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The relationship between citizens and the political elite lies at the heart of the democratic process. Partisanship, understood as a psychological bond between voters and political parties which has both cognitive and affective elements, plays a key role in the stabilisation of party systems by integrating citizens into the political order and providing parties with firm and reliable support bases. Partisan loyalties thus serve an important function in providing cues which help to structure and inform citizens’ engagement with politics and to simplify the complexities of political life. However, since the late 1960s an erosion of the traditional ties between parties and their voters has been observed in many western industrialised democracies including France.
1.1 The Concept of Partisan Dealignment
Partisan

 dealignment,1 defined by Dalton (1984: 233) as “a decay in the pre-existing mass bases of support for the political parties” manifested in a “decrease in the party-affiliated portion of the electorate”, is also signalled by changes in voting behaviour such as a decline in support for the established parties, falling turnout, an increase in voter volatility, and the greater electoral success of new alternative parties. The phenomenon was first observed in the USA in the late 1960s, before manifesting itself in other parts of the post-industrial world.
Partisan dealignment emerged later in France than in other comparable advanced industrial democracies and the reasons for this are illuminating in a number of ways. They shed light both on some of the general factors underlying partisan dealignment and on domestic political developments in France since the 1970s. While the right had been dominant since the beginning of the Fifth Republic in 1958, to the extent that it found it difficult to conceive of itself not holding power (Furet et al. 1988), the left-wing parties still represented a possible alternative and held out the prospect of radical change. The strength of the communist party

 also marked France out from most other advanced capitalist nations, as did the fact that the socialist party, unlike many of its European counterparts, did not adopt a social-democratic line until the 1985 Congress of Toulouse, and even then somewhat half-heartedly. When the phenomenon began to emerge in France in the 1980s, its principal manifestation was a loss of support for the four main parties as turnout fell and the vote for more peripheral parties increased, particularly on the radical right. This prefigured the subsequent success of populist parties in many other European democracies and indicated a growing dissonance between the mainstream parties and their traditional constituencies.
A breakdown of voting trends in legislative elections between 1978 and 2017 (Fig. 1.1) shows catastrophically declining support for the parties both of the established left (from 35.4% to 5.1%) and right (from 34.4% to 9.3%). In the first round of the 1978 legislative elections, 69.8% of the registered electorate voted for one of the four established parties.2 In 2017, the figure was 14.3%. At the same time, support for the alternative3 parties has almost trebled (from 3.3% to 9.3%), as has abstention, from 16.8% to a massive 49.8%.[image: ../images/487133_1_En_1_Chapter/487133_1_En_1_Fig1_HTML.png]
Fig. 1.1Vote in French legislative elections


, 1978–2017, 1st round, % registered electorate (inscrits), mainland France (France métropole). (Source: French Ministry of the Interior)


In all, five of the indicators of partisan dealignment (declining party identification, a decline in support for the established parties, a rise in support for alternative parties, falling turnout and increased voter volatility) have been observed in France. Furthermore, previous research (Marthaler 2006) has shown that partisan dealignment in France is a differential phenomenon, in both political and socioeconomic terms, being most marked among left-leaning, especially blue-collar voters (i.e. skilled, semi-skilled and unskilled manual workers), some of whom have transferred their support from the left to the alternative parties, while others have stopped voting altogether. The greater prevalence of this kind of voting behaviour among blue-collar voters is accompanied by other differences: in their perception of policy convergence, in their issue priorities and values, in their levels of political sophistication and political trust. These differences are the focus of this book.
1.2 The Causes, Characteristics and Consequences of Partisan Dealignment
Partisan dealignment has been attributed to a cluster of factors associated with societal modernisation. Post-war economic growth and the development of the welfare state, greater geographical and social mobility, structural changes in employment patterns, rising levels of education


, secularisation and the explosion of the mass and digital media have led to both system-level and individual-level changes (Inglehart 1990: 6).
At the system level, these changes have had a powerful impact on cleavage structures. New demographic patterns and social convergence mean that there has been a weakening of the link between class and voting patterns. As the demographic groups which once represented the core constituencies of political parties have lost definition, the social and religious cleavages associated with them have also been eroded. In this perspective, the declining loyalty of voters to their ‘natural’ party and the declining role of the political parties in the electoral arena can be traced back in part to the waning relevance of the traditional cleavages.
These system-level changes reflecting social change have been accompanied by individual-level changes reflecting cultural change (Inglehart 1990: 6). Higher levels of education and greater public access to information in the media mean that the electorate’s cognitive resources have grown, encouraging new modes of political participation which challenge traditional forms of representation. The post-industrial era has also witnessed a value change among the electorates of advanced industrialised democracies towards what Inglehart (1977) terms postmaterialism. As the interests of the public change, postmodern or ‘quality

 of life’ issues, such as immigration or the environment, appear on the political agenda and these cut across the traditional economic cleavages, blurring class and party lines.
There is a strong generational element to these changes. Their impact is most powerful among a new citizenry of younger, more highly-educated and potentially more independent voters whose ties with the political parties are looser and more shallowly rooted than those formed by older generations. In this perspective, dealignment results from the growing redundancy of the political parties, many of whose traditional functions, such as the aggregation of interests and cue-giving, are taken over by other political actors, including new social movements, as well as the mass and digital media.
The perceived lack of responsiveness of the political parties to citizens’ demands further weakens party attachment and means that they are more likely to resort to new forms of non-partisan political participation. Equally, it contributes to negative evaluations of the parties of government and hence to greater political apathy or protest behaviour (Barnes et al. 1979; Kaase 1999) or alienation and political cynicism (Miller and Listhaug 1990). Popular disaffection with the mainstream parties has become a persistent and pervasive feature of advanced industrial democracies and has raised the question of the popular legitimacy of mainstream political parties (Webb 2000) in a climate of burgeoning anti-party sentiment (Poguntke and Scarrow 1996; Deschouwer 1996; Dalton and Weldon 2005).
Taken together, these system-level and individual-level changes create a far less stable partisan environment in which parties can no longer rely to the same extent on the loyal support of a clearly-defined social group but instead have to operate in a political arena which is marked by growing electoral volatility and unpredictability and in which the power of the old cleavages is seriously undermined. When the traditional parties fail to respond to the changing concerns of their electorates, the attractiveness of newer, often single-issue parties who take up these interests is enhanced. In contemporary France, institutional factors have in part accounted for the arrival of alternative parties on the political scene. The introduction of new kinds of elections (European

 elections in 1979 and regional elections in 1986) using proportional representation (PR) and the extension of PR to legislative elections (only in 1986) created a political opening for smaller parties, which until 1979 had been “the main casualties of the coalition-building process as the institutional pressures of the majority runoff electoral system encouraged people not to ‘waste’ their votes on candidates from small parties” (Guyomarch 1996: 165). The success of alternative and anti-system parties represents a challenge to what Appleton (1995) calls ‘the fragile hegemony’ of the established parties. Greater competition also accentuates the establishment/anti-establishment dichotomy within the French multi-party system.
The electoral success of alternative or anti-system parties, most notably in the 2002 and 2017 presidential elections, suggests that a transfer of support from the centre to the periphery is now a permanent feature of French political life. Indeed, the first round of the 2002 French presidential election provides a graphic illustration of the potential impact of partisan dealignment. Low turnout, a rise in support for the alternative party candidates and the fragmentation and dispersal of the vote all combined to create a situation in which a far right candidate won a larger share of the vote than the candidate of the moderate left.
1.3 Citizen-Party Linkage and Models of Voting
The concepts

 of partisanship and citizen-party linkage are at the core of this book. It will draw on the three dominant paradigms of voting, all of which originated in the USA. These are the sociological approach of the Columbia school of thought (Lazarsfeld et al. 1944; Berelson et al. 1954); the rational choice model (Downs 1957), which draws on economic theory; and the sociopsychological Michigan model with its emphasis on party identification (Campbell et al. 1960, 1966).
The earliest of these, the Columbia voting studies, present a social determinist model in which an individual’s social environment and interpersonal relations with family, friends and co-workers (their ‘subcultural’ identities) are key influences on their voting behaviour. In France, this is perhaps best exemplified in the classic work of Michelat and Simon (1977) which emphasises the influence of social class and religion, the so-called variables lourdes or ‘heavy

 variables’ (Boy and Mayer 1997; Mayer and Boy 1997).
In contrast, the rational choice paradigm (Downs 1957; see also Olson 1965) is based on an ‘economic’ relationship with politics in which voters are agents who behave instrumentally. Rational choice theory largely attributes patterns of partisanship to cognitive processes of issue evaluation which take account of the expected costs and benefits of voting (or not voting). According to Downs (1957: 5), the rational voter “uses the least possible input of scarce resources per unit of value output … in order to maximise his utility”. This theory therefore highlights voters’ intentions and motives (Allardt 2001: 24) and sees them as consumers in an electoral market place where the laws of supply and demand apply and the vote is used as an instrument to purchase the package of party policies which best represents the voter’s own self-interest. This increasingly instrumental orientation towards political parties is seen as displacing the moral and affective aspects of partisanship (Fuchs and Klingemann 1995: 15; see Tiberj 2012: 72 on the French case.)
The Michigan model is distinguished by the key role assigned to the notion of party identification as a psychological bond between voters and political parties which represents an individual’s deep and enduring attachment to or affective orientation towards a political party. As such, it is a major factor in stable patterns of voting, transcending immediate elections and providing “one of the few sources of electoral stability in a world filled with sources of electoral flux” (Shively 1980: 219). Political socialisation plays a fundamental role in the acquisition of this identification as it is transmitted from one generation to the next.
Each of these three models of voting contributes to the understanding of the relationship between voters and parties but the Michigan model’s emphasis on party identification and its French counterpart, partisan proximity (Tiberj 2007: 290), will be key to my analysis of partisan dealignment. Strength of party identification, that is, the degree of attachment that a voter feels towards a political party, is one of the main indicators of partisanship at the individual level. This “enduring engagement of partisan feelings with self-identity” (Miller 1991: 558), which is transmitted from one generation to the next and reinforced through political socialisation, gives structure and stability to the political world both for voters and political parties. It is therefore a central element in the analysis of partisan change.
Party identification plays a threefold role in the relationship between voters, parties and party systems. It helps voters to interpret and navigate their way through the complexities of the party system and motivates them to vote. It provides parties with a relatively stable and reliable reservoir of votes. It contributes to support for the representative system by simplifying the political alternatives available (thus mobilising voters to turn out) but also by containing political participation within conventional types of behaviour (Tiberj 2007: 290–291). Party identification tends to be stronger among left partisans than right partisans and there is some evidence that in France attachment to the left has a greater affective component than attachment to the right (Marthaler 2006). This may be an enduring characteristic of the left-wing voter-party relationship given that the left’s traditional core constituency has for economic reasons been more dependent on the parties to defend its position.
Since the voter-party relationship is (self-evidently) a bilateral one, it can be disturbed from either direction. Fuchs and Klingemann (1995: 10) observe that “the relationship has been fundamentally modified and has given rise to disturbances in congruence because citizens have changed [their italics]”. In other words, in their view, it is changes in citizens’ attitudes and modes of behaviour that primarily cause the challenge to representative democracy. These changes, according to Schmitt and Holmberg (1995: 99), are the result of “interrelated processes of socio-political change [which] have contributed to a gradual erosion of the traditional social foundations of party support” (cf. Inglehart 1977, 1990, 1997; Barnes et al. 1979; Dalton et al. 1984; Jennings and Van Deth 1989; Franklin et al. 1992).
Biorcio and Mannheimer (1995: 207) similarly acknowledge that the party-citizen relationship is a complex one and that the transformation of this relationship can be examined from different perspectives relating to either of its two poles, with citizens at one end and parties at the other. They highlight the two-dimensionality of citizen-party linkage and its two aspects, one affective and one cognitive. The affective dimension allows for the expression of a collective identity and the cognitive or rational-instrumental dimension relates to the intermediation of specific interests. According to Biorcio and Mannheimer, a dislocation of this linkage is resulting from the social and political transformation produced by processes of modernisation taking place in European societies which undermine the cohesive relationship between party identification and interest intermediation (Biorcio and Mannheimer 1995: 208). This underlines the fact that citizen-party linkage can be modified both on the demand side, because voters change, and on the supply side, because parties change. In the French case, Gougou and Roux (2013: 243, 263ff) set out a framework which tests two explanatory models for changes in patterns of voting: the social change model, focusing on the evolution of the social structure of France, and the political choice model, focusing on how political parties strategically adapt to social change.
As the major linkage mechanism between citizens and the state, political parties serve a vital function in a democracy. The erosion of partisan ties therefore has important implications both for the stability of the political system, by creating a more unpredictable and fragmented political environment, and for its legitimacy, if citizens withdraw from the democratic process. Moreover, if partisan dealignment is a differential phenomenon, affecting some social categories more or differently than others, it also poses a potential threat to social cohesion.
1.4 Partisan Dealignment in France and the Distinctiveness of Blue-Collar Partisanship
Partisan dealignment emerged later in France than in other comparable advanced industrial democracies, where it had begun in the 1960s and 1970s. Writing in 1984, Lewis-Beck observed: “The extent of party identification [under the French Fifth Republic] has seldom varied from Fourth Republic levels, which were found to be surprisingly high. This is clear evidence that partisan dealignment has yet to take place” (Lewis-Beck 1984: 443). This view is supported by Bartolini, who noted, also in 1984, that

while the 1970s have witnessed established parties throughout Western Europe being challenged by new political movements (whether ecological, regional, protest or whatever) and while the capacity of many parties to perform satisfactorily their traditional functions of political integration, consensus building and policy formulation is widely questioned, political parties in France appear to have been passing through a golden age. (Bartolini 1984: 103)



According to Kesselman (1989: 159), this era of French exceptionalism came to an end during the 1980s. Julliard (1988: 69) identifies the spring of 1988 as the moment when the relationship between citizens and politics was suddenly transformed.
The primary indicator of partisan dealignment in France has been declining support for the established mainstream parties and the concomitant rise in support for alternative peripheral parties. Appleton (1995) charts the rise in France of the ‘new politics’, the emergence of small parties and protest movements, and the growth of electoral dissidence, all of which present a serious challenge to the hegemony of the established parties. In her analysis of the 1988 French presidential election, Haegel (1990: 131–2) notes a weakening of party attachment, a decline which continued in the elections of 1997 and 2002 (Chiche et al. 2004: 256–7) and culminated in the ‘earthquake’ of 2002 when the FN candidate, Jean-Marie Le Pen, won more votes in the first round than the candidate of the PS, Lionel Jospin. This was the first confirmation of the potential effect of partisan dealignment in France. The trend towards growing disenchantment with and disengagement from the traditional political parties was further indicated by the fact that in 2007, for only the second time under the Fifth Republic, the sitting president (Nicolas

 Sarkozy) was not re-elected, serving only one term in office, and it reached its logical conclusion in the presidential elections of 2017 when, for the first time under the French Fifth Republic, the non-vote exceeded the vote and no candidate of any established party reached the second round.
For the established left, the outcomes of the 2002 and 2017 presidential elections in which the socialist candidates were eliminated in the first round and the FN’s candidates won through to the second round graphically illustrate the dangers inherent in partisan dealignment.
Changes in the voting behaviour of blue-collar voters have been particularly marked. The distinctiveness of partisan dealignment among the blue-collar electorate manifests itself in three key aspects: strength of party identification, support for established or alternative parties, and turnout. I will illustrate this by drawing on data collected by CEVIPOF (Centre d’Étude de la Vie Politique Française) in a series of election surveys between 1978 and 2012.4 These surveys contain a question on party proximity in which respondents are asked to say how close they feel to a political party.5 I will use the same variable to produce a measure of party identification, categorising respondents as either strong identifiers (those saying that they feel very or quite close to a party) or weak identifiers (those saying that they feel not very or not at all close to a party).
1.4.1 Party Identification
Responses at six time points (1978, 1988, 1997, 2002, 2007 and 2012) confirm that there was a decline in party identification in France between 1978 and 2012 (Fig. 1.2). In the electorate as a whole, the proportion of those with weak party identification increased from 50.1% in 1978 to 58.8% in 2012 (although the peak was 73.3% in 2002) and those with strong party identification fell from 46.1% in 1978 to 31.1% in 2012 (although the low point was 25.4%, again in 2002).[image: ../images/487133_1_En_1_Chapter/487133_1_En_1_Fig2_HTML.png]
Fig. 1.2Strong party identifiers, % blue-collar and all respondents, 1978–2012. (Source: CEVIPOF)


In 1978, blue-collar voters’ partisan identification was slightly stronger than in the electorate as a whole (47.5%/46.1%). Since then, it has been weaker, in 2012 by more than 10 per cent. Between 1978 and 2012, the overall decrease was 26.3% for blue-collar voters and 15.0% for all voters.
1.4.2 Party Proximity
The same survey data, broken down into four categories (very/fairly/not very/not at all close), provides a more nuanced picture of party attachment and indicates that, in the electorate as a whole, the most significant change has taken place in the percentage who feel ‘not at all close’ to a party, which is up from 28.9% in 1978 to 43.1% in 2012. Taking the two extreme points on this scale (very close/not at all close), a comparison between all voters and blue-collar voters shows that in 1978 and 1988 more blue-collar voters were very close to a party than the average (Fig. 1.3). Since then the reverse has been true. In all years, more blue-collar voters say they are not at all close to a party than the average.[image: ../images/487133_1_En_1_Chapter/487133_1_En_1_Fig3_HTML.png]
Fig. 1.3Very close/Not at all close to a party, % blue-collar and all respondents, 1978–2012. (Source: CEVIPOF)


1.4.3 Support for an Established or Alternative Party
The CEVIPOF surveys then ask interviewees which (if any) party they feel closest to.6 On the basis of their responses, they can be classified by affiliation to an established or alternative party, or to no party (Fig. 1.4).[image: ../images/487133_1_En_1_Chapter/487133_1_En_1_Fig4_HTML.png]
Fig. 1.4Support for established or alternative party, % blue-collar and all respondents, 1978–2012. (Source: CEVIPOF)


Blue-collar support for the established parties has fallen more dramatically than in the electorate as a whole, by 45.1% and 28.7% respectively. Equally, blue-collar support for the alternative parties has risen more than among the wider electorate, by 25.8% and 16.4% respectively. The gap between the blue-collar and wider electorates in levels of support for the two types of parties has also widened over the period. Blue-collar identification with the established left fell progressively over the period from 60% in 1978 to 23.0% in 2012, a decline of 37%. Middle-class identification with the established right declined by 14.5% and in a more fluctuating pattern, surging in 2007 to a higher level than in 1978.
1.4.4 Turnout
In the absence

 of CEVIPOF data on abstention over the period in question (the question on voting recall is not asked in every survey), the closest available proxy for non-voting behaviour is a voter identifying with ‘no party’ (Fig. 1.5).[image: ../images/487133_1_En_1_Chapter/487133_1_En_1_Fig5_HTML.png]
Fig. 1.5Feel close to no party, % blue-collar and all respondents, 1978–2012. (Source: CEVIPOF)


The data indicates that in terms of the percentage identifying with no political party, there is a widening gap between blue-collar voters and the electorate as a whole. This is consistent with the available public opinion poll data for presidential elections between 1981 and 2017 (Table 1.1), which shows abstention to be consistently higher among blue-collar workers than in the electorate at large, although, as in the case of supporting no party, it is only in the last two elections that the difference has begun to widen. It should be noted that in some election years (particularly 1981–1995) there is a significant discrepancy between declared and actual abstention.Table 1.1Abstention in 1st round of French presidential elections, % registered electorate, 1981–2017


	 	1981
	1988
	1995
	2002
	2007
	2012
	2017

	Blue-collar (declared)
	12.0
	10.0
	18.0
	27.0
	17.0
	29.0
	29.0

	All (declared)
	11.0
	7.0
	17.0
	27.0
	15.4
	20.5
	22.7

	All (actual)
	18.9
	18.6
	21.6
	28.4
	16.2
	20.5
	22.2


Sources: Declared: Sofres (1981, 1988, 1995); Ipsos (2002, 2007, 2012, 2017); Actual: French Ministry of the Interior



Poll data on blue-collar abstention in the legislative elections is limited to a survey by Ipsos (2012) which found that, in terms of occupation, the abstention rate for blue-collar workers was 49% compared with 42.8% overall.7 This finding is supported by Gaxie (2007), who observes that the negative correlation between abstention and social status, which was weak in France until the mid-1970s, is now well-established.
1.4.5 Electoral Volatility
Volatility, in terms of voters transferring their vote from one party to another between elections, may also indicate partisan dealignment. The Pedersen (1979) index calculates net aggregate-level changes between two elections for all the parties within a political system. In the case of France, using election data for the period 1958–2012,8 the highest levels of electoral volatility under the Fifth Republic were recorded in the period 1988–1993 (19.0) and again in 2007–2012 (19.1). It is not possible to break this data down by occupation and this indicator cannot therefore be used to analyse blue-collar voting behaviour.
1.5 Outline of the Book
Taking as its starting point the rise in popular disaffection with the established parties, manifested in France in 1978 by declining electoral support for the four major parties and an increase in votes for other parties and in 1981 by a sudden dramatic fall in turnout, this book aims to identify the political, economic, social and cultural factors underlying changing patterns of partisanship in France. My focus is on the differential nature of partisan dealignment among the blue-collar electorate and my aim is to establish where differences between blue-collar voters and the French electorate as a whole lie and why they occur. I will analyse individual-level changes in the conditions of blue-collar life (la condition

 ouvrière) over this period and system-level changes in political competition in France, focusing particularly on developments in the two established parties of the left, the PS and the PCF. In turn, this will shed light on the phenomenon of partisan dealignment more broadly.
In order to track changes in partisanship across time, I will carry out a longitudinal analysis of trends in voting behaviour between 1978 and 2012, drawing primarily on datasets from the CEVIPOF surveys carried out at the time of the French presidential and/or legislative elections in 1978, 1988, 1997, 2002, 2007 and 2012. On the basis of this analysis, the book explores four key questions relating to the political characteristics of blue-collar workers in France and to their relationship with political parties.	1.How and to what extent have blue-collar voters dealigned differently than other socioeconomic groups?

 

	2.Why have they disengaged from politics differently than other socioeconomic groups?

 

	3.What are the political consequences of the dealignment of the blue-collar electorate?

 

	4.What could be done to increase their engagement with the democratic process?

 




My book proposes that partisan dealignment has taken place in France as a result of a combination of political and socioeconomic factors, many of which are common to other advanced industrial democracies. The background to this phenomenon is the process of societal modernisation affecting all post-industrial societies, which accelerated in the post-war period and whose effects include the modernisation and restructuring of industry and the economy, with increased affluence and the development of the welfare state, the expansion of mass education and the growing influence of the mass and digital media. These changes have had profound effects both on voters and the political elite which represents them. My contention is that they have had a differential impact on French citizens.
Four factors are identified as explaining the level of partisan dealignment in France since 1978: the degree of convergence between the parties’ policy agendas, the extent of value change among the electorate, the political sophistication of the electorate and the level of public trust in politicians and political parties. Two of these explanatory variables focus primarily on the electorate (value

 change and political sophistication) and two primarily on the political parties (policy convergence and political trust). The four factors are explored in the four central chapters of the book.
In Chap. 1, I present the conceptual framework together with my research questions and the political context of my work and set out the evidence of differential dealignment among blue-collar voters in France between 1978 and 2012.
Chapter 2 focuses on the blue-collar electorate and la condition ouvrière
 in French society between 1978 and 2012, analysing changes in the composition, social status, self-perception and culture of this section of the population.
Chapter 3 considers blue-collar partisanship, with a particular (but not exclusive) focus on the relationship with the parties of the established left.
The next four chapters (Chaps. 4, 5, 6, and 7) examine the four concepts which, on the basis of my preliminary research, I have identified as being the most likely explanatory factors underlying differential partisan dealignment in France: policy convergence, value change, political sophistication and political trust.
In Chap. 4, I assess the degree and impact of policy convergence between the moderate parties of left and right in France since 1978 and analyse changes in the actual and perceived level of ideological conflict between the political parties, a lowering of which might be expected to contribute to partisan dealignment.
In Chap. 5, on value change, I analyse changing value orientations in France and their impact on the political priorities and behaviour of the electorate in general and of blue-collar voters in particular. I assess the relative importance of ‘old’ and ‘new’ issues on the political agenda and the way in which this is reflected in party competition, party support and the programmes and performance of the political parties.
In Chap. 6, I consider the impact of the greater political sophistication of the electorate, resulting from the expansion of education and the media explosion, on the voter-party relationship.
In Chap. 7, I examine the impact of political trust on partisan dealignment by assessing changing public attitudes to political parties and the political elite. In the first place, I establish the level of political trust in France and then identify the sources of public scepticism about politicians and political parties.
Chapter 8 summarises the main findings, addresses the four research questions and presents my conclusions.
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Footnotes
1The phenomenon of partisan dealignment has received considerable academic attention both in comparative studies (Dalton et al. 1984; Crewe and Denver 1985; Franklin et al. 1992; Dalton and Wattenberg 2002) and in work on individual (notably Anglophone) countries (Wattenberg 1981, 2002; Crewe 1992; Clarke and Kornberg 1996; Dalton 2013). The relationship between voters and political parties is addressed in Webb et al. (2002), Dalton (2004), Bartle and Bellucci (2009).

