is as political beings. A notion of children as
political, acknowledges children as agentic. A view of children as political particularly
emphasises access and participation in the public sphere. Our perception of children as
political is not particularly concerned with government and party politics that large
studies such as those conducted by Hess and Torney (1967/2006) in the US in the late
1960s and Connell (1971) in Australia examined. These political socialisation studies
interviewed children with a view of them becoming political on matters such as political
party affiliations, government structure and voting. In contrast to these studies, we see
children as political now. Kulynych (2001) proposed children’s political identities can
be supported through children’s access to the public sphere and acceptance of their
expressions of resistant and disorderly forms of participation. By ‘involving children
from a very early age in the organisation of the world in which they live, their repertoire
of behavioural capabilities grows’ (de Winter 1997, 163). A view of children as political
welcomes their participation as active citizens in the public and community spheres.
Community acceptance of children’s political rights can be fuelled by the demonstra-
tion of children’s capacity as participatory citizens (Lister 2008). Many scholars (e.g.
Torney-Porta & Amadeo, 2013) of civic education hope that the evidence of their
studies that demonstrate children and youth active civic engagement and knowledge
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will broaden community acceptance of children’s political rights, countering negative
perceptions of youth as apathetic, disengaged and unreliable. It is argued that such
findings are ‘an important lesson for adults (parents, teachers, and politicians), who
may underestimate what most youth are capable of as citizens and members of their
communities’ (Torney-Porta & Amadeo, 108), and challenge long-standing perceptions
of children as immanent, innocent, developing and impulsive.

Children are also perceived as socially constructed, which acknowledges diversity in
relation to the social, political, historical and moral context of each child. The idea of
children as socially constructed draws from social constructionism. Social construc-
tionist research about children suspends beliefs of taken-for-granted meanings about
children (James, Jencks, and Prout 1998). A universalistic view of children is not
accepted. Instead, plurality and diversity are welcomed. An understanding of children
as socially constructed enables recognition of multiple discourses contributing to
a collective appreciation of the condition of childhood. Childhood is understood as
historically contingent and unfixed. Adults question, analyse, and reflect on the influ-
ence of social constructions of children’s learning and participation. Such a view of
children enables identification of social structures that shape the possibilities for
children’s political participation.

The absence of empirical data about adults’ views of youth participation in govern-
ment decision-making allows the perpetuation of a trope that classifies youth as
disinterested in democratic engagement. According to Collin (2015): ‘Narrow concep-
tions of politics and limited forums for engaging with young people’s views typically
present young people as apathetic, frivolous or alienated’ (97). The adults in a Tucson,
USA study were often surprised by the level of youth participation due to the perva-
siveness of views that characterised youth as ‘the problem,’ and other negative stereo-
types leading to low expectations, along with assumptions regarding adult privilege
contributing to unequal relationships (Harris et al. 2016). Briggs (2017) reports that
a range of research ‘has discovered that young people are not apathetic but that they are
uninterested and disillusioned with mainstream politics’ (160–161). Since adults, many
of whom are influenced by these negative stereotypes, are in charge of institutional
mechanisms, it is hardly surprising that young people do not feel attracted to partici-
pate, since they ‘do not feel they are working for them’ (a researcher stakeholder
interviewee, as cited in Cammaerts et al. 2016, 92). Neo-liberal social and economic
policies in recent decades have increased diversity and disparities amongst young
people (Cammaerts et al. 2016), compounding the negative community perceptions.
We agree with the proposition regarding children and youth engagement in govern-
ment decision-making, that intervention is required to challenge these tropes that
characterise youth as disengaged and apathetic, in order to address what will otherwise
be a self-fulfilling prophecy.

Collectively, these perceptions of children and youth continue to circulate and
influence adult thinking about children and youth’s political inclusion and participa-
tion. In this context, this study constitutes a novel attempt to identify the degree of
public support for children and youth’s political participation, and the socio-
demographic indicators that predict such support. In doing so, we fill an important
gap in scholastic knowledge, as it is recognised that ‘there is a general lack of data on
children’s participation with available data mainly focused on the 18–25 age range’
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(Australian Research Alliance for Children and Youth, 2013, 22) and in New Zealand
research on “young people’s experiences of participation are often piecemeal, polarised
in representation, regulated by adults and limited to certain spatial domains” (Wood
2011, 40). To enable children’s and youth political participation, Lister (2007, 2008)
suggested that adults view children and youth as citizens so that they experience being
treated respectfully as citizens, come to see themselves as citizens, and participate
actively as citizens.

The International Social Survey Programme

Given the social and theoretical trends of excluding or reducing children’s political
participation, we wondered to what quantifiable degree there was public support for
children’s political participation and if such had previously been measured. In 2012, the
UN Interagency Network on Youth Development surveyed 13,000 young people across
186 countries, with the majority highlighting that the main challenges for youth
(15–24 year olds) were limited opportunities for effective participation in decision-
making processes (United Nations Development Programme, n.d). While evidence of
children’s political exclusion is clear, the degree of public support for children’s political
participation – to the best of our knowledge – has not been surveyed. Policymakers
respond, to some extent, to the policy preferences of citizens (e.g. see Burstein 1998), so
we therefore sought to survey public opinion for children’s political participation as
a potential means to influence social policy change for children’s political participation.

We then looked to the International Social Survey Programme (ISSP) as a vehicle to
survey public opinion in Australia and New Zealand with regard to children and youth
being able to influence government decisions, and the role of different socio-
demographic characteristics in increasing or decreasing such support. Established in
1984, the ISSP is a cross-national collaboration programme of currently 45 member
countries that annually surveys public opinion on different social science topics
each year. In 2016, we commissioned a question to the Australian Survey of Social
Attitudes (AuSSA) and the International Social Survey Programme (ISSP) for New
Zealand (ISSPNZ), when the focus that year was Role of Government.