 

2‘Established’ parties refers to the PCF (Parti communiste français or Communist

 Party

); the PS (Parti socialiste

 or Socialist Party); the UDF (Union pour la démocratie française or Union for French Democracy), succeeded in 2007 by MoDem (Mouvement démocrate or Democratic Movement); and the RPR (Rassemblement

 pour la république or Rally for the Republic), succeeded in 2002 by the UMP (Union pour un mouvement populaire

 or Union for a Popular Movement) and in 2015 by Les Républicains (The Republicans).

 

3‘Alternative’ parties refers to the parties of the far left: LO or Lutte ouvrière

 (Workers’ Struggle) and LCR or Ligue communiste révolutionnaire (Revolutionary Communist League), which was succeeded in 2009 by NPA (Nouveau parti anticapitaliste

 or New Anticapitalist Party); the hard left: Parti de gauche (Left Party) and La France Insoumise

 (France Unbowed) led by Jean-Luc Mélenchon in 2012 and 2017 respectively; the ecologists (Les Verts and Europe 

Écologie), who together formed a new party, Europe Écologie

 – Les Verts or EELV, in 2010; the sovereignists: Mouvement pour la France (MPF

 or Movement for France) and Rassemblement

 pour la France (RPF

 or Rally for France); and the far right: (FN or Front national (National Front), since 2018 RN

 or Rassemblement national (National

 Rally) and MNR or Mouvement national républicain (National Republican Movement).

 

4See Appendix on data analysis for full details of CEVIPOF datasets.

 

5Diriez-vous que vous êtes habituellement très proche, assez proche, peu proche ou pas proche du tout d’un parti politique en particulier? [Would you say that you are generally very close, fairly close, not very close or not at all close to any particular political party?]

 

6CEVIPOF question on party affiliation: Voici une liste de partis ou mouvements politiques. Pouvez-vous me dire duquel vous vous sentez le plus proche ou, disons, le moins éloigné? [Here is a list of political parties or movements. Could you tell me which one you feel closest to, or the least distant from?]

 

7Although a different phenomenon from abstention (Pan Ké Shon 2004: 5), INSEE data shows that non-registration is also more prevalent among the blue-collar electorate. For example, in 2006, 14.9% of blue-collar workers were not registered compared with an average of 11.3% (Bronner 2006) and for the 2012 elections non-registration among blue-collar workers was also higher than the average of 7% (Niel and Lincot 2012). Both phenomena may be linked to levels of political interest.

 

8Net volatility is calculated as the sum of the absolute values (i.e. ignoring plus or minus) of all gains and all losses divided by two. Applied to France, the figures are: 1958–62: 7.6; 1962–67: 5.7; 1967–68: 10.1; 1968–73: 6.4; 1973–78: 10.9; 1978–81: 10.4; 1981–86: 12.3; 1986–88: 6.6; 1988–93: 19.0; 1993–97: 11.1; 1997–2002: 9.4; 2002–07: 10.6; 2007–12: 19.1 (My calculations based on the Pedersen index and election data from the French Ministry of the Interior.)
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Advanced industrial democracies have been profoundly marked by the process of post-industrialisation which began in the second half of the twentieth century as economic activity shifted away from the primary and secondary sectors of raw materials and manufacturing towards the tertiary sector of services. In France, the transformation from an industrial to a post-industrial society began at the beginning of the 1970s (Cohen 2006), towards the end of what Fourastié (1979) dubbed les trente glorieuses, the 30 golden years of post-war economic growth and rising standards of living. It was spearheaded by the technological revolution, which made possible a complete reorganisation of work, and by globalisation (Peugny 2009: 26–7).
Bell (1973) defines a post-industrial society as one in which at least half of the active population is employed in the tertiary or service sector. France had reached this stage by 1982. The transition from an industrial to a post-industrial society was manifested in the decline of the coal and steel industries, the introduction of nuclear energy and the automation of major industries such as car manufacturing. Blue-collar work in France has consequently undergone significant changes over the last 40 years which have had a powerful impact both in economic and social terms. Deindustrialisation means that the manual working class is now smaller, more dispersed, fragmented and insecure.
In this chapter, I will analyse changes in the composition, social status, self-perception and culture of the blue-collar workforce in France between 1978 and 2012 in order to understand how they have been affected by the evolution from industrialisation to post-industrialisation.
2.1 Measuring Social Class
Social class can be measured either objectively, usually based on occupation, or subjectively, in terms of an individual’s own sense of belonging to a class. When defining social classes, I have adapted Goldthorpe’s (1980) class schema,1 retaining three of his categories (higher salariat, lower salariat and routine non-manual workers) and adapting a fourth (the working class), which I will categorise as the manual working class to avoid ambiguity, since the term ‘working class’ is sometimes used, in English and in French,2 to encompass both manual workers and routine non-manual workers.
2.1.1 Objective Social Class
INSEE3 data shows that over the period the manual workforce in France has shrunk by almost 10%, from 30.4% in 1982 to 20.9% in 2012. In numbers, the total is down by 1.4 million, almost entirely unskilled workers, from 6.8 million to 5.4 million (Table 2.1).Table 2.1Manual workers in the French workforce, 1982–2012


	 	% manual workers
	Number of manual workers

	1982
	30.4
	6,838,000

	1992
	26.5
	6,043,000

	2002
	24.8
	6,122,000

	2012
	20.9
	5,396,000


Source: INSEE (2016)



According to INSEE (Fig. 2.1),4 between 1962 and 1982 manual workers made up the greater part of the workforce (39.1% in 1962, 37.4% in 1975 and 30.4% in 1982), and in 1962 even outnumbered the combined figure for the other two categories. By 1992 the salariat (higher

 and lower) had become the dominant category (33.4%), with routine non-manual workers in an intermediate position between these two categories in each year. Since 2002, manual workers have been overtaken by routine non-manual workers. The decline of the manual workforce and growth of the salariat have been maintained in subsequent decades to the point where in 2012 the salariat (42.5%) was more than double the size of the manual working class (20.9%).[image: ../images/487133_1_En_2_Chapter/487133_1_En_2_Fig1_HTML.png]
Fig. 2.1Occupational category, % French working population, 1962–2012. (Source: INSEE census data for 1962 and 1975; otherwise INSEE 2016)


2.1.2 Subjective Social Class
Subjective measurement of social class is here based firstly on the CEVIPOF survey question regarding the sense of belonging to a class.5 Responses in fact show a slight rise in those saying that they identify with a social class (from 56.5% to 57.9%) but also a rise over the period in those saying that they do not (from 39.2% to 41.7%). These findings are supported by recent data from the polling organisation Ifop (2013) which indicate a slight decrease in the percentage identifying with a social class, with only a small difference between manual workers and the population as a whole (from 58%/59% respectively in 1967 to 56%/53% in 2013).
In the 1988, 2002 and 2012 CEVIPOF surveys, respondents were further asked which class they felt they belonged to. Responses show a declining sense of belonging to the manual working class (la classe ouvrière, les ouvriers) and a rising identification with the middle class (la ou les classes moyennes) between 1988 and 2012 (Fig. 2.2). These figures are supported by polling data from Ipsos (2011), which shows a massive 75% of respondents identifying with the middle class (24% upper and 51% lower) with a mere 16% identifying themselves as working class. This compares with Michelat and Simon’s (1996: 177) finding that in 1966 and 1985 respectively 69% and 63% of manual workers identified with the manual working class while 13% and 11% identified with the middle class.[image: ../images/487133_1_En_2_Chapter/487133_1_En_2_Fig2_HTML.png]
Fig. 2.2Sense of belonging to the working or middle class, % blue-collar and all respondents, 1988–2012. (Source: CEVIPOF)


When analysis of the CEVIPOF data is restricted to the responses of manual workers, less than half feel that they belong to the working class. While in 1988 and 2002 this was the class with which they identified most strongly, in 2012 more identified with the middle class. This is consistent with Michelat and Simon’s (2004) finding of a sharp decline in the sense of belonging to the working class, particularly among the ‘core’ of workers who are most integrated into the manual group. The declining identification with the working class is reinforced by changes in the job titles used by firms, where workers are increasingly referred to as ‘operators’, ‘colleagues’ or ‘associates’.
Observations of growing blue-collar identification with the middle class are not confined to France. Writing about the British case, Evans and Mellon (2016: 3) comment that “The idea that everyone is becoming middle class has been a common theme in response to the growth of affluence in modern societies and also draws on the idea that social comparison processes with people around us result in self-placement in the middle of social hierarchies.” In the French case, Huelin (2013: 3) refers to French manual workers seeing themselves less and less as such and aspiring more and more to be middle class. As a result, la classe ouvrière loses its singularity and social visibility. This loss of working class consciousness (déconscientisation ouvrière) is strongest among the younger blue-collar generations. The aspirations of manual workers towards middle-class status in an affluent society might therefore become predominant, leading to a dilution of working-class culture in one vast middle class (Perrineau 2011). However, among some sections of the manual working class at least, the financial crash of 2008 is likely to have reversed this trend as awareness of inequalities grows (Evans and Mellon 2016: 3). According to Rey (2006: 551), the blue-collar worker of affluent times, attracted by the middle class way of life, will thus be replaced by the blue-collar worker of the financial crisis, preoccupied with the decline in his or her status and hostile to change.
Collovald and Schwartz (2006b) identify a more complex relationship between manual workers and other socioeconomic groups, a model they refer to as triangular rather than dichotomous since it is no longer simply an opposition between ‘us’ (“meaning all of those who didn’t get much education and are low on the hierarchy”) and ‘them’ (“the leaders, the governors, the powerful”). In addition to those ‘higher up’, there are those ‘lower down’, “poor families that take advantage of social assistance, the immigrants that don’t want to ‘integrate’, young people who are part of the ‘rabble’”. In between are ‘us’, a sort of ‘squeezed middle’, who feel that “wronged with respect to both of these groups [and] squeezed between the two groups, we are ultimately the least heard, the least listened to, the most poorly treated” (Collovald and Schwartz 2006b).
Among some blue-collar workers there is particular resentment towards immigrants which, according to Arzheimer (2013: 79) has “clear economic underpinnings [since] the vast majority of immigrants in Western Europe are unskilled or semi-skilled workers. They are therefore much more likely to be perceived as an economic threat to working-class than to middle-class voters, who might actually benefit from the additional supply of cheap labour”. Mergier and Fourquet (2011: 45) also note the feeling among manual workers that they alone are paying the price for the failure of integration, which confronts them directly and personally. Thus, a sense of economic insecurity exacerbated by the rising cost of food, rents, petrol and energy is compounded by a sense of cultural insecurity as new norms, such as the veil and halal food, are, as they see it, imposed upon them. At the same time, they may be more exposed to physical insecurity and anti-social behaviour than other sections of the population (Miquet-Marty 2011:137; Collovald and Schwartz 2006b).
Findings with regard to both objective and subjective class identity therefore indicate a shrinking manual working class and a weakening sense of belonging to this class in a post-industrial economy. As a result of the economic fallout from the financial crash of 2008 and the ensuing period of austerity, it may be that class identities and consciousness will be reinforced. Growing inequalities might either lead to rising individualism in an increasingly competitive economy or to heightened working-class awareness and a need for solidarity.
2.2 The Sociodemographic Composition of the Blue-Collar Electorate
In the next section, I will analyse in more detail changes to the sociodemographic composition of the blue-collar electorate based on INSEE data, looking in particular at trends regarding sex, age and education.
2.2.1 Sex
The gender balance among blue-collar workers has remained virtually unchanged at 80% male and 20% female in 1982 compared with 81% male and 19% female in 2012 (INSEE 2016). A breakdown by skilled and unskilled work shows that women have consistently been employed predominantly in unskilled jobs.
2.2.2 Age-Group
The majority of manual workers are consistently in the 25–49 age-group: 61% in 1982 and 62.4% in 2012 (Fig. 2.3). However, there has been an ageing of the manual workforce over the period, as the percentage in the 50+ age-group has risen and that in the 15–24 age-group has fallen. Yet younger manual workers (15–24 year-olds) make up a larger proportion of the French workforce than those in the 25+ age-bracket and represent more than a third of the working population in that age-group.[image: ../images/487133_1_En_2_Chapter/487133_1_En_2_Fig3_HTML.png]
Fig. 2.3% manual workers by age-group, 1982–2012. (Source: INSEE 2016) 


Unsurprisingly, the youngest age-group is the least skilled and there are more skilled than unskilled workers in the older age-groups. Skilled workers aged 25–49 consistently make up the largest section of the manual workforce.
2.2.3 Education
Using INSEE data,6 I have

 classified respondents by their highest level of education into four categories: primary or less, some secondary, baccalauréat and university. For most students from a blue-collar background, secondary education would include either the CAP (Certificat d’aptitude professionnelle or Certificate of Vocational Aptitude) or the BEP (Brevet d’études professionnelles or Diploma in Vocational Studies), students having been streamed at the lower secondary level in the collège at 14–15 years of age. Gendron (2009: 7) notes that the CAP “offers opportunities for gaining more specialized skills [and] mainly leads to employment” whereas the BEP gives students a more general training which can lead on to the vocational or technological baccalauréat (Baccalauréat technologique or Baccalauréat professionnel). A third, more academic, type of baccalauréat (Baccalauréat général) is taken by the majority of French students.
While the percentage of manual workers who have the baccalauréat is rising (from 3.3% in 1968 to 16.6% in 2008), for the majority of them the highest level of education is secondary or below, whereas the highest educational qualification (HEQ) for the majority in the population as a whole is a university degree (30%) (Fig. 2.4). Thus, despite the extension of educational opportunities, there are still significant inequalities in France with regard to qualifications. According to Poullaouec (2015: 33), while 82% of the higher salariat have a university degree, this applies to only 6% of manual workers. 42% of manual workers have a CAP or BEP and 28% have no qualifications at all.[image: ../images/487133_1_En_2_Chapter/487133_1_En_2_Fig4_HTML.png]
Fig. 2.4Highest level of education, % French workforce, 1968–2012. (Source: INSEE 2017) 


Multiple factors underlie these disparities. Some lie in the education system, where teachers may appear inaccessible and teaching methods geared more towards the most able pupils. Some lie in the home and the background of parents, who may be less able than their middle-class counterparts to offer cultural, financial and pedagogic support or career advice to their children, or to pursue the strategies available to more affluent and highly-educated parents as a means of retaining their children’s competitive advantage (Beaud and Pialoux 2012: 464–5; Centre d’observation de la société 2015; see also Centre d’observation de la société 2014a, 2017). Guibert and Mergier (2006: 54) note that the democratisation of education has not changed the social hierarchy of academic achievement or improved equality of opportunity because it is the first ten years of a child’s life that are the most crucial.
Not having the baccalauréat is becoming more and more of a handicap in an increasingly competitive labour market. Whereas once a CAP or an apprenticeship was considered a sign of working-class success, now not having the baccalauréat is seen as a failure. School then becomes another source of anxiety and insecurity for working-class families who lack the financial and cultural resources to supplement the education their children receive in the classroom. Dupin (2010), alluding to the work of Bourdieu (1984), observes that school is the other major arena of social distinction. Thus, while mass education and the emphasis on academic rather than vocational qualifications have improved social mobility for some working-class children, it has simply raised false hopes for others (Beaud 2003; Mischi et al. 2013, 2014). Manual work is no longer something to aspire to, yet over half of the children of blue-collar workers will become manual workers like their parents, more or less the same as 30 years ago, despite having spent longer in education. At the same time, blue-collar workers with higher levels of education are confronted by a paradox: they are encouraged to achieve higher levels of education but then are often overqualified for the only type of work available to them.
2.2.4 Ethnicity
Due to historical restrictions

 on compiling statistics on ethnicity in France, there is little longitudinal data. However, INSEE (1998, 2012) figures indicate that between 1995 and 2010 the percentage of immigrants in the manual workforce rose from 12.5% to 32%, of whom 11.3% were skilled and 14.8% unskilled in 1995 compared with 18% skilled and 14% unskilled in 2010. (See also Perrin-Haynes 2008 and Jolly et al. 2012.) There are more immigrants in the manual workforce than in other occupational categories.
In summary, over the period, the main sociodemographic change has been the size of the manual workforce, which has shrunk by almost 10%, from 30.4% in 1982 to 20.9% in 2012. While the percentage of manual workers with the baccalauréat is rising, they still have the lowest level of education of all social groups (Gougou and Mayer 2013: 60). The gender breakdown has remained virtually the same and women continue to be predominantly employed in unskilled jobs. The majority of manual workers are consistently in the 25–49 age-group but over the period the percentage in the 50+ age-group has risen and that in the 15–24 age-group has fallen. As is to be expected, the youngest age-group is the least skilled while there are more skilled than unskilled workers in the older age-groups. Skilled workers aged 25–49 consistently make up the largest section of the manual workforce. There are more immigrants in the manual workforce than in other occupational categories and the percentage is rising.
2.3 The Transformation of Blue-Collar Employment
As a result of automation, globalisation

 and recession (most recently the financial crash of 2008), the nature and conditions of manual work have been transformed over the last four decades. If the causes have been economic and technological, the impact has been social and human. It is not only the manual working class that has been affected by these changes but they have been most exposed to the resulting job insecurity and unemployment.
The succession of oil shocks in 1974 and 1979 marked the end of les trente glorieuses, triggering a decline which accelerated from the middle of the 1980s onwards (Mahieu 2014: 11), and in 1992 France was hit by the global recession. Major restructuring in sectors of heavy industry such as steelmaking, shipbuilding and car manufacture in the 1970s led to deindustrialisation and unemployment which have hollowed out whole industries and regions, particularly in northern and eastern France (Michelat and Simon 2004). While industrial workers made up 50% of the manual workforce in 1982, this had fallen below 40% by 2012. The majority of blue-collar workers are now employed in the service sector, more than half in companies with less than 50 employees, often located in rural areas (Amossé 2015; Mouterde 2016b; Mischi et al. 2013, 2014). There has been a diversification of manual work with 15% of blue-collar workers employed in the construction industry and their number is increasing in other sectors such as logistics, transport and catering (Mischi et al. 2013, 2014; Brustier and Huelin 2009: 52; Gougou and Mayer 2013: 172).
2.3.1 Skilled Versus Unskilled Workers
The manual workforce has decreased by 1.4 million since 1982. These are primarily unskilled workers (Fig. 2.5) who have been made redundant by the introduction of automation, computerisation and robotisation (so-called ‘deskilling’). According to Mischi et al. (2013, 2014), between 1982 and 2009, the number of people employed in industry declined by a quarter for skilled workers (from 1.6 million to 1.2 million) and by a third for unskilled workers (from 2.4 million to 1.6 million). Thus, the manual workforce is now much more skilled than it was 30 years ago, with a 66% to 34% skilled to unskilled ratio in 2012 compared with 53% to 47% in 1982 (INSEE 2016).[image: ../images/487133_1_En_2_Chapter/487133_1_En_2_Fig5_HTML.png]
Fig. 2.5Skilled

 and unskilled manual workers, % of French working population, 1982–2012. (Source: INSEE 2016)


2.3.2 Methods of Production
New production methods introduced in the late 1980s and early 1990s have also involved a significant transformation of manual work, particularly in the car and aircraft industries. The Toyota Production System (TPS) (also known as ‘just-in time’ or lean manufacturing), with its emphasis on small teams, skills diversification, reduced flow-times and individual bonuses, can lead to a deterioration in working conditions with a more competitive, fragmented and pressured workplace (Brustier and Huelin 2009: 51). The use of cheaper immigrant labour, outsourcing and sub-contracting have led both to a gradual reduction in the size of the manual workforce within the working population as a whole and to an increasing internal differentiation within it (Rey 2004: 132). For example in the car industry there has been a dramatic rise in the percentage of components produced by subcontractors, who rely heavily on young, often temporary, workers (Courtois 2002; Beaud and Pialoux 2015).
2.3.3 Terms of Employment
Mischi et al. (2013, 2014) describe a deterioration

 in employment conditions, mainly due to the development of underemployment (part-time workers who would prefer full-time jobs) and short-term contracts (fixed-term contracts, temporary work and internships) since the beginning of the 1980s. Between 1975 and 2012, the French working population aged 15–64 grew from 22.1 to 28.3 million. This increase represented 1.3 million full-time jobs, 2.9 million part-time jobs and 1.3 million unemployed. In 2012, part-time workers made up 16% of the working population compared with 7% in 1975. Unemployment and part-time work have increased at a far greater rate than full-time work (Cabannes 2014: 55). Similarly, the proportion of unskilled workers on temporary contracts has increased by 22% in the last 20 years. In 2012, a third of unskilled and 13% of unskilled workers had a temporary contract, compared with 6% among the higher salariat (de Guigné 2017). Rey (2004: 138) notes that since 1997 the two main temping agencies, Manpower and Adecco, have been the biggest employers in the private sector in France. Manual workers are the first to be affected by the casualisation of work. In 2013, the rate of job insecurity among manual workers stood at 14%, with unskilled workers making up a quarter of those in insecure work, twice as many as routine non-manual workers and four times as many as the higher salariat (Centre d’observation de la société 2014b). Terms of remuneration have also deteriorated because of wage stagnation and lack of career progression as internal promotion systems are closed down. In 2012, 29% of unskilled manual workers were on low pay, defined as salaries of less than two-thirds of the net median monthly salary (Centre d’observation de la société 2012). All of this makes Nicolas Sarkozy’s

 2007 election slogan ‘Travailler plus pour gagner plus’ [Work more to earn more] ring hollow.
2.3.4 Unemployment
Unemployment increased in France after the mid-1970s and by the mid-1980s the country was experiencing mass unemployment which affected manual workers more than any other socioeconomic group (Cabannes 2014: 55; Rey 2004: 137) and unskilled workers more than skilled workers (Fig. 2.6). Mayer (2012) notes that the level of unemployment among unskilled workers exceeds 25%, compared with an average of around 9%. Between 1975 and 2012, unemployment increased from less than a million to almost 3 million. In 2012, the unemployed represented 10% of the working population (aged 15–64) compared with 3% in 1975 (Cabannes 2014: 55).[image: ../images/487133_1_En_2_Chapter/487133_1_En_2_Fig6_HTML.png]
Fig. 2.6Unemployment rate, % French population, 1982–2012. (Source: INSEE 2016)


2.3.5 The Special Case of Younger Manual Workers
Younger manual workers stand out as a special case in a number of ways. Those aged 24 and below make up a larger proportion of the French workforce than those in the older age-groups (Fig. 2.7). As well as being more exposed to unemployment, younger workers are far more likely to experience job insecurity, working on temporary or ‘zero-hours’ contracts in the ‘gig’ economy (l’économie des petits boulots). They move between employment and unemployment, working in the service or industrial sector, in manual or non-manual jobs. For this generation, job insecurity has become the normal state of affairs and career progression a thing of the past. For many young blue-collar workers, the highest aspiration now is a permanent contract (Mouterde 2016a; Courtois 2002; see also Thibault 2013).[image: ../images/487133_1_En_2_Chapter/487133_1_En_2_Fig7_HTML.png]
Fig. 2.7Unemployment rate, % skilled and unskilled manual workers, by age-group, 1982–2012. (Source: INSEE 2016) 


Like their generation as a whole, young blue-collar workers are more likely to experience downward social mobility than older age-groups. Despite being better qualified than ever, young manual workers are poorly integrated into the world of work and tend to have a worse standard of living than their parents. Peugny (2009: 44) refers to them as a sacrificed generation, who may experience downward mobility either in relation to their parents’ social position or to expectations based on their own (higher) level of education (or both). As Brustier and Huelin (2009: 51) put it, these are young people who have left school with qualifications such as the baccalauréat or brevet de technicien supérieur (BTS)7 and do not think of themselves as ouvriers (Schwartz 2012: 9). Indeed these ‘heirs’ to working-class culture are even ashamed of their inheritance, aspiring instead to the lifestyles they see portrayed in the media and on the internet (Brustier and Huelin 2009: 51). While some of these children of manual workers will achieve upward social mobility, others will be ultimately disappointed. Moreover, the trade unions no longer play a significant role in the training or politicisation of young workers or provide the solidarity from which earlier generations benefited.
2.3.6 Trade Unions
Decades of deindustrialisation

 have severely weakened the trade union movement. According to Andolfatto and Labbé (2012: 3), between 1967 and 1977 almost 30% of employees were unionised but in the following decade the rate of unionisation halved. This decline continued, albeit at a slower pace, in the 1990s and 2000s. In 2013, trade union membership among blue-collar workers stood at around 10%, mainly in the public sector (DARES 2016: 6). Neither of the two biggest unions, the CGT (Confédération générale

 du travail or General Confederation of Labour), closely linked to the PCF until the 1990s, and the CFDT (Confédération française démocratique

 du travail or French Democratic Confederation of Labour), once similarly linked to the PS, now plays any significant role in training the younger generation of workers, which had been such an important part of their original mission.
New management methods, such as work in smaller teams, relocation of production units and the individualisation of pay settlements, have marginalised trade unions and union representatives, making it easier to bypass collective action on working conditions or wages (Mischi et al. 2013, 2014). In some organisations, trade unions have been blacklisted or persecuted in other ways (Brustier and Huelin 2009: 51; Michelat and Simon 2004) and workers lose the protection and workplace representation that trade unions have traditionally offered or the opportunities for collective mobilisation. The skilled workers who were traditionally the most active, what Braconnier (2010: 19) describes as the aristocratie ouvrière (blue-collar aristocracy) who spearheaded political engagement among the working class, are also demoralised by job insecurity and the threat of unemployment.
To sum up, deindustrialisation, globalisation and automation have overall had a destabilising and dislocating impact on blue-collar work, leading to a loss of earning power, reduced status, growing insecurity, isolation, fragmentation and ultimately a greater sense of disempowerment. For these so-called ‘losers of modernisation’ (Kitschelt 1995), the limitations imposed on them and their difficult, often unpleasant, working conditions are now less likely to be compensated for by financial security, the prospect of promotion or collective solidarity (Schwartz 2012: 7).
Internal divisions within the manual working class are not a recent phenomenon but they are multiplying, producing a growing sense of inequality between young and old, those with permanent contracts and those without, full-time and part-time workers, the employed and the unemployed (Collovald and Schwartz 2006a, b). This weakening of previously solid class ties and identity is exacerbated by fiercer competition for limited opportunities and greater individualism in a climate of ‘everyone for themselves’. Family relationships have also been affected. Whereas at one time, generations of the same family might work in the same factory, with parents passing on their knowledge and experience to their children, this kind of continuity has been lost. There is even a reversal of roles as the child teaches the parent new skills, which may be perceived as undermining parental status and dignity (Michelat and Simon 2004). Thus, the insecurity and devaluing of manual work also have a psychological impact, increasing levels of stress and bringing a loss of self-esteem, a sense of failure and purposelessness. As Perrineau puts it (2011), the blue-collar workforce is no longer rooted at the heart of an industrial society but far more dispersed. As a consequence of the multiple transformations that have occurred in their working life, the manual working class has also lost its social visibility and cohesion. The repercussions of these developments on blue-collar culture will be explored in the next section.
2.4 Blue-Collar Culture
2.4.1 The Importance of Family and Community
DeAngelis’ (1982) study

 of blue-collar workers

 in France paints a picture of a way of life which is home-centred and has limited engagement with wider culture except through television and the newspapers, with most interest shown in “local and regional news, sports, or human interest sections” (DeAngelis 1982: 91). He finds a strong “reliance on family, kin and neighbourhood social relations (rather than unions, parties and government) especially when times are hard” and a “reluctance to move geographically, even for higher potential salary, because of the social, economic and emotional risks involved in change” (DeAngelis 1982: 236). He emphasises the importance in these traditionally tight-knit and family-oriented communities of stability and security. People do not “engage in such middle-class activities as inviting friends in for cards, drinks or chats, or joining many voluntary organizations (especially civic or self-improvement ones). Instead, when not busy with chores or work, they are in their gardens, out for a walk, playing or watching soccer, fishing or hunting, fixing things up, watching tv or chatting with families and relatives around the kitchen table” (DeAngelis 1982: 63). The primacy of the private domain is fundamental to this way of life.
DeAngelis’ account bears some similarities to the “privatised world centred on the family” described by Hoggart (1957: 86) decades earlier in his work on British working-class life. Here again “[s]tability is a key goal”. Great weight is placed on what is local, personal and concrete and can be “understood, managed, trusted [and] is real and recognizable”, and there is a wariness of outsiders. Yet despite the profound cultural changes which have taken place in the intervening years, Schwartz’s (2012) description of working-class life in a former mining community in Pas-de-Calais half a century later highlights the continuing prevalence of many of the same priorities: close family ties, the importance of the home and the neighbourhood, a highly-valued private life which can manifest itself in a form of defensive withdrawal into the safety of this familiar space (Schwartz 2012: 20, 515ff). A female manual worker, interviewed by Miquet-Marty (2011: 98–99), describes the alienation between ‘them’ up there, in the media, who live in their world and talk amongst themselves, with their language and their codes, and ‘us’ down here, in the real world, “moi et mes proches, ma vie et la vie de mes proches” [me and those close to me, my life and the lives of those close to me]. There is also what Schwartz (2012: 5) calls an ambivalent relationship with modernity, which offers real opportunities but at the same time places in jeopardy people’s support systems and what little control they have achieved in their lives.
The transformation of blue-collar working life has had major repercussions for their way of life as a whole and if the desire for stability and security are still at its core, the working-class world is now characterised by insecurity, both economic and cultural. These various forms of insecurity have had a profound effect on the way of life of a social group for whom security and stability, derived from family support and strong local roots, are central to their well-being. One social repercussion of deindustrialisation has been the geographical relocation of workplaces, affecting not only where families live and their local communities but also the integrity of the family, leading to what Mischi et al. (2014) describe as “a profound crisis of social reproduction. Working-class families are seeing local job opportunities for their children become scarce, with ‘their’ factory relocated elsewhere.” Moreover, the closure or relocation of factories has a knock-on effect on the entire local economy of an area and on its social life and facilities.
2.4.2 Geographical (Dis)location
A major source of destabilisation for blue-collar workers has been the upheaval caused by the relocation of their places of work (factories and workshops). Since the Industrial Revolution, manual workers had traditionally lived in the inner cities but over the last 40 years two factors have disrupted this way of life. Economic transformations have driven what has been called an urban exodus (exode urbain) as people migrate from the inner cities to suburban and rural locations, the reverse of the rural exodus (exode rural) which took place in the nineteenth century as agricultural workers moved from the countryside to the towns and cities. This has been compounded by the gentrification of many city centres leading to a shortage of social housing and rises in the cost of private accommodation.
According to Mischi et al. (2014), “Workers now live mainly in the suburbs (either in apartment blocks on social-housing estates or in private developments of houses, typically on the urban fringes), as well as in more remote rural areas. They represent a particularly high proportion of the population in the villages and small industrial towns that dot the French countryside and which constitute working-class spaces where few members of the ‘ruling classes’ live”. Just over half of blue-collar workers now live either in rural communes (30.4%) or in towns of less than 20,000 inhabitants (20.6%). The figure for those living in Paris (10.7%) or other cities of more than 200,000 inhabitants (20.8%) is below the national average (Centre d’observation de la société 2014c). Mischi et al. (2014) refer to this as ‘spatial segregation’, in contrast to the spatial aggregation or concentration of blue-collar workers in urban working-class neighbourhoods in the 1950s and 1960s. This aggregation “was often a mobilising force for the working classes, with workers dominating the political scene in some industrial towns, thus facilitating access to municipal government for the most established and skilled workers – particularly via the networks of the CGT trade

 union and the French communist party”. However, since the 1980s there has been “a transformation of the blue-collar labour market that has well and truly broken the link between place of residence and place of employment” (Mischi et al. 2014). The traditional industrial heartlands, particularly in northern and eastern France, have been hardest hit. Yet Huelin (2013: 19) finds that the highest concentrations of blue-collar workers are still to be found in the northern half of the country and particularly in the suburbs to the north of Paris. These industrial regions make up part of what Brustier and Huelin (2009: 49) call la France periphérique (peripheral France), isolated from the development of major conurbations and blighted by social decline.
Blue-collar workers and their families have borne the brunt of the economic developments of the late twentieth and early twenty-first centuries, which in turn have had a significant social and cultural impact on their lives. These changes will have been felt particularly keenly by a social group for whom strong community ties and local roots have been a source of stability and security in an uncertain and often hostile world.
2.4.3 The Invisibility of the Blue-Collar Electorate
A further consequence of the decline of the manual working class, and one which has profound political significance, is its growing invisibility in French society. Once the subject of intense political and media attention, la classe ouvrière has been relatively absent from the contemporary discourse on French society and politics. There has been what Mischi et al. (2014) refer to as a ‘symbolic erasure’ of blue-collar workers as a recognised group in French society, due in part to their spatial relegation but also to the decline of organisations which used to vigorously represent, defend and promote their interests.

[W]e talk less and less about the working classes. This withdrawal is rooted in the decline of organisations that used to represent these classes, especially the French communist party and the CGT …. In the course of this decline, not only have labour organisations lost their working-class sociological base, but they have also abandoned any reference to this base in their speeches and communications. For political parties, the working classes have ceased to be a priority target. (Mischi et al. 2014)



As Rey (2004: 13) puts it, where once la classe ouvrière was the object of intense social and political interest, by the end of the 1990s it was of interest to hardly anyone. De Guigné (2017) notes that while manual workers make up more than 20% of the working population, their media visibility is in general virtually zero.8 For Beaud and Pialoux (2012: 10), manual workers now seem like survivors of another age. There is little interest in or concern about them in the political and media spheres except when firms outsource production to low-wage countries or when journalists and politicians notice that they are increasingly turning to the FN to express a sense of helplessness and rage. The disappearance of manual workers from the focus of attention, or désouvriérisation

, is also associated with the (false) concept of moyennisation: “the idea of a French society with nothing but a middle class, a ‘middlised’ society in which class cleavages have been erased under the effects of mass consumption, the widespread availability of education, and an expansion of services” (Collovald and Schwartz 2006b).
The shockwaves sent by the first round of the 2002 presidential elections brought blue-collar workers back into the public eye. The failure of the PS candidate, Lionel Jospin, to win enough votes to go through to the second round was attributed in large part to his perceived desertion of this electorate. “We suddenly realised that these categories still held considerable demographic and sociological weight in contemporary France” (Collovald and Schwartz 2006b). Despite its numerical and symbolic decline, the manual working class still carries considerable clout in electoral terms. In 2012, 5.4 million manual workers represented almost 12% of mainland France’s 46 million registered voters. This is a body of citizens which the political parties ignore at their peril.
2.5 Conclusion
Taken together, these changes in working conditions and way of life have profoundly demoralised and devitalised working-class culture and led to a weakening of the power of the manual workforce, which experiences greater fragmentation, loss of solidarity and cohesion. A growing section of the manual working class has found itself cut off from what Rey (2004: 144) calls ‘modes of collective identification’ as a result of unemployment and temporary, part-time or insecure work. Geographical dislocation and shifts of manpower from manufacturing to services mean that the manual workforce is less visible in French society. Deunionisation has disrupted the relationship between workers, unions and political parties (Huelin 2013: 4).
Perceptions that the left has lost interest in this socioeconomic group have also contributed to a sense of isolation and abandonment, which has been experienced with some bitterness. As in other western democracies, it is those with lower social status and lower levels of education beset by economic insecurity and a deteriorating quality of life who are increasingly drawn towards national populist parties such as the FN (Betz 1993). In the next chapter, I will examine changes in the partisanship of the blue-collar electorate and in particular its relationship with the PS and the PCF.
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Footnotes
1Occupational categories are classified as follows: Higher salariat
: higher-grade professionals, administrators and officials and managers in large industrial establishments (cadres, professions intellectuelles); Lower salariat
: lower-grade professionals, administrators and officials; higher-grade technicians; managers in small industrial establishments; supervisors of non-manual employees (professions intermédiaires); Routine non-manual: higher and lower grade employees in administration and commerce (employés); Working class: skilled, semi-skilled and unskilled manual workers (ouvriers). See Appendix on Data Analysis for details of the categories of manual worker included in the CEVIPOF datasets.

 

2In French, there are two terms, la classe ouvrière and les classes populaires
. Les classes populaires
 however includes both ouvriers [manual workers] and employés [routine non-manual workers].

 

3INSEE: Institut national de la statistique et des études économiques [National Institute for Statistics and Economic Studies]

 

4Based on INSEE’s classification of socioprofessional categories (CSP or Catégorie socio-professionnelle until 1982 and PCS or Professions et catégories socio-professionnelles since then). https://​www.​insee.​fr/​en/​metadonnees/​definition/​c1493.

 

5Avez-vous le sentiment d’appartenir à une classe sociale? [Do you feel that you belong to a social class?]

 

6INSEE figures are for those aged 15 and above

 

7Brevet de technicien supérieur (BTS) is a higher education vocational diploma awarded after two years post-baccalauréat study in specific professional fields.

 

8See also the 2011 report Représentation de la société française à la télévision by the CSA (Conseil supérieur de l’audiovisuel or Higher Audiovisual Council) which found that the representation of manual workers on television is substantially below their actual presence in society and that people from the least advantaged backgrounds are rarely discussed. http://​www.​ladocumentationf​rancaise.​fr/​var/​storage/​rapports-publics/​114000389.​pdf
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It was the classic work of Michelat and Simon (1977) that highlighted the influence of cleavage voting in France and in particular the influence of social class (especially in the relationship between the working class and the left), and religion (anticlericalism being associated with left-wing voting and Catholicism with right-wing voting). The importance of these so-called ‘heavy

 variables’ (variables lourdes) is addressed in Mayer and Boy (1997), along with the other major determinant of French voting behaviour, left-right orientation. The extent to which these factors continue to play a role in blue-collar partisanship, in terms of party identification and voting patterns, are the focus of this chapter.
3.1 Changes in Blue-Collar Partisanship, 1978–2012
Although the parties of the left may be typically perceived as representing the interests of manual workers, the French left has never been able to take their vote for granted, nor has the blue-collar electorate ever been a politically homogeneous group (Gougou 2007: 15, 17). While it is true that until the end of the 1970s blue-collar workers voted predominantly for the established left, and primarily for the PCF, a significant proportion of this electorate has voted for the established right (Michelat and Simon 2012: 1) and the left has never won more than 70% of the blue-collar vote. As Guibert and Mergier (2006: 23) put it, “l’adhésion populaire à la gauche n’est ni automatique ni naturelle” [Working-class support for the left is neither automatic nor natural].
The Gaullist period (1958–69) illustrates this. In the first legislative elections under the Fifth Republic in 1958, a significant proportion of blue-collar workers (30%) voted for the Gaullists. In 1962, the figure was 21%, compared with the PCF’s 25% out of a total of 43% of blue-collar votes for the left. De Gaulle’s

 popularity with this electorate culminated in his victory over Mitterrand, the candidate of the left, in the first round of the 1965 presidential election when he won 43% of blue-collar votes against Mitterrand’s

 37%. In the second round, Mitterrand prevailed with blue-collar voters, winning 55% against de Gaulle’s

 45%, the exact reverse of his result in the electorate as a whole (Guibert and Mergier 2006: 23–24; Michelat and Simon 2012: 1). After reaching a first peak in the 1967 legislative elections when they won 46% of the national vote in the second round, the parties of the left again lost ground to the Gaullist right in the aftermath of the events of May 1968 and the negotiation of the Grenelle Agreements, which led to a general increase in wages (Gougou and Mayer 2013: 161). In 1969, the Gaullist presidential candidate, Pompidou, equalled the score of the left’s Duclos (33%) but the tide was turning and the alignment of the blue-collar vote with the PCF and, after its foundation in 1969, the PS slowly but gradually began to consolidate.
The economic success of this period, with its exceptional growth, full employment and rising incomes, cannot by itself explain the blue-collar vote for the Gaullists. Other aspects of Gaullism appealed to the blue-collar electorate, in particular the personalised image of de Gaulle himself which was so powerfully projected and the fact that he was “associated on left and right with stability, order, leadership, national pride, unity and independence” (DeAngelis 1982: 192). Guibert and Mergier (2006: 23) support this view, noting the resonance that the idea of ‘nation’ can hold for the working class, as can the authority of the state and the impact of personality. De Gaulle’s

 claim to be neither left nor right and therefore above partisan politics was also a major factor in his appeal to those blue-collar voters for whom social questions were not the dominant or only issues.
If blue-collar affiliation with the left should not be overstated, neither should it be underestimated. This class vote for the left peaked in the 1970s and 1980s with the success of the Union de la Gauche (Union of the Left), the electoral alliance formed between the PS, PCF and MRG (Mouvement

 des radicaux de gauche or Movement of Radicals of the Left) from 1972 to 1977, and Mitterrand’s

 victories in 1981 and 1988. For Michelat and Simon (2004), it was at this time ‘normal’ for manual workers to place themselves on the left, to vote for the left, particularly the PCF, and to turn out for elections. Brustier and Huelin (2009: 50) describe this leftism as being organised around a sense of belonging to the working class and to the system of identification and opposition which proceeded from it. Anti-liberalism or even anti-capitalism, while not exclusive to blue-collar workers, was for this social group rooted in a set of demands and aspirations, charged with emotion, linked to the difficulty of their lives. Perrineau (2011) also sees this support for the left as being part of a genuine working-class culture. According to Michelat and Simon (2004), it expresses the hope that the left might make a difference to their lives more than the expectation that they will completely transform French society.
However, between 1978 and 2012, significant changes took place in blue-collar patterns of partisanship and these trends will be the focus of this chapter. As set out in Chap. 1, the distinctiveness of partisan dealignment among blue-collar voters manifests itself in differences in strength of party identification, support for established or alternative parties, and turnout. In this chapter, I will build up a more detailed picture of these aspects of blue-collar partisanship, particularly (but not exclusively) in relationship to the parties of the established left, and determine when blue-collar attachment to the established left weakened. I will explore this relationship through an analysis of left-right self-placement on the political spectrum, party identification and voting in national elections. I will also assess the impact of age and generation on blue-collar identification with the established left and test a number of hypotheses regarding blue-collar voters’ partisanship over time and in comparison with the electorate as a whole. Finally, I will consider the appeal of the alternative parties of left and right, as well as abstention, to these voters.
3.2 Left-Right Orientation
The left-right ideological cleavage

 has been the fundamental cleavage in French society since the French Revolution and as Lewis-Beck (1984: 446) observes: “ideological identity appears generally to serve as the French voter’s compass, pointing a course across the turbulent sea of French politics”. In part, this is due to institutional factors. The two-ballot electoral system used during the Fifth Republic in legislative elections (except in 1986) and in presidential elections means that a voter’s preferred party candidate may be eliminated in the first round. In this case, an alternative has to be chosen in the second round and this candidate is often the one representing the voter’s ‘political family’ of left or right. Parodi (1989: 149) describes this as a more subtle form of party identification: “on est communiste et de gauche, UDF et de droite” [one is communist and on the left, UDF and on the right].
In this section, I will use CEVIPOF data on left-right self-placement1 to establish whether blue-collar voters have indeed tended to place themselves on the left of the political spectrum. I will test two hypotheses: firstly that blue-collar voters place themselves on the left rather than the right of the political spectrum (Hypothesis 3.1) and secondly that they place themselves on the left of the political spectrum more than the average voter (Hypothesis 3.2).
Hypothesis 3.1 is confirmed. Throughout the period, blue-collar workers placed themselves on the left of the political spectrum more than on the right (Fig. 3.1). The second hypothesis is confirmed between 1978 and 2007, although the gap progressively narrowed over the period (Fig. 3.2). In 2012, this trend was reversed, with blue-collar voters placing themselves on the left less than the average (42%/45.3%).[image: ../images/487133_1_En_3_Chapter/487133_1_En_3_Fig1_HTML.png]
Fig. 3.1Left-right self-placement, % blue-collar respondents, 1978–2012. (Source: CEVIPOF)

[image: ../images/487133_1_En_3_Chapter/487133_1_En_3_Fig2_HTML.png]
Fig. 3.2Self-placement on the left, % blue-collar and all respondents, 1978–2012. (Source: CEVIPOF)


The 3-point scale used between 1997 and 2012 offers respondents three choices: left, right and neither left nor right. The data here indicates an overall decline in blue-collar orientation to the left (albeit with a rise in 2012), a steady rise in those placing them on the right and a marginal increase over the period in those placing themselves neither on the left nor the right (Fig. 3.3). It should be noted, however, that placing oneself neither on the left or right does not necessarily indicate either non-partisanship or moderation. In fact, there is a strong correlation between placing oneself neither on the left nor right and voting for the far right. 28% of such voters voted for Le Pen or Mégret in the first round of the 2002 presidential election (Mayer 2003: 63).[image: ../images/487133_1_En_3_Chapter/487133_1_En_3_Fig3_HTML.png]
Fig. 3.3Self-placement on the left, right or neither (3-point scale), % blue-collar respondents, 1978–2012. (Source: CEVIPOF)


In a further refinement based on the 7-point scale used in 1978, 1988 and 2002, we can see a consistent trend towards growing blue-collar self-placement on the far left and far right (Fig. 3.4), a point to which we will return later in the chapter.[image: ../images/487133_1_En_3_Chapter/487133_1_En_3_Fig4_HTML.png]
Fig. 3.4Self-placement from far left to far right (7-point scale), % blue-collar respondents, 1978–2002. (Source: CEVIPOF)


To sum up, then, throughout the period, blue-collar workers placed themselves on the left of the political spectrum more than on the right and between 1978 and 2007 they placed themselves on the left of the political spectrum more than the average voter. There has been a decline over the period in blue-collar orientation to the left and for the first time in 2012 fewer blue-collar voters placed themselves on the left than the average. There has also been a steady rise in those placing themselves on the right, a slight increase in those placing themselves neither on the left nor the right and a consistent trend towards growing blue-collar self-placement on the far left and far right.
3.3 Party Identification: Blue-Collar Voters and the Left
In the next section, I will test two hypotheses concerning the blue-collar relationship with the parties of the left in order to see whether these are consistent with their left-right self-placement. The first hypothesis is that blue-collar voters feel closer to the parties of the left than to the parties of the right (Hypothesis 3.3). The second is that blue-collar voters feel closer to the parties of the left than the average voter (Hypothesis 3.4).
Hypothesis 3.3 is supported, but decreasingly so over the period, especially in the last two election years when the gap between identification with the left and right narrowed to less than 10% (Fig. 3.5). However, except in 2007, the same is true of the French electorate as a whole, although the gap between average support for the left and the right is much narrower. Hypothesis 3.4 is therefore not confirmed. What is of particular significance is that in 2012, for the first time, there was greater support for the parties of the left among the electorate as a whole than among blue-collar workers. Over the period, the difference between blue-collar voters and all voters in terms of their identification with the parties of the right has also considerably narrowed (from 14.2% in 1978 to 3.5% in 2012). Overall, then, blue-collar voters do feel closer to the parties of the left than those of the right but since 2002 they have identified only slightly less with the parties of the right than the average voter.[image: ../images/487133_1_En_3_Chapter/487133_1_En_3_Fig5_HTML.png]
Fig. 3.5Feel close to party of the left or right, % blue-collar and all respondents, 1978–2012. (Source: CEVIPOF)


3.4 Blue-Collar Attachment to the PS and PCF
I now want to establish which of the two parties of the established left (the PS and the PCF) blue-collar voters have felt closer to over the period in question.
Attachment to the PCF has been consistently higher among blue-collar voters than in the electorate as a whole but plummeted from 27.5% in 1978 to 8.7% in 1988, with much of this transferred to the PS (Fig. 3.6). The party suffered a further significant loss of blue-collar support in 2007 (down to 3.9%) and again in 2012 (2.5%) when it stood as part of the Front de gauche (Left

 Front).2[image: ../images/487133_1_En_3_Chapter/487133_1_En_3_Fig6_HTML.png]
Fig. 3.6Feel close to PS or PCF, % blue-collar and all respondents, 1978–2012. (Source: CEVIPOF)


For the PS, the most dramatic shift occurred between 1988, when 46.9% of blue-collar respondents declared their attachment, and 1997, by which time this had fallen to 29.8%. In 2012, only 20.5% of blue-collar voters felt close to the PS. Comparison with the wider electorate indicates that attachment to the PS among blue-collar workers was higher than in the electorate as a whole between 1978 and 2002, hitting a peak in 1988. In 2007 and 2012, it fell below average levels of support for the PS. 2012 marked the party’s lowest point over this period.
3.5 Blue-Collar Party Identification: Generational Change
In the final section on party identification, I will consider generational differences between younger and older blue-collar voters. These are likely to occur because of variation over time in the socialisation and politicisation of the manual workforce. If a progressive weakening of class ties is contributing to changes in the process of political socialisation, we would expect it to be most perceptible in the younger age-groups who have not been socialised into politics in the same way as previous generations and may have grown up in a non-partisan or anti-party environment. I will therefore test the hypothesis that blue-collar identification with the established left is stronger among older than younger blue-collar voters (Hypothesis 3.5).
3.5.1 Political Socialisation
Political socialisation plays a vital role in inculcating and reinforcing partisan loyalties. Partisan ties are transmitted from one generation to the next initially through children’s exposure to their parents’ social and political loyalties. This early socialisation may then be reinforced by affirmative experiences in later life within the workplace or in a wider social context through religious, trade union or (notably in the case of the PCF) party political affiliations. For Gaxie (2007), the intergenerational transmission of partisan sympathies is more difficult now than in the past, as family members who formerly had ties with the working-class movement have detached from it and are now cut off from the processes of mobilisation. Political socialisation is also subject to period effects due to the impact of a specific period or historical event on an age cohort. We might therefore expect those cohorts who were politically socialised during these events to have distinct profiles. Changes in the partisanship of succeeding cohorts of manual workers underline the significance of context (social, economic, political and geopolitical) to the experiences of different generations and its impact on voting behaviour. They can thus highlight key moments in the changing relationship between voters and the political parties.
3.5.2 Age-Group
In 1978, it was the youngest blue-collar voters who identified most strongly with the parties of the established left. By contrast, in 2012, the two youngest age-groups had the weakest identification with these parties (Fig. 3.7). It is clearly among these younger voters (18–34 year-olds) that identification with the PS and PCF has fallen most dramatically, whereas the decline among the 65+ age-group has been much more gradual.[image: ../images/487133_1_En_3_Chapter/487133_1_En_3_Fig7_HTML.png]
Fig. 3.7Party identification with the PS or PCF by age-group, % blue-collar respondents, 1978–2012. (Source: CEVIPOF)