The AuSSA is managed by the Australian Consortium for Social and Political
Research Incorporated, and the data were collected via a self-completion mail ques-
tionnaire. To construct the sample, 5,000 citizens were randomly selected from the
Australian Electoral Roll, of which 1,435 returned a completed survey.1 The ISSPNZ is
also a self-completion postal survey with an online completion option and is managed
by the Centre of Methods and Policy Application in the Social Sciences (COMPASS) at
the University of Auckland, with collaborators from the University of Auckland
Department of Sociology (Wu and Milne 2017). A stratified random sampling approach
was employed to ensure demographic representation across nine categories,
including Māori and non-Māori, Auckland and non-Auckland residents, women and
men, and different age groups. Of the 4,075 surveys sent out, 1,350 individuals returned
a completed questionnaire. After list wise deletion of cases with missing data on model
variables, our analytic samples are 1,146 in the 2016 AuSSA and 1,264 in the 2016
ISSPNZ. Because participation rates were low in both survey instruments (28.7% for
Australia and 33.1% for New Zealand) and likely to be differentially distributed across
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demographic groups, in the analyses performed in this study we calibrate the data using
the response weights provided by the data collectors. Doing so reduces the risk of non-
response bias and enables the use of inferential statistics.

Survey measures

In both the 2016 AuSSA and the 2016 ISSPNZ, the commissioned question we included
asked respondents: ‘How strongly do you agree or disagree with children and youth
(3–18 year olds) having opportunities to influence government decisions (e.g. inclusion in
public consultations and inquiries, city councils’ children’s and youth policies, youth
parliamentary representatives, councils)?’. Respondents were asked to select their degree
of agreement on a 5-point Likert scale ranging from ‘strongly disagree’ (1) to ‘strongly
agree’ (5), and to provide separate responses for different age groups: children aged 3 to
5 years, 6 to 10 years, 11 to 14 years, and 15 to 18 years. This was the first time since the
inception of the ISSP in 1983 that a question that positions children as citizens has been
included in the survey. Previous iterations of the ISSP have referred to children as
dependents in health, care and education questions only.2 Asking such a question in the
ISSP challenges dominant social constructions of children as dependents by including
children as citizens in a research programme that claims to be a leading example of
globalisation in social-science research and professes to follow principles of equality and
inclusiveness (Smith 2010, 2015).

Because this 5-point Likert scale is an ordered variable, we modelled it using ordered
logistic regression. We consider a range of socio-demographic variables as potential
predictors. These include dummy variables capturing respondents’ self-reported gender,
age group, education, place of birth, identified as Aboriginal or Torres Strait Islander
(Australia) or Māori (New Zealand), identified with a religion, had children age 0–17 in
the household, and income level. In additional analyses, we also consider the role of
political party preferences, specified as a set of dummy variables capturing for which
major party the respondent voted in the last general election (Australia: Labor Party/
The Coalition/The Greens/Other party; New Zealand: Labour party/National party/
New Zealand First/Other party).

Descriptive statistics for all analytic variables are shown in Table 1 (Australia) and
Table 2 (New Zealand).

Results

In this section, we present the results of our empirical analyses of the 2016 AuSSA and
ISSPNZ data. We first report on the distribution of support for children and youth
having opportunities to influence government decisions using descriptive statistics, and
then report the results of multivariate ordered logistic regression models examining the
socio-demographic factors associated with higher and lower levels of support.

Descriptive patterns

Figures 1 and 2 show the distribution of the Likert-scale support variables for each age
group, for Australia and New Zealand, respectively. In Australia, 7.9% of respondents
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agreed or strongly agreed that children age 3–5 should have opportunities to influence
Government decisions, compared to 15.1% for children age 6–10 years, 38.3% for
children age 11–14 years, and 71% for children age 15–18 years. In New Zealand, the
percentage of respondents agreeing or strongly agreeing with this notion was 6.6% for
children aged 3–5, 9.7% for children aged 6–10, 28.4% for children aged 11–14, and
63.5% for children aged 15–18. Therefore, across both countries comparatively few
respondents agreed that young children should have opportunities to influence govern-
ment decisions, rates of agreement increased linearly with age, and most respondents
held the view that adolescents age 15–18 should have the means to do so. Support rates
were higher in the Australian than the New Zealand sample, particularly for questions
asking about older children.

Table 1. Sample descriptive statistics, Australia.
Mean/% SD Min. Max.

Support for children influencing government decisions
Likert scale
Children age 3–5 1.91 1.00 1 5
Children age 6–10 2.23 1.10 1 5
Children age 11–14 2.88 1.22 1 5
Children age 15–18 3.77 1.15 1 5

Explanatory variables
Gender
Male 49.89% 0 1
Female 50.11% 0 1

Age group
18–30 years 23.23% 0 1
31–45 years 21.41% 0 1
46–60 years 28.94% 0 1
Over 60 years 26.41% 0 1

Education
Degree or higher 22.49% 0 1
Professional qualification 34.31% 0 1
School year 12 18.98% 0 1
Below school year 12 24.22% 0 1

Country of birth
Not Australian born 25.49% 0 1
Australian born 74.51% 0 1

Indigenous status
Not Indigenous 97.50% 0 1
Indigenous 2.50% 0 1

Religious identification
No religion 41.12% 0 1
Has a religion 57.18% 0 1
No religion info 1.70% 0 1

Children in the household
No 67.28% 0 1
Yes 32.72% 0 1

Income levels
Bottom quartile 25.00% 0 1
Middle two quartiles 31.74% 0 1
Top quartile 15.97% 0 1
No income information 27.29% 0 1