3.5.3 Cohorts
I will now test the same hypothesis (that blue-collar identification with the established left is stronger among older than younger blue-collar voters) based on cohorts. The survey data allows us to follow four cohorts between 1978 and 2012 and a fifth since 1988. The oldest cohort, Cohort 1, was born between 1931 and 1940, either before or just after the outbreak of the Second World War and would have first voted in elections between 1952 and 1961. We would expect this to be the most politically-socialised cohort, being part of a well-organised working class supported by strong trade unions. In the French context, Gougou (2007: 18) refers to it as the heroic generation (génération héroïque) of manual workers who were shaped and supported by the PCF and the CGT and embodied a solid class culture in which family, neighbourhood, trade union and the communist party represented the only possible protection against a deterioration in living and working conditions.
Cohort 2 (born 1941–50) would have voted for the first time between 1962 and 1971 and witnessed the events of May 1968, which might be expected to have a profound and lasting effect on their political outlook. This cohort, referred to in France as Génération 68 or les soixante-huitards (the 68-ers), contains the first of the baby boomers and grew up during a period when incomes were rising in France.
Cohort 3 (born 1951–60) first voted between 1972 and 1978 and contains the first 18-year-olds to vote after the voting age was reduced from 21 in 1974. We would expect that this cohort (the so-called Génération Mitterrand and also children of the baby boom) and the second cohort are most likely to have been marked by the left’s victory in 1981 and the sense that a new political era was dawning. In addition, they grew up in a much more secure social environment than their parents, with the welfare state, higher standards of living and wider access to education.
Cohorts 4 and 5 belong to Generation X, born between the early 1960s and the early 1980s, “voting for the first time when the left is already in office, when mass unemployment has settled in and when the issue of immigration has started to loom” (Gougou and Mayer 2013: 162). This generation started work when the new labour market was emerging and were the first to fully experience the advent of post-industrial society (Peugny 2009: 30).
In 1978 and 1988, Cohorts 1, 2 and 3 show a high level of attachment to the established left. Indeed, Cohort 1’s identification with these parties was even stronger in 1988 than 1978 (Fig. 3.8), indicating their satisfaction with Mitterrand. Overall, however, in 1988 each cohort’s party identification was weaker than the previous cohort’s. The most dramatic changes occurred in 1997 with a sharp decline in the attachment of Cohorts 1, 2 and 4 to the two parties. Cohort 3’s attachment to the established left persisted longer but the decline over the period in this cohort (Génération Mitterrand) was greater than in the others: by 2007 it had halved (from 61.8% in 1978 to 28.7% in 2007). This is consistent with the idea that this cohort, for whom more than any other Mitterrand represented an enormous sense of hope and optimism, felt most let down by the performance and record in government of the parties of the established left.[image: ../images/487133_1_En_3_Chapter/487133_1_En_3_Fig8_HTML.png]
Fig. 3.8Party identification with PS or PCF by cohort, % blue-collar respondents, 1978–2007. (Source: CEVIPOF)


Hypothesis 3.5, that blue-collar attachment to the established left is stronger among older blue-collar voters, is therefore supported both in terms of age (due to changes in political socialisation) and generation (due to political events and developments). In particular, as (Gougou and Mayer 2013: 162) also note, it is the two cohorts born after 1960 (Cohorts 4 and 5, or Generation X) who are systematically less likely to vote for the left than previous ones. This steady decline in blue-collar support for the established left suggests that the trend towards blue-collar dealignment is unlikely to be reversed (Gougou 2007: 18).
3.6 Blue-Collar Voting in National Elections, 1978–2017
By tracking blue-collar identification with the political parties across elections using CEVIPOF data, we can see that there has been a haemorrhaging of support for the established left since 1978, although its predominance among these voters persisted until 1988. In this next section I will draw on election data from polling organisations and other historical sources to build up a picture of blue-collar voting patterns, primarily between 1978 and 2012, and to identify more specifically key moments or events which may be linked to partisan dealignment in this part of the French electorate. Essentially, I want to determine when blue-collar attachment to the established left weakened and place this in a political context.
3.6.1 The 1970s
In 1972, the PCF (founded in 1920) and the PS (founded in 1969) signed the Programme commun de gouvernement (Common Programme of Government). This had been initiated by the PCF and was the basis for the success of the established left in the 1973 legislative elections in which together the two parties won 64% of the blue-collar vote (37% for the PCF and 27% for the PS), 20% better than in the electorate as a whole (Huelin 2013: 18). They were even more successful in the 1974 presidential elections, with turnout at a record high: 62% of blue-collar votes went to Mitterrand, the candidate of the left, in the first round and 73% in the second round, although his opponent, Valéry Giscard d’Estaing, was the ultimate winner. This success was maintained in the 1978 legislative elections when the combined blue-collar vote for the left was 63% (36% for the PCF and 27% for the PS). Most significantly, for the first time the PS overall won more votes than the PCF, although the PCF continued to win more blue-collar votes (Guibert and Mergier 2006: 25).
According to Michelat and Simon (2004), the first phase of the breakdown in the political relationship between the left and the blue-collar electorate took place between 1977 and 1988. At its heart lay the collapse of the Union de la gauche (Union of the Left) in 1977 as a result of disagreements on the questions of nationalisation, defence and Europe, for which the PCF received most of the blame. At the 1978 legislative elections, each party presented its own version of the programme and these internal divisions contributed to the left’s failure to win the victory which had been anticipated, and consequently to further antipathy towards the communist party, which was exacerbated by Georges Marchais’

 support for the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan in 1979. This signalled the beginning of the decline of the PCF. Nonetheless, its blue-collar vote was only 5 points down on 1973 (32%) while the PS improved on its 1973 result with 30% (Huelin 2013: 18). The 1973 and 1978 legislative elections represent the high-water mark for the PS and PCF in national elections.
3.6.2 The 1980s
The left and right each went into the 1981 legislative and presidential elections electorally split and the socialists were finally able to make their breakthrough. The alternance
 of 1981 was in many ways a victory for the left which had been deferred since 1978 (Capdevielle et al. 1988: 5). While the left had failed to capitalise on its popularity in the 1978 legislative elections because of its internal divisions, the 1981 presidential election presented a mirror image, this time with the right divided between two candidates. In the first round of the 1981 presidential election, 58% of the blue-collar vote went to the established left, with Mitterrand and the socialists for the first time winning more blue-collar votes (30%) than Georges Marchais and the communists (28%) (Fig. 3.9). For some of their erstwhile supporters, the communists were paying the price for their participation in government. For many blue-collar workers, it was Mitterrand and the PS who now embodied the hope of political and social change. Even so, 20% of blue-collar voters voted for the right-wing candidate, Giscard d’Estaing, and the middle-class vote was key to Mitterrand’s

 overall success (Guibert and Mergier 2006: 26).[image: ../images/487133_1_En_3_Chapter/487133_1_En_3_Fig9_HTML.png]
Fig. 3.9Blue-collar vote for PS and PCF, 1st round of presidential elections, 1981–2017. (Sources: Sofres 1981, 1988, 1995, 2007; Ipsos 2002, 2012, 2017)


The socialist victories in the presidential and legislative elections of 1981 marked the end of the left’s exclusion from power under the Fifth Republic and a momentous turning point in contemporary French politics. Mitterrand was the first left-wing president since the socialist Auriol in 1947 and the socialist government was the first left-wing government since the Front

 populaire (Popular Front) of 1936–38. They carried with them the inflated expectations of what Wilson (1988: 523) has referred to as “the dissatisfied of all types [who] could turn to the established left-wing parties for solutions to their problems since these parties were unsullied by the compromises that are an inevitable part of governing”.
Fully conscious of these expectations, the 1981 socialist government pressed ahead with radical economic policies, including a substantial programme of nationalisation, which were out of step with those in other comparable countries and ultimately proved to be unsustainable. In 1983, the government was forced to perform a humiliating U-turn, abandoning the economic programme on which it had been elected. The ensuing period of austerity represented for a whole generation the incarnation of the leftist government’s abandonment of the blue-collar world (Huelin 2013: 4). Evidence of a further serious dealignment of the blue-collar electorate from the PS and PCF came in the 1984 European elections, in which only 43% of manual workers voted for the left, while 29% voted for the right. 1984 also marks the emergence on the national scene of the FN, with 11% of the overall vote, although only 8% of the blue-collar electorate voted for them (Guibert and Mergier 2006: 26).
In the legislative elections of March 1986, only half of manual workers voted for the left while a third voted for the victorious right. This signalled the first severing of the blue-collar vote from the left in a decisive election (Guibert and Mergier 2006: 27) and was a reaction to rising unemployment, the extension of the industrial crisis, the destructuring of the blue-collar world and growing job insecurity (Braconnier 2010: 5). The 1986 elections, held under a system of proportional representation (PR), enabled the FN to confirm its presence by winning 10% of the national vote and 35 seats in the Assemblée nationale

 (National Assembly). In the 1988 presidential election, the vote for Mitterrand held up far better than his party’s had done in 1986: 53% of manual workers voted for the established left and in the second round Mitterrand won 68% of the blue-collar vote. However, in the first round the FN achieved its first breakthrough with manual workers, winning 15% of their vote.
3.6.3 The 1990s
The two major events after Mitterrand’s

 victory for the socialists in 1988 were the economic recession, which hit France in 1992, and the referendum on the Treaty of Maastricht, also in 1992. The ‘yes’ vote (petit oui) for the Treaty was 51% nationally but 61% of manual workers voted ‘no’ (Tiberj 2005: 42) in defiance of the PS’ pro-Treaty position (the PCF and the far left had opposed the Treaty). For Guibert and Mergier (2006: 28), this represents the most symbolic breakdown in relations between the working class and François Mitterrand, marking the end of the ‘permissive consensus’ between blue-collar workers and the established political elite and the beginning of the contemporary period in French politics as voters began to challenge not only the parties of government but also the media and the elites in civil society (Guibert and Mergier 2006: 28).
The 1993 legislative elections, in which the centre right won a landslide victory, were a disaster for the centre left, representing their worst result since 1962 and marking a significant decline in the blue-collar vote for the left. Indeed a majority of this electorate voted for the right in a context of recession and high unemployment and with globalisation beginning to emerge as a topic of public debate (Michelat and Simon 2004). For Michelat and Simon, the collapse of the blue-collar vote for the PS in these elections marks the beginning of the second phase of blue-collar dealignment from the left, sparked by the left’s poor record in government and a sense of abandonment: “On ne nous entend plus” [They’re not listening to us anymore]. Turnout was particularly low among the blue-collar electorate and this gave greater prominence to the vote for the FN in this social group. From the 1993 legislative elections onwards, the left was regularly in a minority with manual workers (Perrineau 2011).
The early 1990s also saw the FN directing the spotlight on Muslim immigrants as the cause of unemployment and crime in France and calling for zero immigration, which the right-wing government took up too, introducing in 1993 the Pasqua Law (named after French interior minister Charles Pasqua) which “sought to stem the remaining legal flows in a variety of ways: by prohibiting foreign graduates from accepting job offers by French employers and denying them a stable residence status, by increasing the waiting period for family reunification from one to two years, and by denying residency permits to foreign spouses who had been illegally in the country prior to marrying” (Guiraudon 2001).
In the first round of the 1995 presidential elections, Jean-Marie Le Pen came second among manual workers with 23% of the blue-collar vote compared to the socialist Lionel Jospin’s 25% and the PCF candidate Robert Hue’s

 10%. This was the first time that the manual workers’ vote for the left had fallen below that in the electorate as a whole, even including votes for the far left, who were enjoying a revival of support. However, in the second round, 57% of blue-collar votes went to Jospin.
There was a revival of support for the left in the 1997 legislative elections which followed President Chirac’s (unpopular) decision, for tactical reasons, to hold the elections a year earlier than they were constitutionally due. These elections were contested on the left by the Plural Left (la gauche plurielle), an alliance of leftist parties formed in 1997. It was made up of the PCF, the PS, the PRG (Parti radical de gauche or Radical Party of the Left), the MDC (Mouvement

 des citoyens or Citizens’ Movement) and the Greens (Les Verts). This coalition won a clear victory and formed the governing majority. In his analysis of the 1997 legislative elections, Capdevielle (1999: 3) observes a dispersal of the blue-collar vote in the first round, with 47% of manual workers stating that they had voted for a candidate of the far left, left or centre left and 45% for a candidate of the centre right, right or far right. FN candidates won 24% of blue-collar votes, six points more than in the first round of the 1993 legislative elections but less than their stated vote in the 1995 presidential election. Despite the fact that the PS regained some of the votes which it had lost among blue-collar workers, the FN remained the second-placed party in this electorate while the PCF was relegated to fourth place (with 18%), behind the established right (the RPR and UDF).
In its first three years, Jospin’s government achieved good results: unemployment fell dramatically and his personal popularity was high. However, with a rise in unemployment at the beginning of 2001, there were signs of social discontent, the emergence of the theme of social insecurity, which would mark the 2002 presidential election, along with a growing vote for the far left (Guibert and Mergier 2006: 30).
3.6.4 The 2000s
The presidential election of 2002, variously described as an earthquake (séisme) or a thunderbolt (coup de tonnerre), was a catastrophe for the established left. For the first time under the Fifth Republic, the leftist candidate, Lionel Jospin, failed to win enough votes to go through to the second round. This marked the end of a cycle in the established left’s special relationship with the blue-collar electorate: only 43% of manual workers voted for a candidate of the left, the same as in the electorate as a whole. Among manual workers, Le Pen’s

 first-round vote (33%) was significantly larger than Jospin’s (15%) while the PCF’s Robert Hue could only muster 3%. Blue-collar abstention of 27% was a record for a presidential election.
According to Michelat and Simon (2004), it was the inadequacy of what politicians were offering, their partial and contradictory responses to the exasperated demands of a fragmented electorate, that led to this disaster, the result of a series of changes and ruptures which had sharply accelerated since the 1990s. These affected all social groups but particularly manual workers. At the same time, the 2002 presidential elections underlined the fact that the blue-collar electorate still had significant clout and could influence political outcomes, a point which was confirmed in the 2005 referendum on the Treaty of Lisbon in which the ‘no’ vote won by 55% to 45%. A massive 79% of manual workers voted no (Tiberj 2005: 42), delivering a huge blow to the political establishment.
In the 2007 presidential elections, the candidate of the left, Ségolène Royal failed in her declared aim of winning back the working-class electorate: only 24% of blue-collar workers voted for her in the first round, slightly less than the national average, compared with 16% for Sarkozy. However, the PS experienced a revival in the 2012 presidential elections (the PCF did not put up a candidate) in which François Hollande defeated the incumbent, Nicolas Sarkozy, despite the latter’s concerted efforts as the champion of ‘la France qui se lève tôt’ [the France that gets up early]. In fact, Sarkozy’s

 blue-collar vote went down, indicating the disappointment of this electorate with his performance in power and the difficult economic climate which prevailed in 2012, with unemployment at its highest level since 1999, rising inflation and new austerity measures (Mayer 2012). Even so, Sarkozy’s

 loss of blue-collar votes was less than that in other occupational categories and he came second in this electorate on 28% while Hollande was third on 27%. The big winner in the first round was Marine le Pen who came first with the blue-collar electorate on 29%, significantly better than her national result (17.9%). On the left, it was Jean-Luc Mélenchon who gained most ground with manual workers while still not winning a bigger share of their vote than his national average (Huelin 2013: 12).
In the first round of the 2017 Presidential elections, Marine Le Pen again came first with blue-collar workers, increasing her vote to 37% in this electorate. As in 2002, the candidate of the established left, the socialist Benoît Hamon, failed to get through to the second round but this time the established right’s

 candidate, François Fillon, suffered the same fate, both winning 5% of the blue-collar vote. This was a devastating outcome, the first time under the Fifth Republic that no candidate of either the established left or right had won through to the second round.
To sum up then, according to both CEVIPOF data on party proximity and public opinion poll data on voting in elections, blue-collar attachment to the PCF fell dramatically between 1978 and 1988. This timeframe is consistent with Martin (2000: 178–80), who identifies the period between the legislative elections of 1978 and 1981 as the point at which blue-collar dealignment began, thus preceding the formation of the first socialist government in 1981. For the PS, the most dramatic shift occurred between 1988 and 1997. According to Guibert and Mergier (2006: 25), Mitterrand’s

 domination of the working-class covered two periods: the conquest (1972–1981) and then the exercise of power (1981–1992), before the referendum on the Treaty of Maastricht crystallised a breakdown in relations between the left and its blue-collar electorate which had been developing since the mid-1980s. The dashed hopes and crushing disappointment of those who had been so inspired by Mitterrand fuelled a growing sense of resentment and disorientation. The decline in support for the established left continued through to 2012 when it hit what was, until 2017, its lowest point. The dominance of the PS and PCF among the blue-collar electorate has thus disappeared. In 2007, there was more blue-collar support for the centre right and Sarkozy than for the PS and Royal (which also explains the decline in support for the far right that year).
3.7 The Blue-Collar Relationship with the Established Parties
As we have seen above, in 2012 37.2% of blue-collar respondents said that they identified most with a party of the left and 27.5% with a party of the right. I now want to make a distinction between the established and alternative parties. I will first test three hypotheses regarding blue-collar voters and the established left: firstly, that blue-collar voters are more attached to the established left than to any other party (Hypothesis 3.6); secondly, that they are more attached to the established left than the average voter (Hypothesis 3.7); and thirdly that they constitute the core vote3 of the parties of the established left (Hypothesis 3.8).
3.7.1 Support for Established and Alternative Parties
Responses show that in every survey year except one (2007), the strongest attachment was to an established party of the left, i.e. the PS or the PCF (Fig. 3.10), with the established right in second place except in 2007 when it came first. However, while a majority of manual workers declared a preference for the mainstream parties of the left in 1978 and 1988, by 2002 this had fallen to a third and by 2012 to a quarter. Hypothesis 3.6, that blue-collar voters are more attached to the established left than to any other party, is therefore partially confirmed, with 2007 as an important exception to which we will return.[image: ../images/487133_1_En_3_Chapter/487133_1_En_3_Fig10_HTML.png]
Fig. 3.10Support for established or alternative party of the left or right, % blue-collar and all respondents, 1978–2012. (Source: CEVIPOF)


According to CEVIPOF data, between 1978 and 2002 more blue-collar voters felt close to an established party of the left than the average voter but in 2007 and 2012 the reverse was true.4 Hypothesis 3.7, that blue-collar voters are more attached to the established left than the average voter, is therefore also only partially supported. Polling data for presidential elections between 1981 and 2017 confirms that in 2007 and 2012 more blue-collar voters felt attached to the established right than to the established left. (In 2017 there was no difference, with both winning 5% in this electorate.)5
3.7.2 Core Vote
The third hypothesis to be tested is that blue-collar voters constitute the core vote of the parties of the established left. According to responses to CEVIPOF surveys (Fig. 3.11), blue-collar voters have never represented more than half of the support base of either the PS or PCF. 1978 was the high point both for the PCF (46% of those attached to the party were manual workers) and for the PS (26.9%) The PS has become an increasingly middle-class party to the extent that more of its support now comes from the white-collar than the blue-collar electorate. Hypothesis 3.8 is therefore not supported. Overall, the PCF’s support base has been by far the most blue-collar. In the 1973 legislative elections half of its voters were manual workers. Thus it is declining support for the communist party which has contributed most to blue-collar dealignment from the leftist parties (Knutsen 2006: 92; Gougou 2007: 20).[image: ../images/487133_1_En_3_Chapter/487133_1_En_3_Fig11_HTML.png]
Fig. 3.11% PS and PCF supporters who are blue-collar voters, 1978–2012. (Source: CEVIPOF)


3.8 Blue-Collar Dealignment from the PS and PCF
In the course of the 1970s and 1980s, blue-collar attachment to the two parties of the established left began to wane. According to Gougou and Mayer (2013: 157), this “gradual dealignment of manual workers from the left, between the end of the 1970s and the end of the 1990s … reflects the transformation of the working class (declining numbers, fragmentation, individualization and pauperization)”. However, the decline in support for the PCF and PS occurred at different times and had different causes (Rey 2006: 556). Between 1977 and 1988, there was a transfer of support from the PCF to the PS, which became more popular than the PCF in this electorate. Then from 1988 onwards, blue-collar attachment to the PS in turn began to decline. Thus, according to Guibert and Mergier (2006: 32), the period during the Fifth Republic when the working class voted overwhelmingly for the left represents no more than a decade.
The case of the French blue-collar voter is set out succinctly by Gougou (2007: 20), who observes that in France, as in most major western democracies, the blue-collar vote, once broadly supportive of the left, has gradually converged politically with that of the electorate as a whole. However, France is a special case in that it has two established parties of the left, the PS and the PCF, which have traditionally appealed to blue-collar voters. Gougou contends that among communist-supporting sections of the blue-collar workforce, the impact of industrial change has been paramount whereas among socialist-supporting blue-collar workers it is the left’s record in power which is the major factor. He makes another important point: the change in voting patterns is essentially driven by the younger generations, who have not been imbued with the class culture which used to draw blue-collar workers towards the left.
3.8.1 The Marginalisation of the PCF
Of the two parties it is the PCF that has been more seriously damaged by changing voting patterns over the period in question. Its decline had begun in the 1970s with a period of mass unemployment and the major restructuring of those highly skilled and unionised industrial sectors in which it had its strongest following, such as the iron and steel industry, mining and the dockyards. The major loss of blue-collar support for the PCF came between 1978 and 1988. Undermined by the collapse of the Union de la gauche in 1977, and subsequently tainted by its participation in the left-wing government between 1981 and 1983, and again in 1997, it disappointed its blue-collar electorate with whom it now had a far more distant relationship. The collapse of the Soviet Union and the Soviet bloc (1989–1991) further tarnished its reputation and contributed to a transfer of support to the PS. According to Lemennicier et al. (2011: 315), “the fall of communism … led to a collapse of the historical paradigm of the left, and the generation that came to maturity after the fall of the Berlin Wall was not at all enamored of the now discredited dream of a socialist society with a planned economy”. The party was also damaged by its participation in la majorité plurielle, the Plural Left government led by Jospin between 1997 and 2002. It suffered a further significant loss of blue-collar class support in 2007 (down to 3.7%) and in 2012 (2.0%) when it stood as part of the Left Front (Front de gauche). In the 2017 presidential elections, the PCF neither put forward nor supported a candidate, although Pierre Laurent stood for the party in the 2017 legislative elections.
3.8.2 The Embourgeoisement of the PS
Because of competition from the PCF, the PS has always been a more cross-class party than many of its social democratic counterparts in other countries. The broadening out of the PS from its working-class support base began after the 1971 Congress of Épinay, with Mitterrand’s

 new strategy of forming an alliance with the urban, salaried, public-sector, ‘new’ middle classes. This constituency expanded after the party won power in 1981 and has become increasingly significant since then.
A major factor in the PS’ loss of popularity with the blue-collar electorate was the period of austerity following the government’s economic U-turn in 1983, but the most dramatic shift in its relationship with manual workers occurred between 1988 and 1997. Since 1988, the blue-collar component of the socialist electorate has sharply declined as the proportion from the middle class has grown. In the second round of the 2007 presidential elections, for the first time in the Fifth Republic, the right-wing presidential candidate, Nicolas Sarkozy, won a majority (52%) of blue-collar votes. Despite Hollande’s

 success in 2012, he too became a one-term president and in 2017 the socialist candidate, Benoît Hamon, like Jospin in 2002, was eliminated in the first round.
3.9 The Blue-Collar Relationship with the Alternative Parties
On the basis of evidence from CEVIPOF surveys and polling data on voting in national elections, it is clear that many previously leftist blue-collar voters have deserted the established left. In this section, I want to establish to what extent they have turned to the alternative parties. I will therefore test a final hypothesis that blue-collar voters are an increasingly significant component of the support bases of these alternative parties of left and right (Hypothesis 3.9).
My focus here is on the three main alternative party movements which have contested national elections in France between 1978 and 2012. The oldest of these are on the far left: Lutte Ouvrière

 or LO (Workers’ Struggle) founded in 1968 and le Nouveau

 Parti anticapitaliste or NPA (the New Anticapitalist Party), formed in 2009 to replace the Ligue communiste révolutionnaire or LCR (Revolutionary Communist League) which had been established in 1974. In the 2012 presidential elections, Jean-Luc Mélenchon stood as an alternative candidate of the hard left Front

 de gauche, winning 11% of the first-round vote. He ran again in the 2017 and presidential elections when he won almost 20% of the national vote and his new party, La France

 insoumise

 (France Unbowed), contested the 2017 legislative elections, winning 17 seats in the National Assembly. In the following analysis, I will use the term ‘the left of the left’ to include both the far left and Mélenchon’s

 hard

 left. Also on the alternative left, the Greens came onto the French political scene in 1984 and in 2010 merged with Europe Ecology to form EELV (Europe Écologie

 Les Verts).
The Front national

 or FN (National


 Front) was founded in 1972 under the leadership of Jean-Marie Le Pen. On his resignation in 2011, his daughter Marine Le Pen replaced him. The FN’s electoral success dates back to the mid 1980s when it broke onto the French political scene in the 1984 European elections. In the 1986 legislative elections, the party raised its profile because of its greater success under the system of PR used for the first (and only) time in this type of election in France. A second far right party, Mouvement national républicain

 or MNR (National Republican Movement), ran in the 2002 presidential election and in the 2002 and 2007 legislative elections under their leader, Bruno Mégret. In the 2007 presidential election, the MNR supported the FN’s Jean-Marie Le Pen.
3.9.1 Blue-Collar Affiliation with the Alternative Parties
According to CEVIPOF data, support for the ecologists is greater than for the far left between 1988 and 2002 but in the last two elections this position is reversed, with support for the far left peaking in 2007 (Fig. 3.12). Support for the far right is higher than the far left or ecologists in 1988, 1997 and 2012, its high point. However, in every election year attachment to no party is higher than attachment to these parties. Blue-collar support for the combined parties of the alternative left has on the whole been greater than for the alternative right, with the exception of 1988, but in 2012 the difference was marginal. Support for no party is significantly higher in every survey year.[image: ../images/487133_1_En_3_Chapter/487133_1_En_3_Fig12_HTML.png]
Fig. 3.12Party affiliation, % blue-collar respondents, 1978–2012. (Source: CEVIPOF)


3.9.2 Vote for Alternative Parties in National Elections
According to polling data on blue-collar voting in presidential

 elections (Fig. 3.13), support for the ecologists has been considerably lower, always less than 5%. Support for the far right has always been higher than support for the far or hard left and in every election year except 1988 has been higher than or (in 2012) equal to abstention. There is therefore a contradiction between the CEVIPOF and polling data on the alternative parties, although both indicate a consistent rise in support for the far right with the exception of 2007 when, as we saw earlier, Sarkozy attracted the support of the more conservative sections of the manual workforce.[image: ../images/487133_1_En_3_Chapter/487133_1_En_3_Fig13_HTML.png]
Fig. 3.13Blue-collar vote in 1st round of presidential elections, 1981–2017. (Sources: Sofres 1981, 1988, 1995, 2007; Ipsos 2002, 2012, 2017)


3.9.3 Alternative Parties’ Support Bases
In this next section, I will analyse the CEVIPOF data from a different perspective, considering blue-collar voters as a proportion of the support bases of the alternative parties (Fig. 3.14). This indicates that blue-collar voters have made up at least a quarter of FN supporters since 1988, peaking at a third in 1997. They represent a slightly smaller part of the far left’s

 support base, except in 2007 when they were a bigger presence in the far left than the far right. They have never made up more than 20% of the ecologists’ support base, averaging 14% over the period.[image: ../images/487133_1_En_3_Chapter/487133_1_En_3_Fig14_HTML.png]
Fig. 3.14% alternative parties’ support bases who are blue-collar voters, 1978–2012. (Source: CEVIPOF)


Hypothesis 3.9, that blue-collar voters are an increasingly significant component of the support bases of the alternative parties of left and right, is only partially supported. In the case of the far right, the figure has risen from 20% to 25.7%, having reached a high point of 32.7% in 1997. However, the data indicates that in 2007 and 2012 blue-collar voters made up a slightly larger part of the far left’s

 support base than that of the far right. Nonetheless, according to these responses, blue-collar voters have made up a bigger proportion of the far right’s

 support base than the PS’ since 1988 and the PCF’s in 1997, 2002 and 2012. In 2012, they were a more significant component of the extreme parties than of either the PCF or the PS (see Fig. 3.11). There is, then, some evidence that blue-collar support for the far right and the far or hard left is rising. However, as Michelat and Simon (2004) note, votes for the far right and the far left clearly reflect, for the most part, a rejection of the political system, but for ideologically different reasons.
3.9.4 The Far Left and Hard Left
For Michelat and Simon (2004), the vote for the far left is more prevalent among those who are more hostile to economic liberalism and more politicised

. It is less common among those who are more authoritarian and xenophobic. In 2002, when the vote for the far left was significantly higher among blue-collar workers than in the previous two elections, it was not a vote of frustration, like that for the FN, but came from informed voters who were interested in politics but extremely critical of the left in government, particularly young people who were more anti-liberal but also much more tolerant, including blue-collar voters. However, the appeal of far-left parties such as the NPA and LO is limited among the blue-collar electorate because these are internationalist parties whereas a large proportion of manual workers are more sovereignist.
In the case of Jean-Luc Mélenchon on the hard left, more right-wing blue-collar voters find his discourse insufficiently xenophobic and he is less effective than Marine Le Pen in his rejection of globalisation. In 2012, despite having put manual workers at the heart of his campaign, he did not achieve the breakthrough that he had hoped for, achieving mixed results. Compared with 2007, his vote increased more in some working-class towns than Le Pen’s

 (Huelin 2013: 11) but he was not as successful with the blue-collar electorate as the PCF’s Georges Marchais had been in 1981 or Robert Hue in 1995 in the communist bastions (Huelin 2013: 1). However, in the 2017 presidential elections Mélenchon won considerably more votes than the PS candidate.
3.9.5 The Far Right
It would be oversimplistic and indeed wrong to see a direct transfer of blue-collar votes from the PCF to the FN. As Rey (2006: 554–5) puts it, the blue-collar

 component of the far right vote is itself composite: it includes conservative workers who have never supported the left, young voters who have only ever voted for the FN and former left-wing voters, both communists and non-communists. Gougou and Mayer (2013: 163) also note the significance of new working-class cohorts in the support base of Le Pen and the FN.
As we have seen previously, there has always been a conservative blue-collar vote, and it is this section of the blue-collar electorate who have, since the 1980s, particularly with the emergence of immigration as a key issue, been more inclined to transfer their vote to the FN. Mayer (2014) calculates that in 2012 one in ten manual workers who classified themselves as left-leaning voted for Marine Le Pen compared with one in two of those who classified themselves as right-leaning. Le Pen, as Gougou (2007: 19) shows, is more successful in blue-collar areas where the right has had a long-standing dominance than in the so-called banlieues rouges (the ‘red suburbs’ around Paris traditionally held by the communists). Huelin (2013: 3) too observes a geographical divide, whereby some urban blue-collar areas, such as Seine-Maritime or Pas-de-Calais, have traditionally been on the left while others, such as Haute-Savoie, the Jura or Alsace, have traditionally been on the right. At the same time, the rise of abstentionism is characteristic of formerly leftist, particularly communist, voters (Gougou 2007: 19).
Michelat and Simon (2004) underline the ethnocentric nature of the FN vote in all social categories but for blue-collar workers specifically they see a connection between such attitudes and their personal experience. For those who live with a sense of anxiety about unemployment and insecurity, both for themselves and their children, immigration may be identified as the cause of their difficulties. The FN vote is, according to Michelat and Simon, greatest where the fear of and hostility towards immigrants come together and among manual workers who place themselves on the right of the political spectrum. Beaud and Pialoux (2012: 395) also emphasise this aspect of the blue-collar vote for the FN, whereby foreigners crystallise a multifaceted threat made up of fear of the future and of being ignored or abandoned by society. In this light, rather than being the expression of racism or xenophobia, the blue-collar vote for the FN can be seen as a way of voicing and drawing attention to concerns which are not in fact linked to immigration but rather an assertion of the right to more equitable treatment, greater respect and a better quality

 of life.
3.10 Conclusion
In the course of the 1970s and 1980s, blue-collar attachment to the two parties of the established

 left began to wane and by 2012 their dominance of this electorate had disappeared. Since 2002, blue-collar voters have identified only slightly less with the parties of the right than the average voter and in 2007 there was more blue-collar support for the centre right and Sarkozy than for the PS and Royal. What is perhaps most striking is that in 2012 for the first time fewer blue-collar voters placed themselves on the left or identified with left-wing parties than the average voter. The impact of this was keenly felt in 2017.
This dealignment reflects the transformation of the manual workforce in a post-industrial society. Generational change has also played a significant part. The established left is experiencing particular difficulty in mobilising and retaining the support of young blue-collar workers, who are less inhibited than older generations about switching political camp and whose political convictions are less deeply rooted. At the same time, some former mainstream left-wing blue-collar voters who no longer feel represented by the traditional parties are shifting their support to the far right or far left. The FN is capitalising on anti-immigrant attitudes and a sense of insecurity in a society which is still socially fractured.
The main rupture in the link between blue-collar voters and the parties of the established left occurred after 1988 and cannot be solely attributed to economic and social change, which had begun much earlier. We therefore need to look also for political explanations. The growing dissonance between the mainstream left and the blue-collar electorate is in part the result of the PCF’s marginalisation and the PS’ embourgeoisement. The causes of this dissonance also lie in the policies being pursued by these parties. Their programmes, and voters’ perceptions of the differences between them, will be examined in the next chapter.
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Footnotes
1CEVIPOF surveys have used different types of left-right scales in different election years and it is not therefore possible to use the same scale over the entire period. My analysis will be based on the 7-point scale [far

 left – left – centre left – centre – centre right – right – far right] used in 1978, 1988 and 2002 and the 3-point scale [left – neither – right] used in 1997, 2007 and 2012.

 

2The Front de gauche (Left Front) consisted of the PCF and the Parti de gauche (Left Party) which was itself created in 2009 by Jean-Luc Mélenchon and Marc Dolez after they broke away from the PS, together with the Unitarian Left (Gauche Unitaire), a group which had split from the far left NPA

 (Nouveau parti anticapitaliste or New Anticapitalist Party). Originally created to fight the 2009 European elections, the alliance also contested the 2012 presidential and legislative elections.

 

3I define ‘core vote’ here as the main support base of a party in terms of its socioeconomic background (Sen 2012).

 

4Support for established left in legislative elections:	Blue-collar voters: 1978: 60%; 1988: 57.2%; 1997: 42%; 2002: 33.9%; 2007: 28%; 2012: 23%.

	All voters: 1978: 42.8%; 1988: 45.9%; 1997: 35.3%; 2002: 30.3%; 2007: 28.4%; 2012: 27.1%.





 

5Blue-collar support for established parties in presidential elections:	L-Est: 1981: 58%; 1988: 53%; 1995: 35%; 2002: 18%; 2007: 25%; 2012: 27%; 2017: 5%.

	R-Est: 1981: 32%; 1988: 21%; 1995: 30%; 2002: 16%; 2007: 33%; 2012: 28%; 2017: 5%.

	(Sources: Sofres 1981, 1988, 1995, 2007; Ipsos 2002, 2012, 2017)
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Policy convergence between the established political parties and the perception among voters that there is little difference between left and right may be a factor in declining levels of partisanship in France. In the case of blue-collar voters, the movement of the PS and PCF away from their traditional ideological positions and towards the centre is likely to have a particularly significant impact. According to Schmitt and Holmberg (1995: 111), low levels of political polarisation and ideological conflict are among the main preconditions for a decline in partisanship, for “[p]artisanship grows best on ground well fertilised with ideological conflict and is bound to deteriorate where such nourishment is lacking” (Schmitt and Holmberg 1995: 121). In the early years of the Fifth Republic, French political life was, on the contrary, highly polarised as the growth of Gaullism led to rapid partisan alignment along a single Gaullism/anti-Gaullism dimension (Inglehart and Hochstein 1972: 361). The evolution from the fragmented and unstable extreme multi-party system under the Fourth Republic to a highly-structured bipolar system was also encouraged by the institutional framework of the Fifth Republic. The two-round majoritarian system introduced under the new constitution in 1962 to elect the president by direct universal suffrage is identified as playing a significant role in the process of bipolarisation. Its effect was twofold, forcing the mainstream parties into forming alliances to support the presidential candidates and thereby putting minor parties at an electoral disadvantage.
Other factors have been cited for this strong left-right polarisation and the lack of a centre party in France (Kesselman 1989; Hewlett 1998), including the absence of any tripartite post-war settlement such as those negotiated between labour, employers and the state in many other advanced industrial democracies. Paternalistic, hierarchical and authoritarian French employers who were hostile towards the trade unions created one element of what Hewlett has referred to as ‘dissensus’. Another distinctive feature of French political culture has been the strong centralising and interventionist state (Hall 1986). Gougou and Roux (2013: 265) ascribe the sharp increase in party polarisation during the 1970s to an economic context of stagflation and mass unemployment in which “right-wing parties start to oppose Keynesian policies and rally around the so-called neoliberal economic paradigm”.
Bipolarisation achieved its perfect form in France at the time of the 1978 legislative elections, in what Duverger (1976) described as a quadrille bipolaire (bipolar quadrille), with two opposing forces of roughly equal size on each side, the PS and PCF on the left and the RPR and UDF on the right. The potential for conflict in this arrangement was compounded by the fact that competition operated at two levels, within as well as between the blocs. According to Bartolini (1984: 121), continuing, if diminished, support for communism meant that “in comparative terms, and particularly on the left, the distribution of political opinion on the left-right scale in France remains one of the most polarized in Europe”.
However, by the mid-1980s a shift in the French party system was being observed (Martin 2000) whereby the quadrille bipolaire was being challenged and a less symmetrical, more complex and fluid system was emerging (Cole 2003: 14). In large part, institutional change was again responsible for the changing contours of the party system. Machin (1990: 59) identifies the introduction of proportional representation (PR), initially for the 1979 European elections, as one of a number of institutional changes which had what he terms a ‘de-coupling’ effect on the system. The adoption of PR

 for the 1986 legislative elections also made protest voting a more effective means of expressing political disaffection and gave smaller parties a political foothold (Clift 2003: 46). This was notably the case with the FN whose electoral success in 1986, soon after the sudden emergence in 1984 of the Greens, contributed to a fragmentation and destabilisation of the party system and coincided with a dramatic decline in electoral support for the established parties (Ysmal 1998: 40). A further institutional innovation, the 1988 law on the public financing of political parties, acted as an incentive to the formation of small parties. The combined effect of these changes was to introduce multiple fragmentary cross-pressures into a system which for the first two decades of the Fifth Republic had been built on “nationalising, moderating, disciplining and coalition encouraging pressures” (Machin 1990: 78).
With the continuing decline of the PCF, the emergence of the PS as the dominant party of the left and the first period of cohabitation,1 the second half of the 1980s witnessed what Julliard (1988) describes as ‘the race to the centre’ (la course au centre). Dogan (1996: 536) notes that empirical research has demonstrated a progressive and significant reduction in ideological space in the French party system. Hanley too observes a narrowing of the ideological space, to which the end of the cold war and the collapse of communism contributed, as well as the “apparent exhaustion of European social democracy and trimming of ultra-liberal policies which did not fulfil their promise by right-wing governments” (Hanley 1999: 65).
4.1 Policy Convergence and Partisanship
Schmitt and Holmberg (1995: 122) hypothesise that political system factors, including levels of political polarisation and issue conflict, will have an impact on party identification, noting the relationship between degrees of partisanship among voters and degrees of polarisation and ideological conflict among the political parties: “When ideological conflicts between parties diminish, peoples’ need of parties abates and partisanship becomes less intense.” Similarly, declining levels of issue conflict undercut the relevance of the parties and might also be expected to lead to a loosening of partisan ties among the electorate. In the case of France, Schmitt and Holmberg (1995: 111) found that between 1973 and 1988 political polarisation was indeed declining and issue conflicts were low. Policy convergence, then, would be likely to contribute to partisan dealignment because it would involve a lowering of the level of ideological conflict which might be expected to reduce party identification and hence the motivation to vote consistently for a given party, or indeed to vote at all.
There is another way in which the loss of ideological distinctiveness might affect the voter-party relationship. Left-right ideology performs a valuable function in a political system. It helps voters to orient themselves by serving as a yardstick which can be used to measure the ideological position of a party on the political spectrum, both in relation to other parties and to the voters themselves. It also acts as a kind of shorthand or ‘super issue’ (Downs 1957) which enables voters to interpret political life and evaluate the political parties without making the effort to acquire a detailed knowledge of their programmes and performance. “The left-right schema is thus a taxonomic system, an efficient way to understand, order and store political information” (Knutsen 1998: 63). Without these political cues provided by left-right ideology, voters may feel more distanced from the political process. A perceived lack of difference between the established parties, and hence lack of choice, may contribute to a sense of dissatisfaction with and alienation from the political system (Miller 1974: 963). It may also reduce levels of interest

 in politics (Pan Ké Shon 2004: 5) and hence turnout, particularly in the case of working-class and younger voters (Braconnier and Dormagen 2012: 34; Knutsen 2006: 150).
In this chapter, I will look at the degree of actual and perceived policy convergence between the established parties of left and right in France since 1978 and consider its potential relevance to partisan dealignment. Firstly, I draw on survey data to analyse voters’ perceptions of the difference between left and right. Secondly, I consider the level of policy convergence between the political parties based on evidence from party manifestos. Next, I examine the historical record to identify domestic and global developments contributing to policy convergence. Finally, I assess the impact of the ‘centring’ of the political discourse of the PS and PCF on the contemporary relationship between blue-collar voters and political parties in France.
4.2 Voters’ Perceptions of Policy Convergence
The relevance of the left-right political dimension for the French electorate has persisted as we saw in the previous chapter on partisanship. Indeed, Mayer (2014) notes that nine out of ten French voters are able and willing to place both themselves and the political parties on the classic left-right scale. However, when it comes to attitudes towards the relevance of the left-right distinction, there is evidence of rising scepticism among voters. Data from CEVIPOF surveys is available for only two time-points, 1988 and 2002, but shows that in both years a very high percentage of respondents (over two-thirds) agreed that ‘today, left and right don’t mean much anymore’ (Aujourd’hui, les notions de gauche et de droite ne veulent plus dire grand chose). This suggests a lack of distinctiveness in terms of what the parties of left and right are offering, in government or opposition.
A comparison between the attitudes of blue-collar workers and the electorate as a whole indicates that, whereas in 1988 more blue-collar voters felt that there was little difference between left and right than the average voter (70.9% against 66.4%), by 2002 the average voter was in fact marginally more likely to agree that ‘left and right don’t mean much anymore’ (74.6% against 74.2% for blue-collar voters). In addition, the percentage of those responding ‘don’t know’ had fallen by around 5%, suggesting that perceptions of the difference (or similarity) between left and right had hardened. This evidence of growing scepticism in the electorate as a whole is supported by opinion polls (TNS Sofres 2007; Ipsos 2011). Asked in 1981 to say whether they found notions of left and right outdated or still valid as a way of judging what parties and politicians stand for,2 more voters found them valid than not. This trend has since been reversed and the percentage considering them outdated has almost doubled, from 33% in 1981 to 58% in 2011, while the percentage considering them still relevant has decreased less dramatically, from 43% in 1981 to 35% in 2011. According to the Sofres polls, scepticism rose most sharply between 1981 and 1984, and between April and September 1991, when it peaked at 60%. This level was reached again in 2002.
In the absence of CEVIPOF data on this question since 2002, there is limited evidence of the impact of sociodemographic or political variables on perceptions of the difference between left and right. However, a 2011 Ipsos survey finds that blue-collar workers are the least likely of all occupational categories to consider the notions of left and right outdated. The reason for this is not immediately clear but we might speculate that it is because blue-collar voters are more reliant on left-right political cues to guide them in their voting decision and therefore see greater value in them. In partisan terms, data from Ifop (2006) suggests that left-wing supporters (43%) are more likely to see a difference than right-wing supporters (35%). The 2011 Ipsos survey finds the same, with 45% on the left compared with 39% on the right saying that notions of right and left are still valid. 50% of PS voters hold this view compared with only 31% of FN voters.
It is not self-evident that voters would view convergence between the parties in a negative light. However, the frequently-expressed comment that ‘they’re all the same’ seems to suggest dissatisfaction with this state of affairs. It is an attitude which the FN has exploited by taunting the centre left and centre right with the label of ‘UMPS’, coined by Jean-Marie Le Pen and taken up by his daughter Marine, which implies not only convergence but even collusion between the UMP and the PS (Mergier and Fourquet 2011: 63). At the same time, the FN has vaunted its own stance as ‘neither left nor right’ to muddy the political waters while making political capital out of the growing convergence between the mainstream parties of left and right.
To sum up, poll findings identify two periods when scepticism about notions of left and right increased: between 1981 and 1984, when scepticism about the meaning of left and right rose most sharply (from 33% to 49%), and between April and September 1991, when it peaked at 60%, a level which was again reached in 2002, with 2011 levels not far behind on 58%. Based on the available evidence, then, there is a growing perception among the French electorate of convergence between the political parties. On the basis of the CEVIPOF data, however, there appears to be little difference between blue-collar voters and the average voter in this respect, but it should be underlined that the survey question was only asked in 1988 and 2002. In the next section, I will assess whether these perceptions are supported by evidence of depolarisation, measured by changes in the policy positions of the established parties over the period. This is based on analysis of party manifestos both in terms of the left-right dimension and in a number of specific policy areas.
4.3 Policy Convergence: Evidence from Manifestos
4.3.1 Parties’ Positions on the Left-Right Continuum
In order to evaluate changes in the policy stances of the established parties, I will draw first on data provided by the Manifesto Research Group (MRG)3 to present a summary of their preferred policy positions and trace their ideological convergence or divergence over time. Data is available on French elections between 1978 and 2012. The MRG uses an index to capture the left-right dimension based on a set of categories which encompass the main policy differences which would be expected to exist between the left and right (Table 4.1).Table 4.1Left and right categories in MRG coding of manifesto statements


	Left emphases
	Right emphases

	Market regulation
	Free market economy

	Controlled economy
	Economic orthodoxy

	Economic planning
	Economic incentives

	Protectionism: positive
	Protectionism: negative

	Nationalisation
	Constitutionalism: positive

	Labour groups: positive
	Civic-mindedness: positive

	Welfare state expansion
	Welfare state limitation

	Education: expansion
	Traditional morality: positive

	Democracy
	Political authority

	Internationalism: positive
	National way of life: positive

	Anti-imperialism
	Law and order

	Peace
	Freedom and human rights

	Military: negative
	Military: positive


Sources: Budge et al. (2001: 22); Budge (2013: 4–5) 



Manifesto statements are coded to measure the parties’ overall political priorities rather than actual policy positions. The scale is created by adding up the percentage of references to the categories grouped as Left and Right and subtracting the sum of the Left percentages from the sum of the Right percentages (Budge et al. 2001: 21). In the MRG data, party placements are measured on a left-right ideological index where −100 is the most extreme position on the left and +100 is the most extreme position on the right, based on manifestos for the legislative elections.
According to this data, as Fig. 4.1 shows, the left-right ideological distance between the four established parties in France narrowed by 13.4 points between 1978 and 2012 (Budge et al. 2001; Klingemann et al. 2006; Volkens et al. 2014). Of the four established parties, it was the PCF which most consistently maintained its position (and indeed moved further to the left in 2007 and 2012) and the PS and RPR which gravitated most towards the centre ground (although in 2007 and particularly in 2012 the PS too showed signs of moving to the left). In fact the distance between these two dominant parties of left and right narrowed by a total of 23.3 points, the PS moving 6.5 points to the right and the RPR 16.8 points to the left. However, this trend was not monotonic, with the greatest convergence between the two parties occurring in 1997 and the greatest divergence not at the beginning of the period but in 1986, when the RPR lurched to the right in the context of an election based on proportional representation in which it was competing with the FN. In 1993, the UDF crossed over into the left-hand side of the continuum, possibly in an effort to maintain its distinctiveness from the RPR, which was also shifting to the left at that time, although the UDF and its successor party, MoDem (Mouvement démocrate or Democratic Movement)4 moved

 to the left again in 2007 and 2012. Thus, according to this data, between 1978 and 2012 the main trend was for the right to move to the left rather than the other way round, but it should be borne in mind that in 1978 the PS was almost as far to the left as the PCF.[image: ../images/487133_1_En_4_Chapter/487133_1_En_4_Fig1_HTML.png]
Fig. 4.1Position of French parties on the left-right continuum, 1978–2012. (Sources: Budge et al. 2001; Klingemann et al. 2006; Volkens et al. 2014)


These findings are supported by expert judgments on the changing left-right locations of parties (Knutsen 1998: 87). For the period identified as the most important for partisan dealignment in France, from the early 1980s to the early 1990s, they conclude that in France, as in western Europe more broadly, the parties of the left moved to the right and a significant number of parties of the right moved to the left, which implies a strong centrist tendency, particularly among the socialists.
4.3.2 The Policy Positions of French Parties
Competition for votes in a party system with two dominant parties thus results in these parties gravitating to the centre ground, producing moderate parties whose positions are very close to each other rather than leading to “a clear drawing of issues or the adoption of two strongly contrasted positions between which the voter may choose” (Hotelling 1929: 54). The MRG data (Budge et al. 2001; Klingemann et al. 2006; Volkens et al. 2014) provides evidence of this ‘centring’ of the major parties in two policy areas which are most strongly identified with left-right differences, the spheres of economic and social policy. Specifically, they provide data on three policy stands: the planned economy, reliance on free markets and welfare provision. The data measures the percentage of references to the policy area in manifestos (Budge et al. 2001: 103).
The planned economy is emphasised most in the PCF but also features significantly in the PS programmes. It maintained a very high profile in the PCF through to 1993 but fell back dramatically in 1997, when an equal amount of attention was devoted to it in the PS programme. In 2002 and 2007, more reference was made to the planned economy in the PS than the PCF manifesto, but it returned to prominence in the 2012 Front de Gauche