Political party preference
Labor Party 28.52% 0 1
Coalition 39.41% 0 1
Greens 12.58% 0 1
Other party 11.14% 0 1
No vote or no information 8.35% 0 1

Notes: AuSSA data, 2016 (weighted for differential non-response). n = 1,146.
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Multivariate ordered logistic regression models

Wemodel themultivariate associations between socio-demographic factors and the ordered
measures of support for children having opportunities to influence government decisions
using ordered logistic regression models. Socio-demographic traits are known to affect
youth’s civic engagement (e.g. Lochocki 2010), so we assessed if they also influenced adult
support for children and youth political participation. In Tables 3 and 4, we express the
model results as odds ratios (ORs): ORs greater than 1 denote that an independent variable
increases the odds of being in a higher category (i.e. stronger support), whereas ORs lower
than 1 denote that an independent variable lowers such odds (i.e. weaker support). For the
interested reader, Appendix TableA1 andA2present the conditional probabilities predicted

Table 2. Sample descriptive statistics, New Zealand.
Mean/% SD Min. Max.

Support for children influencing government decisions
Likert scale
Children age 3–5 1.89 0.95 1 5
Children age 6–10 2.07 1.02 1 5
Children age 11–14 2.64 1.19 1 5
Children age 15–18 3.56 1.13 1 5

Explanatory variables
Gender
Male 47.79% 0 1
Female 52.21% 0 1

Age group
18–30 years 19.72% 0 1
31–45 years 24.98% 0 1
46–60 years 28.28% 0 1
Over 60 years 27.01% 0 1

Education
Degree or higher 31.26% 0 1
Trade or diploma certificate 29.70% 0 1
School certificate 24.31% 0 1
No qualifications 14.73% 0 1

Country of birth
Not New Zealand born 22.25% 0 1
New Zealand born 77.75% 0 1

Maori status
Not Maori 85.70% 0 1
Maori 14.30% 0 1

Religious identification
No religion 44.22% 0 1
Has a religion 54.17% 0 1
No religion info 1.61% 0 1

Children in the household
No 55.71% 0 1
Yes 44.29% 0 1

Income levels
Bottom quartile 6.97% 0 1
Middle two quartiles 29.74% 0 1
Top quartile 48.27% 0 1
No income information 15.02% 0 1

Political party preference
Labor Party 22.69% 0 1
National Party 44.15% 0 1
Greens 9.30% 0 1
New Zealand First 6.27% 0 1
Other party 3.91% 0 1
No vote or no information 13.68% 0 1

Notes: NZAVS data, 2016 (weighted for differential non-response). n = 1,264.
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Figure 1. Distribution of support for children influencing government decision variable (Likert scale),
Australia.
Notes: AuSSA data, 2016.

Figure 2. Distribution of support for children influencing government decision variable (Likert scale),
New Zealand.
Notes: NZAVS data, 2016.
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from thesemodelswhile holding the covariates at theirmeans. These predicted probabilities
are indicative of effect magnitude.

Estimates from our ordered logistic regression models for Australia are presented in
Table 3. All else being equal, women aremore supportive of children being able to influence
government decisions than men, irrespective of the age of the child asked about. For
instance, the adjusted odds of support for the question on children age 15–18 for women
were almost twice the odds for men (OR = 1.99; p< 0.01). There was also a consistent age
pattern, whereby individuals in the younger age group (18–30 years) were significantly

Table 3. Odds ratios from ordered logistic regression models of support for children having
opportunities to influence government decisions, Australia.
Child age . . . 3 to 5 6 to 10 11 to 14 15 to 18

Gender (ref. male)
Female 1.57*** 1.58*** 2.04*** 1.99***

(0.26) (0.25) (0.30) (0.31)

Age group (ref. 18–30 years)
31–45 years 0.93 0.74 0.68 0.55**

(0.29) (0.22) (0.17) (0.16)
46–60 years 0.52*** 0.50*** 0.64* 0.56**

(0.12) (0.11) (0.16) (0.16)
Over 60 years 0.59** 0.50*** 0.50** 0.54**

(0.15) (0.12) (0.14) (0.16)

Education (ref. Degree or higher)
Professional qualification 1.55*** 1.26 0.90 0.77

(0.25) (0.21) (0.16) (0.13)
School year 12 1.10 1.08 0.81 0.89

(0.31) (0.28) (0.20) (0.21)
Below school year 12 1.94** 1.46 0.91 0.66*

(0.53) (0.36) (0.21) (0.16)

Country of birth (ref. Not Australian born)
Australian born 0.63** 0.61*** 0.65** 0.91

(0.12) (0.11) (0.12) (0.15)

Indigenous status (ref. Not Indigenous)
Indigenous 1.02 0.87 0.89 0.92

(0.42) (0.30) (0.31) (0.50)

Religious identification (ref. No religion)
Has a religion 0.85 1.00 0.85 0.94

(0.14) (0.15) (0.13) (0.15)
No religion info 1.60 1.52 1.22 1.22

(0.91) (0.86) (0.47) (0.49)

Children in the household (ref. No children)
Children 0.91 1.07 0.92 0.81

(0.19) (0.20) (0.17) (0.16)

Income level (ref. Bottom quartile)
Middle 2 quartiles 1.07 0.93 1.15 1.09

(0.25) (0.21) (0.22) (0.24)
Top quartile 0.73 0.73 0.94 0.99

(0.20) (0.20) (0.24) (0.30)
No income info 1.17 0.95 1.02 0.98

(0.28) (0.20) (0.21) (0.22)

n 1,146 1,146 1,146 1,146
Pseudo R2 0.03 0.02 0.02 0.02
Likelihood ratio Chi2 test 38.79 48.77 53.48 45.07
p <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01

Notes: AuSSA data, 2016 (weighted for differential non-response). Standard errors in parentheses.
Statistical significance: * p< 0.1, ** p< 0.05, *** p< 0.01.
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more likely than individuals in all other age groups to express support. Differences between
individuals in the other age groups were minor. Individuals with University qualifications
were less likely than those with professional qualifications (OR = 1.55; p< 0.001) and those
with below year 12 education (OR = 1.94; p< 0.05) to support the notion of young children
age 3–5 influencing government decisions. However, University-educated individuals were
more likely to support influence by children ages 15–18 than individuals with below year 12
education (OR = 0.66; p< 0.01). Comparing Australian-born and non-Australian-born
individuals, the former were significantly less likely to support influence in government

Table 4. Odds ratios from ordered logistic regression models support for children having
opportunities to influence government decisions, New Zealand.
Child age . . . 3 to 5 6 to 10 11 to 14 15 to 18

Gender (ref. male)
Female 1.50*** 1.60*** 1.70*** 1.53***

(0.17) (0.18) (0.19) (0.18)

Age group (ref. 18–30 years)
31–45 years 1.10 0.98 1.08 1.01

(0.19) (0.17) (0.18) (0.18)
46–60 years 0.66** 0.66** 0.88 1.00

(0.11) (0.11) (0.15) (0.17)
Over 60 years 0.54*** 0.59*** 0.72** 0.74*

(0.09) (0.10) (0.11) (0.13)

Education (ref. Degree or higher)
Trade or diploma certificate 1.49*** 1.11 0.97 0.63***

(0.22) (0.16) (0.14) (0.09)
School certificate 1.14 0.93 0.99 0.89

(0.19) (0.14) (0.15) (0.14)
No qualifications 1.79*** 1.27 0.88 0.57***

(0.37) (0.25) (0.17) (0.11)

Country of birth (ref. Not New Zealand born)
New Zealand born 0.90 0.87 0.85 0.93

(0.13) (0.12) (0.11) (0.14)

Maori status (ref. Not Maori)
Maori 1.75*** 1.64*** 1.29 1.05

(0.31) (0.28) (0.22) (0.19)

Religious identification (ref. No religion)
Has a religion 1.06 1.02 0.89 0.86

(0.13) (0.12) (0.10) (0.10)
No religion info 1.16 0.97 1.09 0.37***

(0.35) (0.31) (0.37) (0.13)

Children in the household (ref. No children)
Children 1.31** 1.31** 1.27** 1.16

(0.16) (0.16) (0.15) (0.14)

Income level (ref. Bottom quartile)
Middle 2 quartiles 0.94 0.84 1.02 0.99

(0.21) (0.19) (0.23) (0.22)
Top quartile 0.66* 0.61** 0.72 0.71

(0.15) (0.15) (0.17) (0.16)
No income info 1.05 0.85 0.84 0.71

(0.26) (0.22) (0.21) (0.19)

n 1,264 1,264 1,264 1,264
Pseudo R2 0.03 0.02 0.02 0.02
Likelihood ratio Chi2 test 79.27 68.14 57.68 59.43
p <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01

Notes: NZAVS data, 2016 (weighted for differential non-response). Standard errors in parentheses.
Statistical significance: * p< 0.1, ** p< 0.05, *** p< 0.01.
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decisions by children age 3–5 (OR = 0.63; p< 0.05), children age 6–10 (OR = 0.61; p< 0.01)
and children age 11–14 (OR = 0.65; p< 0.05). There were however no differences by
Indigenous status, religion, presence of children in the household or income.

The analogous results for New Zealand are presented in Table 4. Women were sig-
nificantly more likely to support children of all ages influencing government decisions,
ceteris paribus. For instance, for the question about children in the oldest age group, the
odds ratio was 1.53 (p< 0.01). Concerning age, respondents over 60 years were significantly
less likely than those in the youngest group to support influence by children ages 3–5 (OR =
0.54; p< 0.01), 6–10 (OR= 0.59; p< 0.01), 11–14 (OR= 0.72; p< 0.05), and 15–18 (OR = 0.74,
p< 0.1). Respondents aged 46–60 years were also significantly less likely to support
influence by children ages 3–5 (OR = 0.66; p< 0.05) and 6–10 (OR = 0.66; p< 0.05).
There were a few differences in support by education level in the New Zealand sample.
Exceptions included a higher likelihood to support the notion of children age 15–18
influencing government decisions amongst University-educated respondents compared
to those with trade/diploma certificates (OR = 0.63; p< 0.01) and those with no qualifica-
tions (OR = 0.57; p< 0.01). There was also a predisposition for individuals with trade/
diploma certificates (OR = 1.49; p< 0.01) and no qualifications to express greater support
(OR = 1.79; p< 0.01) for children 3–5 influencing Government decisions than their degree-
educated peers. Respondents who identified as Māori were significantly more likely to
express support for children age 3–5 (OR= 1.75; p< 0.01) and age 6–10 (OR = 1.64; p< 0.01)
influencing government decisions. Respondents who had children in the household were
more likely to express support for participation amongst children aged 3–5 years (OR =
1.31; p< 0.05), 6–10 years (OR = 1.31; p< 0.05) and 11–14 years (OR = 1.27; p< 0.05).
Compared to respondents in the bottom income quartile, New Zealand respondents in the
top income quartile were significantly less likely to support the influence of children age 3–5
(OR = 0.66; p< 0.1) and 6–10 (OR = 0.61; p< 0.05), but equally likely to support the
influence of adolescents aged 11–14 (p> 0.1) and 15–18 (p> 0.1). No statistically significant
differences were found by country of birth or religious identification.