 (Left Front) manifesto. The planned economy featured little or not at all on the right, except for the RPR in 1978 and 2002 and the UDF and MoDem in 1993 and 2012 respectively. References to the market economy

 are almost entirely confined to the right-wing parties, with the UDF predominating but being overtaken by the RPR in 1993. The market economy is totally absent from the PCF’s manifestos and receives very little attention from the PS. However, it is notable that since 1997 it has also had a low profile in the manifestos of the established right. Welfare is emphasised most on the left, although in the presidential election years of 1981 and 1988 the RPR stressed welfare more than the PS. In 1988 and 1993, the PS gave it more emphasis than the PCF but in 1997 the PCF by far outstripped the other three parties in this policy area. There has been greater convergence between the two parties of the left on this issue since 2002 and in 2012, in the aftermath of the financial crash, the established right also gave it greater prominence. To this extent, there has been greater convergence overall between the parties in these policy areas.
Manifesto analysis, then provides evidence of both divergence and convergence in the policy positions of the established parties in France between 1978 and 2012. At the same time, the left-right ideological distance between the four established parties in France has narrowed overall. This left-right depolarisation occurred particularly between the two dominant parties in the French party system (Table 4.2), the PS and the RPR/UMP, while only the increasingly weakened PCF diverged to any degree, in the policy area of welfare provision. Left-right convergence resulted both from the rightward movement of the PS and the leftward movement of the

 RPR/UMP.Table 4.2Change in left-right position of the PS and

 RPR/UMP, 1978–2012


	 	1978
	1981
	1986
	1988
	1993
	1997
	2002
	2007
	2012
	1978–2012

	PS
	−39.2
	−27.8
	−8.6
	−13.6
	−23.2
	−13.3
	−16.1
	−21.3
	−32.7
	6.5

	RPR/UMP
	19.1
	15.4
	40.5
	23.5
	10.9
	3.3
	−8.9
	−12.0
	−2.3
	−21.4

	Gap
	58.3
	43.2
	49.1
	37.1
	34.1
	16.6
	7.2
	9.3
	30.4
	 

Sources: Budge et al. (2001); Klingemann et al. (2006); Volkens et al. (2014)



In summary, manifesto data indicates that in 2002 convergence between the established parties grew to previously unseen levels (left-right distance of 24.7). This supports the findings above from polling data. The most striking aspect of the manifesto data during the critical periods is the dramatic divergence of the positions of the PCF and PS, which were virtually identical in 1978, still differed relatively little in 1981 but widened significantly in 1986, further in 1997 and most extremely in 2007. It is also worth repeating that, according to the manifesto data, the main movement of the PS towards the centre ground occurred between 1986 and 1988.
4.4 The Historical Record
The manifesto data points to three critical turning points in voters’ perceptions of convergence between the established parties: the period between 1981 and 1984, when scepticism about the meaning of left and right rose most sharply; 1991–92 when this perception hit a peak of 60%; and 2002 when this peak was again reached. In the next section, I will examine the historical record focusing on the five key developments in French politics which are most likely to have contributed to actual or perceived policy convergence during the period: the socialist U-turn of 1982–83; the cohabitations of 1986–88, 1993–95 and 1997–2002; European integration and the 1992 referendum on the Treaty of Maastricht; the corruption scandals of the 1990s; and the Plural Left (1997–2002).
4.4.1 The 1982–3 U-Turn
The euphoria following the left’s victory in 1981 and the subsequent upsurge of popular support both gave confidence to and put pressure on this first socialist government since 1947. The party’s manifesto for the presidential elections, 110 Propositions pour la France (110 Proposals for France), set out a radical programme. The break (rupture) with capitalism was to be based on state planning, nationalisation and workers’ self-management (autogestion
) and the adoption of neo-Keynesian economic policies. Reforms such as the reduction of the working week to 40 hours (and subsequently to 39 hours in 1982) and a fifth week of paid holiday were reminiscent of the reforms introduced in the heady days of the 1936–38 Front populaire

. The achievement of full employment, retirement at 60, a rise in the minimum wage (le Smic), increased family allowances and the nationalisation of major sectors of the economy would be based on strong growth and the introduction of a wealth tax. These economic reforms were to be accompanied by sociocultural liberalisation with the abolition of the death penalty and the introduction of equal opportunities legislation.
However, the key development of the first Mitterrand presidency (1981–1988) which contributed to perceptions of policy convergence came in 1982–83. Less than two years after it had come to power, with unemployment and inflation both rising, the PS was forced to abandon its ‘socialist experiment’ and perform a U-turn (tournant de la rigueur) on its economic policy. The introduction of an austerity plan in March 1983 marked a turning point in public attitudes to the left and the beginning of what Rey (2004: 116) referred to as the misunderstanding or disagreement (malentendu or mésentente) between the working class and the PS. The socialists appeared ideologically bereft and had little choice but to take pragmatic measures in order to salvage the situation. The continuing decline of the PCF and their withdrawal from the Mauroy government meant that an alliance on the left was no longer a profitable venture for the PS, but also freed it from the need to compete with the communists for the left-wing vote.
The decline of the PCF and the movement of the PS towards the centre ground reduced the level of ideological conflict in the political system. Tripartite agreements between the state, unions and employers created a climate of cooperation within the economic sphere and there was increasing consensus among the parties on foreign as well as economic policy. The economic measures implemented by the 1984–86 Fabius government were more right-wing than those of any previous conservative government. As well as leading to severe job cuts, a pay freeze was introduced and fiscal measures were taken to encourage investment and attract the right-wing electorate. The deteriorating economic situation meant that even hardliners were forced to accept the need for a reconciliation between the left and the business world and subscription to the pensée unique (dominant thinking) which gave primacy to a liberal, free-market economy (Collard 2005).
Unable to successfully implement the promised socialist reforms, forced instead to turn its attention to business, entrepreneurship and profit-making, the socialists began in 1984 their reluctant transformation into a social-democratic party whose main achievement in government would be to gain a reputation for sound management of the economy, which by 1985 had begun to show signs of recovery. At its 1985 party conference (the Congress of Toulouse), the PS acknowledged sotto voce the need to accept that redistribution could only be paid for by the profits of capitalism. Although the austerity measures introduced did begin to turn the economic situation around, this was insufficient to compensate for the disappointment and disillusion induced by the government’s inability to cut unemployment. The failure of the socialist experiment led to a mood of pessimism for the so-called déçus du socialisme (those disappointed with socialism), who had difficulty in coming to terms with the PS’ acceptance of economic liberalism and a general sense of loss of political bearings (Collard 2005).
4.4.2 Cohabitation, Alternance and Ouverture
Mitterrand’s

 two seven-year terms coincided

 with

 the first two periods of cohabitation (1986–88, and 1993–5), in these cases between a socialist president and a centre-right prime minister (Chirac and then Balladur) (Table 4.3). Initially, cohabitation was popular with the French electorate, who felt that in some respects it gave them the best of both worlds. However, it also created a situation in which the line between government and opposition was blurred and where there was less transparency about who was accountable for what.Table 4.3Periods of cohabitation and alternance, 1986–2002


[image: ../images/487133_1_En_4_Chapter/487133_1_En_4_Tab3_HTML.png]


During the first cohabitation, left and right sought to reassert their political differences on issues such as privatisation, immigration (which had become a more salient issue with the breakthrough of the FN in the 1986 legislative elections) and law and order, where the left were vulnerable to accusations of ‘laxity’ after the abolition of capital punishment, which the FN blamed for rising levels of crime. The centre-right government had no more success than its predecessor in bringing down unemployment and given the intractability of this problem both left and right were in tacit agreement on avoiding debate on it. The traditional economic reference points were becoming blurred and the introduction by the 1988 socialist government of the process of ouverture (opening up the government to civil society and non-socialists) compounded this effect. During the third and final period of cohabitation (1997–2002), between a centre-right president (Chirac) and a socialist prime minister (Jospin), the sense of policy convergence between the parties was compounded by the creation of the Plural Left.
Control of the National Assembly passed between the parties of the established left and right in 1986, 1988, 1993 and 1997. According to Rey (2004: 94), these four consecutive alternances (alternations of power) highlighted the considerable gap between the parties’ discourse, which was so clear-cut when they were in opposition, and what they actually did when they were in power, which was much more nuanced. Moreover, they contributed to the sense of loss of distinctiveness or dé-différenciation (Braconnier 2010: 15) of the left and right in government, made voters more sceptical and reduced the motivation to vote in elections.
4.4.3 European Integration and Globalisation
Two major and ongoing international

 developments in the 1980s and 1990s had significant repercussions at the national level: globalisation, on which their appeared to be a neoliberal consensus between the established parties of left and right, and the European project. Deeper integration, signalled by the first European elections in 1979, and the introduction of the Single Market and EMU, added a new dimension to domestic politics. However, the mainstream political consensus on the signing of the Single European Act in 1986 and the completion of the internal market by 1992 was a further indication to the public of the prevalence of la pensée unique and the lack of distinct alternatives now that neither left nor right could offer a ‘change of worlds’.
According to Balme and Woll (2005: 115),

European institutionalisation thus nourishes a convergence of policy positions of major domestic political actors. Borrowing from Peter Mair (2000), we name this trend cartelisation of the system of political representation. Referring to the consensus or to the declining conflict between actors, cartelisation also implies that policy convergence reduces political competitiveness and offers less clear alternatives to public opinion. It therefore undermines the relation between political supply and demand, between elites and citizens, and between the political system and society. As a result, new lines of cleavages have emerged, between protest and governmental parties, between well-established interest groups and more radical organisations contesting the system.



The rejection of the Lisbon Treaty in the 2005 referendum can be interpreted as a response to the perceived convergence between the established parties on the question of European integration.
4.4.4 Corruption
In the late 1980s and early 1990s, the PS was beset with a series of scandals (affaires), including the Urba affair, which became public in 1989, when companies bidding for public contracts were found to have made secret payments to the PS. As a result, several prominent party members, including the party’s treasurer Henri Emanuelli, were found guilty of corruption. However, in 1990 President Mitterrand, who was himself listed as a recipient, declared an amnesty for those under investigation, thus closing the affair. In 1991, the socialist Laurent Fabius was involved in a scandal concerning contaminated blood in which he was accused of having allowed doctors to give blood infected by HIV to haemophiliacs, although he was ultimately acquitted of personal moral responsibility in the matter. In 1993, the PS prime minister, Pierre Bérégovoy, was involved in the Pelat affair, having accepted an interest-free loan from Roger-Patrice Pelat, a friend of President François Mitterrand who had been implicated in other corruption cases. No case was ever filed against him but Bérégovoy committed suicide in May 1993, having already resigned from the government after the socialists’ electoral collapse in the March 1993 legislative elections. If corruption had hitherto been more associated with the right than the left (Valéry Giscard d’Estaing and Jacques Chirac had both been implicated in earlier political scandals), the PS now appeared to have lost the moral high ground as a result of this new form of convergence between left and right, confirming voters’ perception that ‘they’re all the same’.
4.4.5 The Plural Left (La Gauche Plurielle)
The alliance forged in 1997 between the established

 left and the Greens represented a new type of political alignment in France (Hanley 2003; Boy et al. 2003) bringing an alternative party into an established party coalition government. Lefebvre and Sawicki (2005: 69) refer to the centrifugal logic (logiques centrifuges) of this alliance. Manifesto data also shows that in 2002 convergence grew to previously unseen levels. Perhaps as a reaction to this loss of ideological conflict between the centre parties, it was the more fragmented characteristics of the party system which were on display in the 2002 presidential elections when 16 candidates ran, seven of whom won a 5% or more share of the vote. These represented not only the left-right ideological spectrum but also the system/anti-system dichotomy. Le Pen’s success in the first round lent force to Grunberg and Schweisguth’s (1997, 2003) analysis of the contemporary French political space as being one of ‘tripartition’ (between the moderate left, moderate right and extreme right) rather than ‘bipartition’ (between the left and right). The convergence of the mainstream left and right at the centre thus leaves a space for more extremist parties at the periphery and it is the FN which has been foremost in taking advantage of this opportunity.
The pattern of increasing policy convergence was broken in 2007 when the centre-right presidential candidate, Nicolas Sarkozy, consciously sought in his campaign to widen the distance between left and right. This contributed to an increase of eight points in the number of voters seeing these notions as still relevant compared with 2002 (TNS Sofres 2007). However, his five-year presidential term ultimately ended in broken promises and further disillusionment, this time for les deçus du Sarkozysme. Sarkozy’s

 fate was to be a one-term president, as was his successor, François Hollande, elected in 2012 (more because of a negative vote against Sarkzoy than a positive vote for himself). These consecutive one-term presidencies could be interpreted as a new form of alternance
, in which voters become increasingly desperate for an alternative yet see little difference no matter who is in power. After his election to the presidency in 2017, Emmanuel Macron, avowedly neither left nor right (ni gauche ni droite), instituted his own form of ouverture
, appointing to his government politicians from rival parties on the centre right (Les Républicains

) and centre left (the PS). The electorate’s decision to choose this ideologically ambiguous option could be interpreted as a final act of desperation as voters give the centrist parties one last chance before resorting to more extreme voting strategies.
The period from 1978 to 2002, during which scepticism about the difference between the established right and left soared to record heights, can be seen as a time of fundamental change in French politics in which a number of developments, both endogenous and exogenous, contributed to a convergence of the mainstream parties’ policy agendas and political behaviour. The experiences of cohabitation, alternance
 and ouverture
 reduced the level of polarisation which had previously characterised the Fifth Republic and there appeared to be a mainstream consensus on globalisation and European integration. The empirical evidence points to the fact that French voters do indeed perceive a policy convergence between the established parties and regard this in a negative light, reflected in declining support for the moderate parties and increasing support for the extremes.
4.5 The ‘Centring’ of the Political Discourse of the Established Left
In the next section, I will examine more closely the ways in which the political discourse of the parties of the established left, particularly the PS, changed between 1978 and 2012 and the extent to which this may have alienated blue-collar voters.
4.5.1 The 1970s
Although the class struggle has been less central to socialist than to communist discourse, it has nonetheless played a significant role. At its 1971 party conference (the Congress of Épinay), the PS set out its mission as “the defence of the interests of the proletariat” (Lefebvre and Sawicki 2005: 76). For Rey (2004: 113–5), reference to the working class movement, class struggle and the anticapitalist fight is indissociable from the historical identity not only of the communist but also the socialist left in the 1970s, being omnipresent and part of the required rhetoric. Marxist style quotations continued to inspire socialist discourse in the period up to 1981.
4.5.2 The 1980s
The programme on which the Socialists contested (and won) the 1981 presidential and legislative elections, Les 110 propositions pour la France, like the party’s 1980 Projet socialiste pour la France des années 80 (Socialist Project for France in the 1980s) and the 1978 Programme Commun de Gouvernement de la Gauche (Common Programme for a Government of the Left), drew heavily on the radical 1972 Common Programme (Programme commun) agreed between the PS and the PCF. The text was imbued with Marxist rhetoric and contained a number of references to class conflict. In a 1977 revision of the Common Programme, the PS’ aims were set out as follows:

To break the domination of big capital and set in motion a new economic and social policy, rejecting the policy of the present government, the government will progressively carry out the transfer to the collectivity of the most important means of production and financial instruments now in the hands of dominant capitalist groups. (PS 1978: 58, quoted in Friend 1998)



In his first year as president, Mitterrand undertook an ambitious programme of reforms, respecting commitments made by the PS at Epinay and inspired by the two often opposing logics of statism and autogestion
 (workers’ self-management). Many sceptical observers were surprised by the scale of the reforms instituted and at this point left-right distance between the established parties widened (Rey 2004: 83–4). Yet within two years of gaining power, the socialist government had adopted a neoliberal paradigm converting to a market economy

 which was completely at odds with the programme initially proposed (Gougou and Roux 2013: 265; Escalona and Vieira 2012: 123) and disappointed the expectations of the working-class world (Ferrand and Jeanbart 2012: 2).
Rey (2004: 94) describes this volte face as the PS’ recourse to the culture of government, an acceptance that continuity takes precedence over rupture in the management of public affairs and that sights have to be lowered. The contrast between the socialists’ earlier ambitions and this new language of economic orthodoxy was stark. Like other socialist and social-democratic parties in Europe, they were confronted with a dilemma which Grunberg (2015) sums up as the choice between making further compromises with capitalism, at the risk of losing their identity, or being condemned to opposition. Faced with the relentless rise in unemployment, the French socialists chose the former. In 1985, the PS agreed to define itself as a social-democratic party.
It was after the 1983 U-turn that manual workers began to gradually disappear from the discourse of the left, even the PCF (Huelin 2013: 4). A sense of compromise and ambiguity now imbued socialist discourse and removed many of the left’s traditional reference points. In particular, the PS made no attempt to clarify the status which would be accorded to the social class on which part of its symbolic legitimacy had previously rested or to establish the role of the manual working class in the new socialist strategy (Rey 2004: 114). For Rey (2004: 119–120), the evolution of the working class from its role as an essential actor in social change before the socialists won power to a passive observer being asked to consent to the laws of economics was brutal and blatant.
This was the point at which the discordance between the working class and the PS began to develop. Despite having kept its word and respected the majority of its commitments, the changes introduced by the socialist government fell short of expectations. This first alternation of power for a quarter of a century thus further advanced the process of relegating the position of the working class (Rey 2004: 116–117). Moreover, manual workers were being asked to make sacrifices: in June 1982 prices were frozen but so too was pay, with new austerity measures in March 1983 and drastic reductions in production in traditional working-class bastions such as mines, steelmaking and naval dockyards from 1984 onwards. The price to be paid for modernisation was the loss of thousands of blue-collar jobs (Rey 2004: 119–120).
The deideologisation of politics under the first Mitterrand presidency was underscored when, during his campaign for a second presidential term in 1988, Mitterrand presented himself as a statesman above party politics. His election manifesto

 was characterised by prudence and moderation, proposed no renationalisation apart from the television channel TF1, made no reference to workers’ self-management and gave priority to growth over state intervention. At the beginning of the second Mitterrand septennat in 1988, after two years in opposition following their defeat in the 1986 legislative elections, the socialist government did not renationalise the entreprises which had been privatised by the centre-right government, showing little interest in what had previously been considered a major plank of the socialist experiment. Instead, they declared that they were in favour of a mixed economy



. Rocard’s government of ‘sound management’ and the consensual approach of opening up to non-leftists and to civil society was a strategy deliberately designed to break down the division between left and right and appeal to the centre ground. Moreover, it was a strategy which appealed to a majority (60%) of voters at the time (Perrineau 1988: 47). Yet somewhat paradoxically, this approach, like the earlier experience of cohabitation, no doubt contributed to the sense that there was little difference between left and right.
4.5.3 The 1990s
In February 1993, in the run-up to the 1993 legislative elections, Rocard controversially proposed what he called a ‘big bang’ in French politics with the creation of a ‘new’ Socialist Party, embracing ecologists, centrists, reformist communists as well as socialists.5 This proposal was rejected by President Mitterrand but in many ways anticipated the creation of the Plural Left in 1997.
The issue of social exclusion was to dominate political discourse during the 1990s, substituting for class conflict a distinction between those in the working class who had a more or less stable job and those who were dependent on social welfare. As Baumel and Kalfon (2011: 17) observe, there was a danger that this would be interpreted as a move away from the socialists’ focus on social justice and the fight against inequality, reducing the question of redistribution to one of welfare. It clearly exacerbated the sense among those (‘privileged’) blue-collar workers who were in employment that their concerns were being ignored. In the New Declaration of Principles (La nouvelle déclaration de principes) adopted by the party in 1991, the PS is no longer defined as a class party (parti de classe) but as a party anchored in the world of work, implying that all of those in work (les salariés) deserve the same attention, regardless of class.
Of even greater significance, however, in terms of the PS’ relationship with the working class, was the new alliance (nouvelle alliance) proposed by Lionel Jospin in 1999 between the socially excluded, the working class and the middle class. Thus, while a vision of society in terms of social class persisted in socialist discourse, social or class conflict disappeared from socialist rhetoric. This, according to Lefebvre (2002), was no longer organised around sociologically salient themes, with the result that the language used by the socialists seemed largely devoid of references to the manual working class (désouvriérisé). Lefebvre and Sawicki (2005: 76) also refer to the gradual déconflictualisation or removal of conflict from the discourse and the political proposals of the socialists.
In the context of the Plural Left, which had been formed in 1997 at the beginning of Jospin’s premiership, the proposed new alliance would have further disoriented the blue-collar electorate, as would the new emphasis on non-materialist or cultural issues such as the environment (the primary concern of the Greens) and diversity or multiculturalism rather than traditional issues such as equality and integration. The socialist project now seemed to be more a vision of a society made up of individuals aspiring to personal autonomy in which a prominent place is assigned to postmaterialist themes such as civil union (PACS) or gender parity (Lefebvre and Sawicki 2005: 77). The introduction in 1999 of CMU (Couverture maladie universelle or Universal Health Cover), which gave social security to anyone living in France on a regular and stable basis who did not already have health insurance, was open to the blue-collar interpretation that this policy was prioritising the socially excluded and at the same time gratifying the PS’ altruistic middle-class electorate but that once again the manual working-class was being ignored.
During the 1990s, the communists too, under the leadership of Robert Hue (since 1994), and in the wake of the collapse of the Soviet Union and the failure of its socialist model, wanted to craft a new image for their party, what Hue called la mutation (the transformation). In 1994, the party’s revised statutes no longer designated the PCF as a party of the working class and began to refer to their electorate as ‘people’ (gens) rather than workers, contributing to the symbolic disappearance of the working class and the disorientation or alienation of its supporters and activists (Rey 2004: 123). The party’s participation in the Plural Left also undermined its relationship with the blue-collar electorate.
4.5.4 The 2000s
During the third cohabitation of 1997–2002, the socialist government under prime minister Lionel Jospin enjoyed early popularity and initial success in bringing down unemployment. However, Jospin also adopted a neoliberal approach, overseeing a number of privatisations, including France Télécom (1997), Air France (1999) and Aérospatiale (2000), and indeed privatised more than his centre-right predecessors. This was consistent with his controversial statement in 2000 that “the state can’t do everything” [l’État ne peut pas tout], which sent a powerful if now familiar signal to the manual working class. In a news interview on France 2 in February 2002, shortly after declaring that he was running for the presidency, Jospin declared “My project is modern, not socialist” [Mon projet est moderne, pas socialiste]. In the month before the 2002 elections, former socialist prime minister Pierre Mauroy took issue with Jospin, warning that the party must speak more loudly to the workers and that ‘worker’ is not a dirty word (Gougou 2007: 15). Yet the impression clearly persisted that the PS was neither talking to or about the working class, whether through complacency or because it could find nothing to say or because what it had to say was unpalatable.
The elimination of Jospin, in the first round of the 2002 presidential elections was a profoundly shocking event. As First Secretary of the PS from October 1995 to November 1997 and then as socialist prime minister, he had to carry a personal responsibility for the electoral catastrophe of 21 April 2002. At the party conference in Dijon in May 2003, there were conflicting responses to the double electoral defeat among the different factions (courants). Those opposing the majority line, Nouveau Monde (New World) and Nouveau Parti Socialiste (New Socialist Party), wanted the defeat to lead to radical change and renewal centred on the working class. The leadership of the party took another approach, preferring, in the words of François Hollande, to ‘have done with the 21st of April’ (en finir avec le 21 avril) in order to limit the fallout from the defeat and to project a united image at the next elections (Lefebvre and Sawicki 2005: 79). In the event, a significant majority voted to support the former leadership and turn the page on the election defeat rather than to confront head-on the lessons to be learned from it.
In the run-up to the 2012 presidential and legislative elections, a controversial and much-criticised report (Ferrand et al. 2011) produced by Terra Nova, a think-tank seen as being close to but not linked to the PS, appeared to push the désouvrierisation
 of the party to extreme limits. It argued that, given that the number of blue-collar workers was declining and that they no longer voted for the left or shared its values, the PS should cut its losses and look to the future by building a new coalition made up of the highly-educated, the young, minorities from working-class neighbourhoods, women, non-Catholics and city-dwellers. Huelin (2013: 6) describes this as more of a shopping list than a class front.
Despite significant reforms introduced by centre-left governments between 1981 and 2002, the persistent problem of unemployment remained unsolved. Some of the employment legislation enacted had unintended consequences. For example, the Auroux laws introduced in 1982 under the Mauroy government were designed to broaden the participation of workers in the management of their firms but this aim was undermined by increasingly insecure working conditions, redundancies and rising unemployment after the 1983 U-turn. The new legislation also had the effect of encouraging firms to modernise and restructure rather than increasing workers’ control of management. The introduction of the 35-hour week under Jospin in 2000, inspired by the continuing problem of unemployment, also led to a deterioration in working conditions for the manual workforce, as managers took advantage of the new legislation by turning what threatened to be an additional cost into a means of increasing productivity without increasing salaries, through the introduction of more flexible working practices which translated into more irregular hours, less time to do the same or more work and therefore greater pressure (Rey 2004: 101; 2006: 557). The new law was also seen as benefiting more affluent and middle-class employees who could afford to take longer holidays.
Over these decades, then, the relevance of what the parties of the established left are offering to the blue-collar electorate has become diluted as these parties have, at critical junctures, converged towards the centre right on economic issues and aligned with the Greens on cultural issues. They no longer appear to speak to, for or about the manual working class in terms which are accessible to or resonate with this electorate and are reluctant to redefine their relationship with blue-collar voters. In consequence, for many blue-collar voters, the parties of the far or hard left and the far right, or in 2007 Sarkozy’s

 centre-right, appear more sympathetic and attentive. Spies (2013: 296) argues that it is not the changing political preferences of the working class that lead them to vote for extreme right parties but changes in the supply side of party competition that have caused the re-orientation of these voters away from left-wing parties.
4.6 Conclusion
Evidence from party manifestos clearly indicates a narrowing of the left-right ideological distance between the four established parties in France between 1978 and 2012 and particularly between the two dominant parties of the centre left and right. This policy convergence is the result of a combination of social, economic, political and geopolitical factors. The electorate’s confusion about what exactly the parties stand for now that neither left nor right can offer a clearly-differentiated political vision has been intensified by the experience of cohabitation and the growing salience of the cross-cutting issue of Europe. Thus, institutional change at the national level, the greater impact of European integration on domestic politics and a new international political and economic context have all played a part in the transformation of the French political scene. Evans and Ivaldi (2016) note that in 2012 incumbent president Hollande “faces an ever more reduced political space at the centre ground of French politics”.
Downsian theories of policy convergence and divergence in a bipolar party system would predict that, in order to maximise votes, vote-seeking parties will converge on the position of the median voter who lies at the centre of the voter distribution. In trying to appeal to this pivotal voter, the dominant parties run two significant risks. By gravitating towards this central tendency or median ideological position, and possibly thereby renouncing a position of principle with which it has previously been strongly associated, a party exposes itself to the risk of alienating those of its voters who are furthest away from the median voter or most strongly attached to its previous ideological position. As a result, the dominant parties may end up offering very similar programmes thereby losing their ideological distinctiveness. Referring to American politics, Key (1964: 220) noted that, as well as maintaining the loyalty of its existing supporters, a political party

must also concern itself with the great blocks of voters uncommitted to either party as well as with those who may be weaned away from the opposition. These influences tend to pull the party leaderships from their contrasting anchorages toward the center. In that process, perhaps most visible in presidential campaigns, the party appeals often sound much alike and thereby contribute to the bewilderment of observers.