Altogether, the models explained between 2% and 3% of the variation in the outcome
variable in both the Australian andNew Zealand weighted data – as denoted by the pseudo-
R2 statistics. This suggests that attitudes towards children influencing government decisions
are difficult to predict statistically: they are either structured by other socio-demographic
factors not included in the models, or by individual idiosyncrasies. The models for younger
children had slightly higher pseudo-R2 values than the models for older children, which
suggests that predicting attitudes towards teenagers influencing government decisions is
particularly challenging. Despite the low predictive power of themodels, the p values on the
likelihood ratio Chi2 tests were always smaller than 0.01, which constitutes conclusive
evidence that multivariate models are preferable to bivariate analyses.

Political party preferences

In a final set of ordered logistic regressionmodels, we examined the influence of political party
preferences (Tables 5 and 6). In these specifications, we only include a set of dummy variables
capturing the political party for which the respondent voted in the last general election.3

Results for Australia are presented in Table 5. Compared to respondents who voted
for the Coalition, those who voted for the Labor Party, the Greens, or other parties were
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comparatively more likely to support children of all ages influencing government
decisions. Comparisons between respondents who voted for the Labor Party, and
respondents who voted for the Green Party (not shown in the tables) revealed that
the latter were significantly more likely to support children of all ages influencing
government decisions.

Results for New Zealand are presented in Table 6. Compared to respondents who
voted for the National Party, those who voted for the Labour Party were significantly
more likely to support children of all ages influencing government decisions, and those
who voted for the Green Party were more supportive across the 6–18 age range.
Respondents who voted for other parties were also more likely than those voting for
the National Party to express support of children in all four age ranges influencing

Table 6. Odds ratios from ordered logistic regression models of support for children having
opportunities to influence government decisions (party identification), New Zealand.
Child age . . . 3 to 5 6 to 10 11 to 14 15 to 18

Party voted for in last general election (ref. National Party)
Labor Party 1.69*** 1.74*** 1.48*** 1.45**

(0.25) (0.25) (0.21) (0.22)
Greens 1.37 1.83*** 1.99*** 2.01***

(0.29) (0.39) (0.44) (0.41)
New Zealand First 1.29 1.35 1.11 1.13

(0.30) (0.29) (0.22) (0.28)
Other party 2.14** 3.09*** 1.80* 2.15**

(0.68) (1.04) (0.60) (0.68)
No vote or no information 1.65*** 1.53** 1.18 1.00

(0.29) (0.26) (0.18) (0.17)

n 1,264 1,264 1,264 1,264
Pseudo R2 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
Likelihood ratio Chi2 test 20.78 28.01 16.63 19.81
p <0.01 <0.01 0.01 <0.01

Notes: NZAVS data, 2016 (weighted for differential non-response). Standard errors in parentheses.
Statistical significance: * p< 0.1, ** p< 0.05, *** p< 0.01

Table 5. Odds ratios from ordered logistic regression models of support for children having
opportunities to influence government decisions (party identification), Australia.
Child age . . . 3 to 5 6 to 10 11 to 14 15 to 18

Party voted for in last general election (ref. Coalition)
Labor Party 1.66*** 1.65*** 1.69*** 1.92***

(0.31) (0.31) (0.28) (0.38)
Greens 2.91*** 3.14*** 3.77*** 3.86***

(0.81) (0.87) (1.02) (0.93)
Other party 1.84** 2.15*** 1.82*** 1.61*

(0.46) (0.51) (0.41) (0.40)
No vote or no information 1.23 1.43 2.50*** 2.51***

(0.40) (0.37) (0.82) (0.86)

n 1,146 1,146 1,146 1,146
Pseudo R2 0.01 0.02 0.02 0.02
Likelihood ratio Chi2 test 19.56 23.86 32.66 36.13
p <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01

Notes: AuSSA data, 2016 (weighted for differential non-response). Standard errors in parentheses.
Statistical significance: * p< 0.1, ** p< 0.05, *** p< 0.01.
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government decisions. There were no statistically significant differences between
National Party and New Zealand First voters. Additional contrasts between respondents
voting for Labour and respondents voting for the Green Party (not shown) revealed that
there were no statistically significantly differences in any of the outcome variables
between these groups.

The magnitude of the odds ratios across these models is generally large (particularly
for the Australian sample), suggesting that political views are an important factor
structuring attitudes towards children influencing government decisions. Yet, collec-
tively, political party preferences explain only about 1% to 2% of the variance in support
in Australia, and 1% in New Zealand. Nevertheless, the p values on the likelihood ratio
Chi2 tests confirm that multivariate models are preferable to bivariate analyses.

Discussion

Analyses of the survey responses provide some indication of a socio-demographic
patterning in support for children and youth having influence on governmental deci-
sions, along with indication of political ontologies that are more egalitarian being more
supportive. These results offer some specification to identify the discursive conditions
for the emergence of collective action that challenges relations of subordination for
children and youth, perhaps not dissimilar to the discursive conditions that enabled
feminism to rise in modern times and not in previous eras (Laclau and Mouffe 1985).
How respondents perceive children and youth, democracy, and political participation
would have informed their responses. We thus examined the most significant indicators
of support (preference for 15–18 year olds, and respondents who identified as 18–30
years of age, women, Māori and Labor/Labour, Green party voters) to identify influen-
cing discourses/narratives that shape respondent perceptions of children and youth, and
democracy, political participation.

Being closest in age to those for whom political participation is being surveyed
increased the likelihood of support. This can be appreciated in the predicted probabil-
ities for the youngest group of respondents aged 18–30 years in Appendix Tables A1
and A2; compared to respondents aged 60+ years, the youngest respondents were 3 to
14 percentage points less likely to fall into the ‘strongly disagree’ category in the
Australian data, and 2 to 15 percentage points in the New Zealand data – depending
on the age range of the children asked about. Young respondents may empathise with
children and youth because they recognise a desire for political participation that they
may have held in the not so distant past, or because they too are still framed by societal
tropes and discourses that position them as apathetic, disengaged and unreliable.
Widespread perception of children as developing influenced by the maturational theory
of child development (e.g. Gesell 1928; Piaget 1952) embedded in social policy (e.g. age-
based schooling), would have played into respondents increased support for youth aged
15–18 to have the means to influence government decisions over younger age groups.
The limited support by respondents in both Australia and New Zealand, for younger
children to influence government could be influenced by a narrow view of the oppor-
tunities that exist for younger age-groups, and/or a view of younger children as less
competent and capable than older children. Developmental psychologists perpetuate
this perception with claims of universalistic civic development, such as the proposition
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that ‘the capacity to assess whether and how to be involved along with the motivation to
fulfil roles as responsible and active citizens are usually acquired by the end of
adolescence’ (Torney-Purta and Amadeo 2013, 90). Some respondents may also per-
ceive children and youth as impulsive and therefore irrational, as some commentators
expressed in response to our Conversation article (Phillips, Ritchie & Perales 2017) on
these survey results. Further, some may perceive childhood to be a time of innocence,
and for children not to be troubled with societal issues. Others may suspect that
younger children would be under the influence of parental ideologies, and incapable
of independent thought: child as immanent.

Australian and New Zealand women were statistically significantly more supportive
of children and youth political participation across all age groups being able to
influence government decisions than men. The magnitude of the effects was often
large, as reflected in Appendix Tables A1 and A2. For example, when asked about
children ages 3–5, women in the Australian and New Zealand samples were 11 and
10 percentage points less likely than men to fall into the ‘strongly disagree’ category,
respectively. Women have been associated with children across history and social
policy, as their main caregivers and well-being advocates. Both groups were excluded
from the polis in ancient Greece. It is only comparatively recently in human history that
women have gained the right to influence governmental decisions. This legacy and
recognition of minoritisation perhaps nudges women to more likely consider a child’s
position and advocate for their inclusion. Further studies have demonstrated that
women are more likely to be civically engaged than men (Wilson 2000) and express
higher-levels of pro-social behaviour (Lochocki 2010), also indicating higher support
for political participation for all. Women are more likely to have more progressive and
inclusive views on other social issues, such as LGBT issues (e.g. see Perales and
Campbell 2018).

In the New Zealand data, Māori respondents were significantly and substantially
more likely to express support for all ages, especially for children ages 3–10. As
a marker of effect magnitude, Māori respondents were 13 percentage points less likely
than other respondents to select the 'strongly disagree’ category when asked about
children ages 3–5, and 10 percentage points less likely when asked about children ages
6–10 (Appendix Table A2). This finding could be explained by the collective nature
of Māori society. From a social constructionist perspective, it could be seen that
that Māori values and world view have traditionally been more intergenerationally
inclusive and egalitarian than those of western societies in relation to both women
and children (Pere 1982; Jenkins and Harte 2011). Māori children are regarded as both
rights and knowledge holders (Pere 1982). They participate in the everyday and
significant events of their whānau (extended families), accompanying grandparents to
political meetings, learning the histories of dispossession of their lands, mountains,
lakes and rivers, and growing up to continue these traditions and activities, including
the pursuit of redress for historical grievances. Indigenous relationalities differ from the
western constructions that are ‘universalised’ in developmental psychology and other
academic disciplines (Mignolo 2012).

In both countries, respondents who vote for political parties to the left of the political
spectrum were more likely to support children’s participation in influencing govern-
ment decision-making. In Australia those who vote Labor and the Greens are more
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likely to be egalitarians (Ting 2017), so support participation for all, recognising
children’s minoritisation or political capacity. The first of the Australian Labor Party’s
objectives infers inclusion of children4 though is not as explicit in its support for
children’s political rights as The Greens (as noted below). Those who voted for the
Greens in Australia were the most likely to support children’s governmental influence
across all age groups (generally followed by those voting Labor), with those voting the
Coalition in Australia and New Zealand First being consistently the least likely to do so.
As seen in Appendix Table A2, the magnitude of association for the political party
differences was comparatively large.5 For example, across the models, Australian
respondents voting for the Greens were 7 to 25 percentage points less likely to fall
into the ‘strongly disagree’ category than those voting for the Coalition. Social justice
and grass roots democracy are two of the four pillars of The Australian Greens, so that
the inclusion of all in decision-making is central to Greens thinking. Key aims of The
Greens’ Child and Young People’s policy include ensuring

that children and young people have the means to express themselves to their community
and at all levels of government, through the National Children’s Commissioner and other
federal or state/territory youth advisory bodies . . . Electoral law reform to allow young
people aged 16 and 17 to vote . . . A national youth affairs peak body with elected and
representative members. (The Greens 2017)

With political ontology that foregrounds social justice and grass roots democracy, it makes
sense that those who vote for The Greens are more likely to support the inclusion of children
and youth’s voice in governmental decisions. Australian Green party ‘sympathisers are most
likely to be young (especially under 25), female, university-educated’ (Bennett 2008). And
a similar demographic pattern plays out in New Zealand with 67.8% of greens voters
identifying as female and 67.1% reporting undergraduate or above university education
(Cowie, Greaves, Sibley 2015). Youthfulness, gender and university education all consistently
presenting as demographic indicators of increased support for children and youth political
participation. We also wonder if university education feeds critical thinking so that universa-
listic constructions of children are questioned and challenged. University educated respon-
dents in our data were more likely to support youth participation (15–18 year olds), though
less likely to support young children age 3–5 influencing government decisions, suggesting
they may be more discerning of age group capacity.