In party political terms, this convergence has been driven more from the left than from the right. Left-wing parties in particular face an electoral trade-off between different groups of voters. With the decline of the working class, they have had to target the ‘middle majority’ but by so doing they are likely to lose the support of their former core constituency (Inglehart and Rabier 1986), who interpret the move to the centre ground as a betrayal of the parties’ ideological roots. The ‘centring’ of the political discourse of the PS and PCF can only reinforce this impression. The blurring of the ideological boundaries between left and right and the ‘reversibility’ of the mainstream parties also opens up a space at the extremes of the political spectrum, making it easier for populist parties such as the FN to “poach working-class voters from the centre-left” (Arzheimer 2013: 78). This divergence is also reflected in blue-collar voters’ gravitation towards the extremes, with the number placing themselves on the far left or far right rising from 3.1% in 1978 (2.8% in the electorate as a whole) to 22.9% in 2012 (18.5% for all voters). The extent to which these developments can also be attributed to value change and cultural factors will be considered in the next chapter.
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Footnotes
1‘Cohabitation’ refers to a system of divided government which can occur in semi-presidential systems such as France when the President belongs to a different political party from the majority in the National Assembly (Assemblée

 nationale) and hence also from the Prime Minister and his/her government.

 

2Sofres and Ipsos use identical questions: Avec laquelle de ces opinions êtes-vous le plus d’accord?’ [Which of these opinions do you agree most with?] (a) Les notions de droite et de gauche sont dépassées: ce n’est plus comme cela qu’on peut juger les prises de position [Notions of right and left are outdated: political positions can no longer be judged in this way]; (b) Les notions de droite et de gauche sont toujours valables pour comprendre les prises de position des partis et des hommes politiques. [Notions of right and left are still a valid way of understanding the positions taken by parties and politicians]

 

3From 1989 to 2009, this was the Comparative Manifestos Project (CMP). Since October 2009, the Manifesto Project has been financed by a long-term funding grant from the German Science Foundation (DFG) as MARPOR (Manifesto Research on Political Representation). https://​manifestoproject​.​wzb.​eu/​information/​documents/​information

 

4MoDem

 was founded in 2007 by François Bayrou, who had also been the leader of the UDF, the party it replaced.

 

5In a speech to PS activists at Montlouis-sur-Loire (Indre et Loire) on 17 February 1993.
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The political priorities of citizens and parties in post-industrial democracies are changing. Party competition was until the 1970s primarily organised along a left-right axis based on questions relating to the organisation of the economy and the role of the state. With the weakening of the class cleavage which lay at the heart of party systems in industrial societies, issues which were once politically contested and ideologically demarcated have become valence issues. There is now a broad consensus in most west European democracies on the value of the welfare state while nationalisation has become “almost a forgotten cause” (Inglehart 1997: 239). Value change has also led to an increase in the relative importance to the electorate of postmaterialist or postmodern values.
With the growing affluence of west European societies in the post-war period, increased educational and employment opportunities and the social safety net provided by the welfare state, space has been created on the political agendas of both contemporary voters and parties for new issues. As people are “freed from the need to focus their energies primarily on the struggle for economic and physical security” (Inglehart 1990: 335), they are able instead to emphasise ‘higher-order goals’. These social and individual needs for self-expression, self-determination, belonging and intellectual or aesthetic satisfaction (Brooks and Manza 1994: 545) are embodied in ‘new’ politics issues such as the environment, multiculturalism and gender issues. However, if the new politics is taken as only one aspect of postmodern non-materialist politics more broadly, the other being the new populism (Taggart 1996), then there is also the potential for a division within the new dimension between (left-)libertarianism

 and (right-)authoritarianism

, and this is particularly pertinent to the blue-collar electorate.
5.1 ‘Old’ and ‘New’ Politics Value Orientations
Inglehart’s seminal account (1977, 1990, 1997) of the shift

 in advanced industrial societies during the post-war era from essentially economics-based materialist priorities to values-based postmaterialist or postmodern priorities rests on two hypotheses. According to the ‘scarcity’ hypothesis, “one’s priorities reflect one’s socioeconomic environment so that one places greatest subjective value on those things that are in relatively short supply” (Inglehart 1990: 56). Initially, this hypothesis drew on Maslow’s (1954) hierarchy of needs, which is still evident in its assertion that the role of economic factors diminishes as physiological or materialist needs such as physical and economic security are satisfied (Inglehart 1990: 134). As Inglehart (1981: 890) puts it, “Materialists tend to be preoccupied with satisfying immediate physiological needs; Post-Materialists feel relatively secure about them and have a greater amount of psychic energy to invest in more remote concerns such as politics”.
The ‘socialisation’ hypothesis, on the other hand, holds that “one’s basic values reflect the conditions that prevailed during one’s pre-adult years” (Inglehart 1990: 56). Thus, individuals who have experienced material insecurity during their formative years will place greater emphasis on materialist values. Conversely, those whose formative years were spent in a materially secure environment will be predisposed to emphasise postmaterialist values. This is clearly of major significance in any investigation of the impact of class on values and has specific relevance to the working- and middle-class electorates of the moderate left, who may diverge in their attitudes towards the new values.
The third element of Inglehart’s thesis is that “early-instilled values tend to persist throughout a given individual’s life” (Inglehart 1987: 1296). This applies equally to materialist and postmaterialist values, and is quite distinct from a life-cycle effect in that “there is no tendency for given birth cohorts to become more Materialist as they age” (Inglehart 1987: 1296). Furthermore, Inglehart anticipates that each successive post-war cohort will be more postmaterialist than its predecessor. In other words, aggregate change towards postmaterialism is a product of generational replacement and not change occurring in the course of an individual’s life (Inglehart and Abramson 1994; Abramson and Inglehart 1995). The long-term effect of this process should therefore be that postmaterialists gradually become the dominant segment of the population resulting in “a slow but steady shift in the cultural character of a society” (Scarbrough 1995: 125). The shorter-term effect of this generational process is that older and younger generations will have different value priorities. At its simplest, this can be reduced to a dichotomy between post-war generations and those who grew up in earlier periods, between whom there exists “a significant watershed” (Inglehart 1981: 886). Moreover, the post-war generations have experienced greater material security at two levels, growing up in a society which is not only affluent but also peaceful.
Flanagan (1987) presents an alternative to Inglehart’s conceptualisation of value change, pointing out that in fact two distinct kinds of value change have been taking place in advanced industrialised democracies, one from materialist to non-materialist values and one from authoritarian to libertarian values, a distinction which, according to Flanagan (1987: 1303), Inglehart has obscured “by collapsing indicators of both into a single scale”. Flanagan uses the term ‘libertarian’

 to refer to a cluster of items emphasising “personal and political freedom, participation (more say in government, in one’s community and on the job), equality, tolerance of minorities and those holding different opinions, openness to new ideas and new life styles, environmental protection and concern over quality-of-life issues, self-indulgence and self-actualisation” (Flanagan 1987: 1304).
What Flanagan terms libertarian is, then, essentially identical to what Inglehart labels postmaterialist. It is at the other end of the scale that the main difference occurs. In particular, Flanagan takes issue with Inglehart’s use of the term materialism because it has two separate components, one relating to a set of economic concerns and the other relating to a set of non-economic issues. Flanagan uses the term materialism to refer only to the first of these sets, designating as materialists “those who place a high priority on a stable economy, economic growth, fighting rising prices and at the more personal level (the private domain) on securing a high-paying job, adequate housing and a comfortable life” (Flanagan 1987: 1305). However, he makes a clear distinction between this and the other component of Inglehart’s concept of materialism, namely non-economic issues such as “support for a strong defense, law and order, and fighting crime”, which Flanagan labels as one component of an authoritarian value orientation. “This authoritarian orientation designates a broader cluster of values, which, along with concerns for security and order, includes respect for authority, discipline and dutifulness, patriotism and intolerance for minorities, conformity to customs and support for traditional religious and moral values.” For Flanagan, then, “Nonmaterialists are those holding either authoritarian

 or libertarian

 [my italics] value preferences, and those who place a higher priority on the kinds of issues defined by these value preferences than on economic issues” (Flanagan 1987: 1306).
In the French context, Grunberg and Schweisguth (1997: 195) use the concepts of universalism and anti-universalism to refer to a new cleavage which is largely independent of the traditional left-right cleavage. These represent a dichotomy between “those who believe that every human individual … has an intrinsic value and dignity that must be respected” and “those who believe that human individuals are not of equal value and … may legitimately become targets of the most extreme measures” (Schweisguth 2000: 181). Elsewhere, Grunberg and Schweisguth (1990) distinguish between economic liberalism and social or cultural liberalism, measured by indicators of authoritarianism, ethnocentrism, sexual morality and individual autonomy. In his analysis of France, Kitschelt (1995: 111) includes an ideological division between parochialism (which contains a racist-xenophobic element) and cosmopolitanism, while Perrineau (1996, 2001) has expressed this duality in terms of a ‘closed’

 and an ‘open’ society. Subileau (1996: 158) has also alluded to the existence of two concepts of the future, one closed in on the nation-state, the other opened up to the supranational environment.
Thus, different (and sometimes overlapping) terms and concepts are used to define new value orientations. Yet despite the variation in the terms used, the essential distinction is between materialist and non-materialist value domains. The traditional left-right dimension is therefore crosscut by a second dimension relating to positive and negative attitudes towards issues such as immigration and European integration. In this chapter I will draw primarily on Flanagan’s distinction between materialism and non-materialism. Value change will therefore refer to the shift from left-right materialism to left-right non-materialism. Non-materialism encompasses both the new politics on the left and the new populism on the right. My aim here is to analyse the political consequences of value change in France and in particular its implications for the relationship between voters, especially blue-collar voters, and the political parties.
Firstly, I establish the level and dynamics of materialism and postmaterialism among the French electorate and test two hypotheses, expecting there to have been a progressive increase in the proportion of the electorate with postmaterialist values (Hypothesis 5.1) and that postmaterialism will be more evident among younger age-groups and succeeding generations (Hypothesis 5.2). Secondly, I evaluate the extent to which new non-materialist issues have become more salient to voters, testing the hypothesis that new non-materialist issues will be increasingly prominent on the political agenda of voters (Hypothesis 5.3), and consider the way in which this is reflected in blue-collar partisanship and the programmes of parties. Thirdly, I examine changing value orientations among manual workers and the wider electorate, focusing here again on younger voters and testing the hypothesis that they will be less authoritarian, socially conservative and ethnocentric than older voters (Hypothesis 5.4). Finally, I assess the impact of value change on party competition in France and on the voter-party relationship.
5.2 Materialism and Postmaterialism in France
Abramson and Inglehart (1992: 227) predicted

 that “By 2010, postmaterialists are likely to outnumber materialists”. The first hypothesis to be tested relates to this prediction in addressing the question of the strength and stability of levels of materialism and postmaterialism in the French electorate. Specifically, we would expect there to be a progressive increase in the proportion of the electorate with postmaterialist values (Hypothesis 5.1). To test this hypothesis, I draw on the forced-choice four-item question on postmaterialist values in the European Values Study (EVS),1 which is used to construct an index of (post)materialist values. The question asks respondents to choose two of four goals which they think should be prioritised in their country over the next ten years. Two of these items are categorised as materialist (maintaining order in the nation and fighting rising prices) and two as postmaterialist (giving people more say in important government decisions and protecting freedom of speech). Respondents who select two goals in the same category are coded as being ‘pure’ materialists or ‘pure’ postmaterialists and otherwise as belonging to a ‘mixed’ type.
5.2.1 Materialism, Postmaterialism and Social Class
The percentage of postmaterialists

 in France peaked in 1990 at 25.0%, overtaking the figure for materialists (20.8%), before falling back in 1999 and again in 2008 to 14.8% (Fig. 5.1). Blue-collar voters are more materialist and less postmaterialist than the electorate as a whole in every year. They have not become significantly more materialist over time (+0.8) but the electorate as a whole has become less materialist (−4.2).[image: ../images/487133_1_En_5_Chapter/487133_1_En_5_Fig1_HTML.png]
Fig. 5.14-item materialist-postmaterialist index, % types, blue-collar and all respondents, France, 1981–2008. (Source: EVS)


CEVIPOF survey data between 1978 and 2012 provides an alternative source of evidence with which to test the hypothesis. Although these surveys do not contain questions which tap postmaterialist orientations in quite the same way as the European Values Study, one question which is asked identically across all the survey years can be used as a proxy. Respondents are asked whether they think that school should primarily ‘develop a sense of discipline and effort’ (suggesting a more materialist orientation) or ‘form sharp-minded people who think critically’ (indicative of a more postmaterialist orientation).2 Here there is no mixed category and so the percentages are considerably higher than in the European Values Study but the data reveals a similar trend (Fig. 5.2), showing that although, in the electorate as a whole, parity was almost reached in 1997 (50.7% materialists and 48.0% postmaterialists), this represented a peak for postmaterialism. Between 1997 and 2007, in the population as a whole, the proportion of materialists actually rose (to 61.2%, roughly the same as in 1978) before falling back in 2012 to 54.1%. After its 1997 peak of 48.0%, the proportion of postmaterialists fell in 2002 to 38.5% but recovered in 2012 to 44.1%.[image: ../images/487133_1_En_5_Chapter/487133_1_En_5_Fig2_HTML.png]
Fig. 5.2% materialists and postmaterialists, blue-collar and all respondents, 1978–2012. (Source: CEVIPOF)


The CEVIPOF data also indicates that levels of materialism have been consistently higher among the blue-collar electorate, peaking in 2002 at 73%. Between 1978 and 2012, the proportion of blue-collar materialists rose steadily, from 61.9% to 65.4%, an increase of 3.5% compared with a decline among all voters of 5.9%. The proportion of blue-collar postmaterialists peaked in 1997 (at 37.2%) and over the whole period rose slightly (from 32.8% to 33.5%). Blue-collar voters are less postmaterialist than the electorate as a whole, and the gap between the two groups is widening (from less than 3% in 1978 to almost 11% in 2012).
The CEVIPOF data therefore indicates rising postmaterialism over this period but in the case of blue-collar voters this is negligible. Nonetheless, Hypothesis 5.1 is supported on the basis of these findings. While they accord with generational replacement theory in that postmaterialism progressed rapidly during the 1980s with the maturing of the baby boomers, the reasons for the reversal in this trend at the beginning of the 1990s are not immediately clear. Fluctuations are accounted for in postmaterialist theory by the scarcity hypothesis, which predicts that postmaterialist orientations are susceptible to short-term effects caused by social, political or economic forces such as changes in the rate of inflation, level of unemployment or GDP per capita. Thus, one possible explanation is the high level of unemployment which persisted in France into the 1990s.
5.2.2 Age and Generation
The second hypothesis to be tested (Hypothesis 5.2) is that postmaterialism is more evident among younger age-groups and succeeding generations.
5.2.2.1 Age-Group
Taking the EVS data first, and limiting the analysis to materialist and postmaterialists, there were more materialists than postmaterialists in every age-group except 25–34 year-olds in 1981, 18–49 year-olds in 1990 and 18–24 year-olds in 2008. In 1981, 1990 and 1999 (but not 2008) the youngest age-group was more postmaterialist than materialist. By comparing blue-collar voters and all voters in terms of age-group, we find that in the electorate as a whole the three younger age-groups were consistently more postmaterialist than the two older ones between 1981 and 1999. However, it is only in 1999 that the youngest age-group was indeed the most postmaterialist. On the other hand, while the 65+ age-group contained the fewest postmaterialists between 1981 and 1999, it was the youngest age-group which was the least postmaterialist in 1990 and 2008. Analysis of the CEVIPOF data indicates that, in the electorate as a whole, the youngest age-group was more postmaterialist than materialist in all years and 25–34 year-olds were more postmaterialist than materialist except in 2002. In the case of blue-collar workers, it was only in 1978 that any blue-collar age-group (18–24-year-olds) was more postmaterialist than materialist.
5.2.2.2 Cohorts3
Turning to the cohort analysis, I will now consider whether succeeding generations are increasingly postmaterialist (Hypothesis 5.2). The EVS data indicates that it is only in 1999 that a blue-collar cohort (Cohort 4) is more postmaterialist than the electorate as a whole. Apart from 1981, there is no perfect linear relationship between cohort and level of postmaterialism. Among blue-collar voters, in 1990 and 1999, the younger cohorts, especially Cohorts 4 and 5 (Generation

 X), were significantly more postmaterialist than the older ones. This difference disappeared in 2008. The CEVIPOF data for the electorate as a whole shows the same pattern as for age-groups, with younger cohorts being more postmaterialist than older cohorts. In the case of blue-collar workers, there is a more consistent pattern in 1978, 1988 and 2007 than was seen for age-groups but the relationship between cohort and postmaterialism is more erratic in 1997 and 2002.
In summary, the CEVIPOF data indicates that in the electorate as a whole in every survey year there is a negative correlation between age and level of postmaterialism, with older age-groups being less postmaterialist than the younger ones. It also shows a fairly consistent link between cohorts and postmaterialism. However, the picture for blue-collar voters is less clear-cut. Although 1978 and 1988 show a similar pattern to that in the electorate as a whole, from 1997 to 2007 there is much more variation but within a narrower range, while in 2012 the incidence of blue-collar postmaterialism is contained within a range of 30.0–36.1% across all age-groups.
There is therefore some but no conclusive evidence that age and generation are factors in levels of postmaterialism over the entire period surveyed. It does appear that patterns have become more erratic since the 1990s. This suggests a period effect, of a political, social or economic nature, which affected the entire population but hit blue-collar workers especially hard. One possible explanation for this is that people began to feel less materially secure as they experienced two global recessions during this period, the first of which hit France in 1992 and the second in 2008. As Inglehart (1997: 246) observes, “the rise of a sense of security among mass publics is far from inevitable and can be undermined by economic decline or rapid change”. During such periods, people tend to reemphasise traditional values and even in the most advanced industrial societies reactionary movements emerge among the less secure social strata. Taken together, there are discrepancies between the EVS and CEVIPOF data, which is not altogether surprising since they address the question somewhat differently. They are, however, in agreement that age-group is a less significant factor and a weaker predictor of levels of postmaterialism among blue-collar voters. Hypothesis 5.2 is therefore confirmed in the electorate as a whole but only partially confirmed for blue-worker voters.
5.3 Issue Priorities
We now turn to a second area in which value change has the potential to affect the voter-party relationship, that of issue priorities. The greater salience of new non-materialist (but not necessarily postmaterialist) issues on the political agenda has potential implications for political supply, party support and the programmes and performance of the parties. In this section, I will present an overview of the evolution from old to new politics before evaluating the importance of postmodern issues to the contemporary French electorate. In particular, I will examine the ways in which the priorities of blue-collar workers may be distinct from those of the electorate as a whole.
5.3.1 Old Versus New Issue Agendas
Changing value orientations have had a profound effect on politics in advanced industrial democracies with a move away from a political agenda centred on distributive economic issues and the role of the state to one emphasising quality of life issues, human and civil rights, individual freedom, identity and self-determination. These new value orientations first began to emerge with the coming of age of the first post-war generation manifested in the wave of student unrest in the 1960s triggered initially by protest against the Vietnam War (1964–73). The first cause espoused was the peace movement but with the ending of the Vietnam War the environmental cause became “the symbolic center of this broad cultural emancipation movement” (Inglehart 1997: 244). The events of May 1968 can be seen as heralding the emergence of these new value orientations in France. The postmaterialist or left-libertarian agenda has over time incorporated a wide range of non-materialist issues: pacifism, environmental protection, anti-globalisation, feminism, abortion rights, LGBT rights, disability rights, the rights of immigrants and asylum-seekers, anti-racism and the legalisation of drugs. These can be set against the non-materialist issues of right-authoritarianism: law and order, national security, national sovereignty, national identity, national preference, immigration control and support for traditional family moral values.
How salient, then, are postmodern, non-materialist issues among the French electorate compared with old politics materialist issues? I will now test the hypothesis that new non-materialist issues should be more prominent on the political agenda of voters (Hypothesis 5.3).
5.3.2 The Issue Priorities of French Voters
The CEVIPOF surveys first addressed

 the question of issue priorities in 2002 and so it is not possible to follow trends over the whole period in question. However, we would expect that by 2002 postmodern non-materialist issues would be featuring among voters’ top issue priorities alongside materialist issues, if not actually gaining the edge over them. In the surveys, respondents were asked to say which three of twelve issues would count most when they voted.4 In 2002 the top three priorities (unemployment, crime and social inequality) were the same for both blue-collar voters and the electorate as a whole. In 2007 the top three priorities (employment, inequality and inflation) and in 2012 the top five (spending power, unemployment, public deficit and debt, poverty and job insecurity, education and training of young people) were again the same for blue-collar voters and for the electorate as a whole but not always in the same order. Thus, in 2007 inflation was a significantly more salient issue for manual workers, as was spending power in 2012. For the electorate as a whole, (un)employment was the priority issue in each survey year. However, in 2012 among blue-collar voters it was edged into second place by spending power.
All top-ranking first-choice issues are materialist, although in 2002 the next (fourth) choice for blue-collar workers was immigration on 9% (compared with 6.5% in the wider electorate). On the whole, immigration and the other principal non-materialist issue, the environment, have far less salience. On the basis of this evidence it appears, then, that a majority of voters in both the blue-collar and wider electorate still prioritise materialist values. Hypothesis 5.3, that new non-materialist issues should be more prominent on the political agenda of voters, is therefore not supported.
5.4 Value Orientations
5.4.1 Value Orientations and Social Class
The CEVIPOF survey data makes

 it possible to explore attitudes towards the death penalty, homosexuality and immigrants, tapping into levels of authoritarianism, social conservatism and ethnocentrism5 in France and their prevalence in different sections of the electorate.
The feeling that there are too many immigrants in France and that the death penalty should be restored have both declined over the period but are consistently stronger among manual workers, by about ten points (Fig. 5.3), and show a slight increase in the blue-collar electorate between 2007 and 2012. Homosexuality has become increasingly acceptable among all voters and there is less and less difference between blue-collar workers and the electorate as a whole (74.0% and 79.6% respectively in 2012) on this issue.[image: ../images/487133_1_En_5_Chapter/487133_1_En_5_Fig3_HTML.png]
Fig. 5.3% respondents totally agreeing with value statement, 1988–2012. (Source: CEVIPOF)