The New Zealand Labour party has had a long-standing commitment to egalitar-
ian principles, social justice and social welfare, and has thus traditionally garnered
greater support from women, trade unions, working people, and Māori (Franks and
McAloon 2016). Similarly, the more recently established New Zealand Green Party
has articulated strong policies underpinned by a commitment to not only the
environment but with a strong social justice focus on the rights of Māori, women
and children (Carroll et al. 2009). The New Zealand Green Party’s (2013) Children’s
Policy vision states that ‘Each child and young person is an integral part of our
society, has access to a quality education and participates in decisions that affect
their life, community and the environment’ (p. 1) and a key principle is that
‘Children have valuable perspectives, so they should be supported in their own
initiatives and encouraged to participate in decisions affecting them to the extent
that they are able’ (p. 1). Despite discussion of this issue (e.g. Howell 2017), neither
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the New Zealand Labour or Green parties have a policy regarding lowering the
voting age below the current age of 18.

Despite the importance and innovative features of this study, a limitation that should
be borne in mind in interpreting our results is the relatively low response rate for both
the Australian (28.7%) and New Zealand (33.1%) surveys. While use of sample weights
to correct for non-response should ameliorate any bias to the estimates due to non-
response, future studies based on larger samples from studies with higher participation
rates could be undertaken to add further confidence to our conclusions. Cross-national
research investigating the degree of support for children’s involvement in Government
decision-making in other countries with different institutional environments, historical
legacies and socio-demographic makeup should also be undertaken to test the univers-
ality of the findings for Australia and New Zealand reported here.

In sum, analysis of 2,410 Australian and New Zealand enrolled voters’ indication of their
degree of support for children and youth having opportunity to influence governmental
decisions points to strong support from respondents who aremore likely to care and advocate
for children and youth, and to be committed to social justice and grass roots democracy. The
swell of support for 15–18 year olds’ political voices to be heard across both nations (71% in
Australia and 63.5% inNewZealand) offers a strong counter-narrative to themyth that youth
are perceived as being politically disengaged. These indicators of support for the political
participation of children and youth provide empirical groundings to influence policymakers
to follow citizenry preference, as well as identifying socio-demographic groups to which
public education programs on children’s political rights and capabilities may be focused.
The ISSPwith 45member countries, offers a potentialmeans for further national surveying to
influence societies towards the cultivation of intergenerational political participation.

As Thomas (2011) argues:
once we say that children have a right to an identity, to a home, to an education or to

protection from abuse, we are committing ourselves to a rights-based approach, and so
to a view of children as rights-bearing individuals. Once we do that, we have to reckon
with their rights to participation and self-determination. (p. 11)

Notes

1. In both Australia (https://www.aec.gov.au/Elections/referendums/1999_Referendum_
Reports_Statistics/Enrolments.htm) and New Zealand (https://www.govt.nz/browse/
engaging-with-government/enrol-and-vote-in-an-election/enrol-to-vote/) it is compul-
sory, by law, to be registered in the electoral roll if you are over 18 years of age and
a permanent resident of the country. Voting is compulsory in Australia, but not in New
Zealand.

2. Assessed through scanning previous ISSP international base survey, AUSSA and ISSPNZ
questionnaires for search terms ‘child’ and ‘youth’.

3. We refrain from including the socio-demographic variables in the previous models
because these are sometimes highly correlated with political party preferences, and their
inclusion may result in issues of multicollinearity. Results adjusting for the control
variables are nevertheless available from the authors upon request.

4. ‘Redistribution of political and economic power so that all members of society have the
opportunity to participate in the shaping and control of the institutions and relationships
which determine their lives;’ (Australian Labor Party 2015, 4).
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5. However, it must be borne in mind the models for political party differences were intently
unadjusted.
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Table A1. Average marginal effects for coefficients in models presented in
Tables 3 & 5 (Australia)

Model for children aged . . .

3–5
years

6–10
years

11–14
years

15–18
years

Female (vs. Male)
Strongly disagree –11% –10% –10% –4%
Disagree +3% –1% –6% –5%
Neither +5% +5% n.s. –5%
Agree +2% +5% +13% n.s.
Strongly agree +1% +1% +4% +14%
Age: 31–45 (vs. Age: 18–30)
Strongly disagree n.s. n.s. n.s. +3%
Disagree n.s. n.s. n.s. +4%
Neither n.s. n.s. n.s. +5%
Agree n.s. n.s. n.s. n.s.
Strongly agree n.s. n.s. n.s. –13%
Age: 46–60 (vs. Age: 18–30)
Strongly disagree +16% +14% +6% +3%
Disagree –4% n.s. +4% +4%
Neither –7% –7% n.s. +4%
Agree –3% –7% –8% n.s.
Strongly agree –1% –1% –3% –12%
Age: >60 (vs. Age: 18–30)
Strongly disagree +13% +14% +10% +3%
Disagree –3% n.s. +6% +4%
Neither –6% –7% n.s. +5%
Agree –3% –8% –13% n.s.
Strongly agree –1% –1% –4% –13%
Professional qualification (vs. Higher education)
Strongly disagree –11% n.s. n.s. n.s.
Disagree +3% n.s. n.s. n.s.
Neither +5% n.s. n.s. n.s.
Agree +2% n.s. n.s. n.s.
Strongly agree +1% n.s. n.s. n.s.
Below school Year 12 (vs. Higher education)
Strongly disagree –16% n.s. n.s. n.s.
Disagree +4% n.s. n.s. n.s.
Neither +8% n.s. n.s. +3%
Agree +3% n.s. n.s. n.s.
Strongly agree +1% n.s. n.s. –8%
Australian born (vs. Not Australian born)
Strongly disagree +11% +10% +6% n.s.
Disagree –2% +2% +4% n.s.
Neither –5% –5% n.s. n.s.
Agree –3% –5% –8% n.s.
Strongly agree n.s. –1% –2% n.s.
No vote or no information (vs. Coalition)
Strongly disagree n.s. n.s. –13% –6%
Disagree n.s. n.s. –8% –6%
Neither n.s. n.s. n.s. –7%
Agree n.s. n.s. +16% n.s.
Strongly agree n.s. n.s. +5% +18%
Labour Party (vs. Coalition)
Strongly disagree –13% –11% –9% –4%
Disagree +4% n.s. –4% –5%
Neither +5% +6% +1% –5%
Agree +2% +5% +9% +2%
Strongly agree +1% +1% +2% +12%
Greens (vs. Coalition)
Strongly disagree –25% –23% –17% –7%

(Continued)
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Table A2. Average marginal effects for coefficients in models presented in
Tables 4 & Tables 6 (New Zealand)

(Continued).
Model for children aged . . .

3–5
years

6–10
years

11–14
years

15–18
years

Disagree +4% –4% –11% –8%
Neither +12% +11% n.s. –10%
Agree +6% +13% +23% n.s.
Strongly agree +2% +3% +9% +28%
Other party (vs. Coalition)
Strongly disagree –15% –16% –10% –4%
Disagree +4% n.s. –5% –4%
Neither +7% +8% n.s. –3%
Agree +3% +8% +11% +2%
Strongly agree n.s. +2% +3% +8%

Notes: Cells give the difference (in percentage points) in the proportion of cases in a variable category predicted to fall
into each of the five response options relative to the reference category, adjusting for any covariates. n.s.: non–
significant.

Model for children aged . . .

3–5
years

6–10
years

11–14
years

15–18
years

Female (vs. Male)
Strongly disagree –10% –10% –9% –3%
Disagree +3% +1% –4% –3%
Neither +4% +6% +3% –4%
Agree +2% +3% +8% +4%
Strongly agree +1% +1% +2% +6%
Age: 46–60 (vs. Age: 18–30)
Strongly disagree +10% +9% n.s. n.s.
Disagree –3% n.s. n.s. n.s.
Neither –4% –5% n.s. n.s.
Agree –2% –2% n.s. n.s.
Strongly agree –1% –1% n.s. n.s.
Age: >60 (vs. Age: 18–30)
Strongly disagree +15% +12% +6% +2%
Disagree –5% n.s. +3% +3%
Neither –6% –6% –2% +3%
Agree –2% –3% –5% –3%
Strongly agree –1% –1% –1% –4%
No formal qualification (vs. Higher education)
Strongly disagree –14% n.s. n.s. +4%
Disagree +4% n.s. n.s. +5%
Neither +6% n.s. n.s. +5%
Agree +2% n.s. n.s. –5%
Strongly agree +1% n.s. n.s. –8%
Trade or diploma certificate (vs. Higher education)
Strongly disagree –10% n.s. n.s. +3%
Disagree +3% n.s. n.s. +4%
Neither +4% n.s. n.s. +4%
Agree +1% n.s. n.s. –4%
Strongly agree +1% n.s. n.s. –7%
Maori (vs. Not Maori)

(Continued)
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(Continued).
Model for children aged . . .

3–5
years

6–10
years

11–14
years

15–18
years

Strongly disagree –13% –10% n.s. n.s.
Disagree +3% n.s. n.s. n.s.
Neither +6% +6% +1% n.s.
Agree +3% +3% n.s. n.s.
Strongly agree +1% +1% n.s. n.s.
Children in household (vs. No children in household)
Strongly disagree –6% –6% –4% n.s.
Disagree +2% n.s. –2 n.s.
Neither +3% +3% +1% n.s.
Agree +1% +2% +4% n.s.
Strongly agree +1% +1% +1% n.s.
Top income quartile (vs. Bottom income quartile)
Strongly disagree +10% +11% n.s. +2%
Disagree –3% n.s. n.s. +3%
Neither –4% –6% –2% n.s.
Agree n.s. –3% n.s. –3%
Strongly agree n.s. –1% n.s. n.s.
No vote or no information (vs. the Nationals)
Strongly disagree –12% –10% n.s. n.s.
Disagree +4% +1% n.s. n.s.
Neither +5% +5% n.s. n.s.
Agree +2% +2% n.s. n.s.
Strongly agree +1% +1% n.s. n.s.
Labour Party (vs. the Nationals)
Strongly disagree –13% –12% –7% –2%
Disagree +4% +1% –3% –3%
Neither +5% +6% +2% –3%
Agree +2% +3% +6% +3%
Strongly agree +1% +1% +2% +5%
Greens (vs. the Nationals)
Strongly disagree n.s. –13% –11% –4%
Disagree +3% n.s. –6% –5%
Neither n.s. +7% +2% –6%
Agree n.s. +4% +11% +4%
Strongly agree n.s. +2% +3% +11%
Other party (vs. the Nationals)
Strongly disagree –18% –22% –9 –4%
Disagree +4% n.s. n.s. –6%
Neither +8% +13% +2 –6%
Agree +3% +8% +10 +4%
Strongly agree n.s. +4% n.s. +13%

Notes: Cells give the difference in the percentage (%) of cases in a variable category predicted to fall into each of the
five response options relative to the reference category, adjusting for any covariates. n.s.: non–significant.
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