5.4.2 Value Orientation and Age-Group
In the next section, I will test the hypothesis that younger voters are less authoritarian, socially conservative and ethnocentric than older voters (Hypothesis 5.4).
5.4.2.1 Authoritarianism
In terms of their attitude

 towards the death penalty, all age-groups, both in the blue-collar and wider electorates, become less authoritarian between 1988 and 2012, with the biggest value change among 50–65+ year-olds (Fig. 5.4). Overall, blue-collar voters in all age-groups are more authoritarian than the average voter, although the difference has narrowed from more than ten points in 1988 and 2002 to five points or less in 2007 and 2012. The decline in authoritarianism has been greater among blue-collar voters than among all voters. However, between 2007 and 2012 there was a slight upswing in authoritarianism among blue-collar 18–49 year-olds. In 2012, the youngest blue-collar age-group was slightly more authoritarian than the oldest (17.9% and 17.6% respectively). Thus, the youngest blue-collar age-group is not always the least authoritarian and the oldest not always the most authoritarian. In the wider electorate, the youngest age-group is the least authoritarian except in 2012 but the oldest is the most authoritarian only in 1988. 1988 is the only case of a perfect correlation between age and authoritarianism. With regard to authoritarianism, therefore, hypothesis 5.4 is not supported.[image: ../images/487133_1_En_5_Chapter/487133_1_En_5_Fig4_HTML.png]
Fig. 5.4Bring back the death penalty, % totally agreeing, by age-group, 1988–2012. (Source: CEVIPOF)


5.4.2.2 Social Conservatism
Overall, blue-collar voters are more

 socially conservative, measured by their attitude towards homosexuality, than all voters (Fig. 5.5). This is particularly significant in the 18–24 age-group, where the difference is 30% or more in 2002 and almost 20% in 2012. However, between 2002 and 2012 there is a bigger decline among blue-collar voters in this youngest age-group than among 18–24 year-olds in the wider electorate, where social conservatism is slightly up, so that here 25–49 year-olds were less socially conservative than the youngest age-group. Blue-collar voters in the 25–34 age-group have become more socially conservative over the period. In all other cases, social conservatism has declined, most dramatically in the 65+ age-group, where there has been a fall of more than 20 points.[image: ../images/487133_1_En_5_Chapter/487133_1_En_5_Fig5_HTML.png]
Fig. 5.5Homosexuality is an acceptable way of life, % totally agreeing, by age-group, 2002 and 2012. (Source: CEVIPOF)


In the blue-collar electorate there is no perfect correlation between age-group and social conservatism: the youngest is not always the least socially conservative (e.g. in 2002) and the oldest is not always the most socially conservative (e.g. in 2012). In the wider electorate, there is a linear relationship only in 2002. Otherwise, the youngest age-group is not always the least socially conservative (e.g. in 2012) but the oldest is always the most socially conservative (by a large margin in 2002 but a much narrower margin in 2012). Thus, once again, hypothesis 5.4 is not supported.
5.4.2.3 Ethnocentrism
Between 1997 and 2012, blue-collar voters

 are more anti-immigrant than all voters in every age-group, but all age-groups have become less anti-immigrant over the period (Fig. 5.6). The gap between blue-collar voters and the wider electorate has closed from 9 and 16 points in 1997 and 2002 to 6 and 9 points in 2007 and 2012, with the biggest decline among 25–34 and 50–64 year-olds. Blue-collar voters in the two oldest age-groups are the most anti-immigrant, as is the case in the wider electorate, while both blue-collar and all voters in the youngest age-group are the least anti-immigrant, except in 2007 and 2012 when 25–34 year-old blue-collar voters are less anti-immigrant than the age-groups immediately above and below. There was an increase in blue-collar ethnocentrism among all but 50–64 year-olds between 2007 and 2012, and among the 18–24 and 35–49 age-groups in the wider electorate.[image: ../images/487133_1_En_5_Chapter/487133_1_En_5_Fig6_HTML.png]
Fig. 5.6Too many immigrants, % totally agreeing by age-group, blue-collar and all respondents, 1997–2012. (Source: CEVIPOF)


Among blue-collar voters, there is a perfect correlation between age-group and ethnocentrism only in 2002. However, there is a fairly strong correlation otherwise, except that 25–34 year-olds were less ethnocentric than the youngest age-group in 2007 and 2012. The oldest age-group is the most ethnocentric except in 1997, when 50–64 year-olds were marginally more so. Among all voters, there is a perfect correlation in 2002 and 2007 and a fairly strong correlation otherwise, except that 25–34 year-olds were less ethnocentric than the youngest age-group in 2012. As in the case of blue-collar voters, the oldest age-group is the most ethnocentric except in 1997 when 50–64 year-olds were marginally more so. Thus, hypothesis 5.4 is not supported in the case of ethnocentrism either.
These findings suggest, then, that younger voters are not necessarily less authoritarian, socially conservative or ethnocentric than older age-groups. However, there appears to be a slightly stronger negative correlation between age and these value orientations in the wider electorate than among blue-collar workers. Education may be a factor here. What is of particular interest, however, is that in 2012 the youngest cohort of blue-collar workers was slightly more authoritarian than the oldest and significantly more socially conservative than their peers in the wider electorate. Between 2007 and 2012, they also became more ethnocentric, as did blue-collar workers in all the other age-groups except 50–64 year-olds. At the same time, ethnocentrism increased among the 18–24 and 35–49 age-groups in the wider electorate.
As in the case of postmaterialism, patterns of value change have been more erratic since the 1990s, and the most plausible explanation for this would be the global recession whose impact was first felt in France in 1992. As we have seen in previous chapters, during periods of economic downturn and austerity the living standards of manual workers in particular have deteriorated, even in our still relatively affluent societies. In the view of Guibert and Mergier (2006: 290), the working class was in the front line when the tectonic plates of the French economy began to shift in the 1980s, bringing mass unemployment, greater ethnic diversity, rising crime, the transformation of the terms and conditions of work as well as the economic and political crises of the early 1990s. The fact that in 2012 it is the youngest age-group who is showing more ‘regressive’ tendencies can be linked to another period effect, the financial crash of 2008. However, Gougou (2012: 155) points out that the socialisation of the youngest cohorts is also distinguished by the growing presence of the FN and the increasing salience of the issue of immigration in a context of ongoing globalisation.
5.4.3 Ethnocultural Issues
Three ethnocultural issues, immigration

, European integration and globalisation, are increasingly prominent on the contemporary political agenda in France and deserve further attention since they provoke particular anxiety among sections of the manual working class. In the view of Baumel and Kalfon (2011: 19), those whose jobs are most vulnerable to competition from the emerging nations or whose conditions of work are most subject to the ‘diktats’ imposed by the new capitalism will have the most negative perceptions of globalisation. Similarly, they will be angered by the perception that Europe, far from keeping its initial promise to act as a social shield against globalisation, has too often been its Trojan horse.
5.4.3.1 Immigration
A 2008 EVS survey enables

 us to examine in greater depth attitudes underlying the value orientations of blue-collar workers and the electorate as a whole regarding immigration. Questions on immigrants relate both to materialist issues (employment, crime and the welfare system) and non-materialist issues (the threat to French society and cultural life).6 The two primary concerns of both blue-collar workers and the electorate as a whole in this survey are that immigrants are a strain on the welfare system (more than a threat to jobs for the French) and that immigrants will become a threat to society (the threat is unspecified). The third main concern for blue-collar voters is crime and for the electorate as a whole it is the impact on France’s cultural life. In every case, these concerns are voiced more strongly among blue-collar workers. The biggest gap between blue-collar workers and the electorate as a whole is on the question of crime (62% and 37.9% respectively agreeing that immigrants exacerbate the problem of crime).
5.4.3.2 European Integration
From 1997 onwards, CEVIPOF included

 questions on European integration. While the electorate as a whole has been consistently positive, blue-collar voters express more negative or ambivalent attitudes towards the EU (Fig. 5.7).7 In 2007, the CEVIPOF survey asks questions which again tap both materialist and non-materialist values, exploring fears about the EU’s impact on social security, national culture and identity, France’s role in the world, unemployment and immigration.8 Blue-collar workers are consistently more fearful on all questions. Their primary fears, like those of the electorate as a whole, are firstly rising unemployment and secondly loss of social security, both materialist concerns which would affect them personally. The gap between blue-collar workers and the electorate as a whole is widest on the question of immigration (12.5%).[image: ../images/487133_1_En_5_Chapter/487133_1_En_5_Fig7_HTML.png]
Fig. 5.7Attitudes towards the EU, % blue-collar and all respondents, 1997–2012. (Source: CEVIPOF)


5.4.3.3 Globalisation
The strength of the blue-collar ‘no’ vote in the 1992 referendum

 on the Maastricht Treaty (45%) and the 2005 referendum on the Lisbon Treaty (79%) give a clear indication of hostility towards greater European integration among those manual workers who favour national sovereignty and oppose a Europe which for them, far from favouring or even protecting France, overexposes it to globalisation and leaves it powerless in the face of competition from inside and outside Europe (Mergier and Fourquet 2011: 29). CEVIPOF surveys in 2007 and 2012 explore voters’ feelings about globalisation, asking whether it is seen as a threat or an opportunity for France.9 The data shows that in both years and for all voters it is perceived to be a threat rather than an opportunity. In 2012, 65.1% of blue-collar voters had a negative view and 29.2% a positive view of globalisation, compared with 51.8% and 38.3% in the electorate as a whole. This is consistent with responses to an Ifop (2012) poll which finds that a majority of blue-collar respondents think that France should be more protectionist (76% / 60%) rather than open itself up more to the world (12% / 22%).
5.4.3.4 Insecurity
Underlying this cluster of blue-collar values, both economic and cultural, more closed than open, there appears to be a defensive stance, driven by a fundamental sense of insecurity and compounded by feelings that manual workers confront injustice and limited opportunities, with no sign of this situation improving. Blue-collar workers and the working class in general are more directly exposed to the experience of both physical and economic insecurity than most other social groups. Competition for jobs in a global economy, the deterioration of public services, crime and anti-social behaviour affect them disproportionately, and the younger generation most of all.
According to Mergier and Fourquet (2011: 81), as this overall sense of insecurity develops, the demand for protection also grows. It too operates at three levels: economic (in terms of income), physical (in terms of the safety of the individual) and national (in the face of globalisation). In their view, this is not a sign of increasingly selfish and regressive values as people turn in on themselves but a necessary attitude for those who are in one way or another exposed to an actual or potential danger (Mergier and Fourquet 2011: 78). Similarly, Rey (2004: 171) notes that the rising salience of the issue of law and order in the early 2000s cannot be isolated from concerns linked with the manual working class’s greater vulnerability to social insecurity. With regard to the cleavage between an open and closed society, Perrineau (2017) predicts that the demand for economic, social and cultural protection will become a central issue in France and one which proponents of an open society need to address if they are to counteract the growing appeal of the FN in the face of these various forms of insecurity.
5.4.3.5 Cross-Cutting Tensions
The normalisation (banalisation) of the FN and the presence on the contemporary political agenda of ethnocultural issues such as immigration, European integration and globalisation which crosscut the traditional left-right axis mean that individuals’ value orientations have become increasingly complex. The different dimensions are not mutually exclusive: an individual can hold both sets of values simultaneously, with issue priorities moving to the fore and then receding into the background at different times and in different contexts. In other words, both left-right materialism and the non-materialist new politics (postmaterialism/left-libertarianism) or new populism (right-authoritarianism) have the potential to be the primary or secondary axis of value orientation. For older generations this is a recent development, but for younger people it is a normal state of affairs.
5.5 Value Change and Party Competition
Non-materialist issues, then, may not have displaced materialist issues as the priorities of the majority of the electorate but they have certainly made inroads into the political agenda, giving new political parties the opportunity to form and being incorporated into the agendas of established political parties. Value change has altered patterns of party competition in France, adding a new dimension which transects the traditional left-right cleavage. The entrance of new parties into the French party system, notably the FN and the Greens, has both provided voters with greater choice and presented the established parties with a challenge.
5.5.1 Support for New Political Parties
Levels of support for the FN and the Greens among the blue-collar electorate are starkly different. According to polling data on blue-collar voting in presidential elections, support for the ecologists has always been less than 5%, much lower than support for the far right (Fig. 5.8).[image: ../images/487133_1_En_5_Chapter/487133_1_En_5_Fig8_HTML.png]
Fig. 5.8% blue-collar vote for new parties, 1st round of presidential elections, 1981–2017. (Sources: Sofres 1981, 1988, 1995, 2007; Ipsos 2002, 2012, 2017) 


5.5.2 The Response of the Established Parties of Left and Right
The response of the established left, particularly the PS, to the challenge from the Greens has been, as we saw in Chap. 4, to incorporate postmaterialist issues into its programme, with a new focus on identity politics, addressing the gender, ethnic or social interests of particular groups in French society. Given the low levels of blue-collar support for the new left, this strategy was directed more at young, middle-class and highly-educated voters. However, by espousing values such as multiculturalism, the PS also risks alienating blue-collar voters, because it is perceived as sidelining not only the economic concerns so central to many blue-collar voters but also the demand for authority and order emanating from some (Perrineau 2011). Moreover, some of the more defensive or closed values of some blue-collar voters are delegitimised, presented as being not only old-fashioned but actually dangerous, since they have historically contributed to the domination of and discrimination towards minorities (Bouvet 2011: 141).
In her work on socialist parties and blue-collar voters, Rennwald (2015: 233) finds that, in the case of France, the more that party competition is centred on new cultural issues, the greater the decline in the blue-collar vote for the PS and the PCF. Ferrand and Jeanbart (2012: 2) attribute the ‘divorce’ between the left and the blue-collar electorate to changing values. As the parties of the left in France have gravitated towards postmaterialism, blue-collar voters have moved in the opposite direction. The PS in particular has to perform a delicate balancing act, needing to appeal both to its middle-class and blue-collar voters in order to see off challenges from the new left and the new populists.
The response of the established right to the challenge from the FN was perhaps best illustrated in Sarkozy’s

 strategy in 2007 of moving onto far right territory by adopting a hardline approach to immigration and national identity (Mayer 2007; Marthaler 2008, 2009). In France, it is the FN which has been most successful in taking advantage of this opportunity, by deliberately targeting that section of the blue-collar electorate which is most concerned about the economic as well as the cultural impact of immigration, European integration and globalisation.
5.5.3 The FN and the Blue-Collar Electorate
The FN, like other far right

 parties in Europe, has, according to Arzheimer (2013: 77), “modified its programmatic appeal considerably over the six decades since the end of WW2, thereby becoming more palatable for members of the working class”, who, as Ferrand and Jeanbart (2012: 5) observe, have both socioeconomic values which connect them to the left (a strong and protectionist state, public services, social security) and conservative cultural values which connect them to the right (law and order, opposition to immigration, Islam and Europe, the defence of tradition). Tiberj (2012: 96) notes that if manual and routine non-manual workers are now divided between the left and the right, it is because they are caught in a pincer movement between their socioeconomic progressivism and their cultural conservatism.
The FN’s strategy with regard to manual workers is therefore two-pronged, concerned both with socioeconomic issues (standard of living) and ethnocultural issues (way of life). It exploits the sense of insecurity among this social group by offering ‘protection’, weaving into this narrative the threat represented by forces perceived as being alien or hostile to France. For Rydgren (2008: 739), “frames linking immigration to criminality and social unrest are particularly effective for mobilising voter support for the radical right”. At the same time, Marine Le Pen has, since taking over the leadership of the FN from her father in 2011, moved the party away from a neoliberal agenda to one which is more protectionist and statist, realising that economic liberalism held little appeal for blue-collar voters. Manifesto data on changes in the left-right position of parties (Budge et al. 2001; Klingemann et al. 2006; Volkens et al. 2014) provides evidence that the FN has moved leftward since 1986, and most notably in 2012.10 In the view of Ferrand and Jeanbart (2012), the FN under Marine Le Pen has performed an about-turn on socioeconomic questions, switching from a neoliberal Poujadist posture (anti-state, anti-civil service, anti-tax) to a programme of economic and social protection. In economic terms, the protection offered lies in a strong state and a vibrant public service together with national preference for jobs (Gougou and Mayer 2013: 165) combined with improved welfare policies for French citizens based on a policy of national preference which she has rechristened ‘national priority’ or ‘French first’ (Mayer 2012).
According to Betz (1993: 684), “Reflecting the anxieties and resentments of this clientele, national populist parties tend to emphasize law and order, traditional moral values, and radical opposition to immigrants and refugees”. In the French case, Mergier and Fourquet (2011: 13) find that Marine Le Pen’s

 appeal to manual workers lies in the fact that a vote for her will translate into firmer policies on the traditional FN issues of immigration and law and order. A Harris Interactive (2011) poll on the vote for Marine Le Pen confirms that this is mainly motivated by her focus on immigration, law and order, as well as social issues and national identity. The issue of law and order has a particular resonance with manual workers (Michelat and Simon 2004: 162ff.) and has, since the emergence of the FN in the mid-1980s, become polarised, as Gougou and Roux (2013: 267) observe: “Law and order issues – most of all immigration and issues of local disorder, delinquency and personal safety – clearly oppose the right (however moderate) and the left, which traditionally endorses less repressive options”.
Le Pen is also prepared to surf what Huelin (2013b: 13) calls the waves of ‘moral panic’ associated with Islamification in order to win over working-class voters concerned about the question of national identity. According to Oesch (2008: 352), radical populist parties such as the FN defend “exclusive definitions of citizenship and national community against ‘intruders’ both from within (immigrants) and outside (supranational political institutions such as the European Union or the United Nations)”. He goes on to observe that “Individuals in less privileged class locations are expected to be more receptive to the concept of ‘national preference’ and an exclusionary notion of citizenship, to what Betz (2004) labeled ‘differential nativism’”. Oesch finds (2008: 370) that the concept of differential nativism does indeed play a central role in FN support in France. Thus, Marine Le Pen exploits cross-cutting tensions to the FN’s advantage, combining economic issues such as the global recession with nationalist proposals such as leaving the eurozone and restoring the French franc (Gougou and Mayer 2013: 165), a proposal approved in a 2012 Ifop poll by 49% of manual workers compared with 28% of the French electorate as a whole (Huelin 2013a).
5.5.4 The Relative Weight of Economic and Cultural Issues in Blue-Collar Support for the FN
The relative importance of socioeconomic and ethnocultural values in blue-collar support for the parties of the far right is a matter of considerable significance. Oesch (2008: 349) empirically examines the motives of workers for supporting right-wing populist parties and having tested hypotheses “stressing economic determinants, that is, the fear of wage pressure and competition over welfare benefits” and hypotheses “emphasizing cultural determinants, that is, the perception of immigration as a threat to national identity” finds “questions of community and identity to be clearly more important than economic grievances”. For Goodwin (2012), “Decades of research in the social sciences deliver a clear message: it is a perceived sense of threat to the cultural unity of the nation – rather than economic threat – that is the strongest driver of prejudice, and also the desire for more restrictive immigration and asylum policies.”
In the French case, Gougou and Mayer (2013: 165) observe that blue-collar voters “agree passionately with the FN’s ideas on ethnocultural issues even more than on the economic issue of national preference for jobs”. Although workers still lean towards the left economically, “cross-cutting cultural issues (immigration, identity, Islam), rooted in educational differences, have become more important, so that ethnocentric cultural values are prevailing over redistributive economic values” (Gougou and Mayer 2013: 167). Ferrand and Jeanbart (2012: 2) agree that economic factors are losing their resonance in the blue-collar vote and that it is cultural factors which are becoming preeminent and which explain the shift to the right and to the FN. Fetzer (2000: 122) observes that “Immigration politics in France appears to turn just as much on whether the country’s culture will remain primarily Catholic and European as on whether most native-born French workers will be able to find jobs. In other words, in the French mind Maghrebi immigrants represent at least as much of a threat to France’s dominant culture as Muslims as they do to the French labour market as low-wage, relatively unskilled employees”.
Taken together, the evidence points with virtual unanimity to the fact that it is cultural rather than economic determinants which account for the appeal of the FN to the blue-collar electorate, and this despite the fact that, as we have seen above, they (like the French electorate as a whole) prioritise economic issues. As Huelin (2013b: 13) observes, the fact that these questions do not particularly interest or concern this electorate matters little to the leaders of the right-wing parties (the FN and UMP) because, however paradoxically, while these issues are not priorities for blue-collar workers, they increasingly determine their voting choice.
5.6 Conclusion
The coexistence of materialist and non-materialist value orientations among the French electorate has created new cross-cutting tensions which have an impact on both elements of the voter-party relationship. The postmodern voter, initially predominantly from the younger generations but expected over time to make up the majority of the population, has more complex, less coherent or consistent value orientations than previous generations. Because voters have more ambivalent positions, it may be harder for them to identify with a political party. Conversely, parties will find it more difficult to subsume conflicting positions and integrate new and often narrowly-focused issues into their programmes. They are forced to offer a mix of issues which will win sufficient support without diluting the party’s identity to the point where it loses all definition, or alienates other parts of its support base, or creates internal divisions.
As these mass-level changes are absorbed at the elite level, the established political parties of left and right are confronted with a far more complex political landscape than in the more straightforward context of one-dimensional left-right ideological conflict. A significant minority of the electorate hold primarily non-materialist values. The electorate’s issue priorities indicate that these value orientations have not displaced left-right ideology as the dominant cleavage but that there has been a pluralisation of values, producing a more diverse issue agenda. In the case of the relationship between the PS and the blue-collar electorate, both push and pull factors appear to be operating. On the one hand, the party’s adoption of a more postmaterialist agenda to appeal to a more middle-class and highly-educated section of the population has alienated some blue-collar voters. At the same time, the FN is offering policies which some manual workers find increasingly attractive. There is a generational element to these changing values, but this is not solely a product of age. Education is also a major factor in value change and contributes to the growing political sophistication of the electorate, another aspect of postmodernisation whose impact on the voter-party relationship is assessed in the following chapter.
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Footnotes
1My analysis is based on European Values Study 1981–2008, Longitudinal Data File ZA4804 (2011) supplied by the GESIS Data Archive, Cologne, Germany. Data for France is available in the first four waves of the Study for the years 1981, 1990, 1999 and 2008.

 

2En pensant à l’école, pouvez-vous me dire avec laquelle de ces deux opinions vous êtes le plus d’accord? [Thinking about school, can you tell me which of these two opinions you agree most with?]
(a) L’école devrait donner avant tout le sens de la discipline et de l’effort [School should above all develop a sense of discipline and effort]; (b) L’école devrait former avant tout des gens à l’esprit éveillé et critique [School should above all form sharp-minded people who think critically].

 

3Cohorts by year of birth: Cohort 1 (1931–40); Cohort 2 (1941–50); Cohort 3 (1951–60); Cohort 4 (1961–70); Cohort 5 (1971–80). See also Chap. 3.

 

4Parmi les problèmes suivants, quels sont les trois qui vont être les plus importants au moment de votre vote? [Which three of the following issues will be most important when you vote?]

 

5Respondents were asked if they totally agree / tend to agree / tend to disagree / totally disagree with the views expressed [tout à fait d’accord / plutôt d’accord / plutôt pas d’accord / pas d’accord du tout]. Not all of the questions were asked in every survey year: questions on bringing back the death penalty [Il faudrait rétablir la peine de mort] were included between 1988 and 2012; on homosexuality being an acceptable way of life [L’homosexualité est une manière acceptable de vivre sa vie] in 2002 and 2012; on there being too many immigrants in France [Il y a trop d’immigrés en France] between 1997 and 2012.

 

6In the 2008 EVS survey, the five possible answers to each of the five questions were: agree strongly, agree, neither agree nor disagree, disagree, disagree strongly: Les immigrés prennent le travail des gens nés dans le pays [Immigrants take jobs away jobs from people born in France]; La culture d’un pays est menacée par les immigrés [Immigrants undermine France’s cultural life]; Les immigrés accentuent les problèmes de la criminalité [Immigrants increase the problem of crime]; Les immigrés sont une charge pour la sécurité sociale d’un pays [Immigrants are a strain on the welfare system]; A l’avenir, le nombre d’immigrés sera une menace pour la société [In the future immigrants will be a threat to society].

 

7The CEVIPOF question in 1997 and 2002 was Si l’on annonçait demain que l’Union européenne est abandonnée, éprouveriez vous: 5 De grands regrets / De l’indifférence / Un vif soulagement [If it were announced tomorrow that France has left the EU, how would you feel? Very sorry / Indifferent / Relieved]. In 2007 and 2012 it was D’une façon générale, pensez-vous que le fait pour la France de faire partie de l’Union européenne est: une bonne chose / une mauvaise chose / une chose ni bonne ni mauvaise? [In general, do you think that France’s membership of the EU is: a good thing / a bad thing / neither a good nor a bad thing].

 

8Certaines personnes peuvent avoir des craintes concernant la construction européenne. Pour chacun des aspects suivants, dites-moi si vous en avez personnellement peur ou non qu’avec la construction construction européenne? [Some people may have fears about the construction of the EU. For each of the following, tell me whether you personally are afraid or not:] 1. Il y ait moins de protection social en France [There will be less social security in France]; 2. On perde notre identité nationale et notre culture [We will lose our national identity and culture]; 3. La France joue un rôle moins important dans le monde [France will play a lesser role in the world]; 4. Il y ait davantage de chômage en France [Unemployment will go up in France]; 5. Il y ait une augmentation du nombre des immigrés [There will be an increase in the number of immigrants].

 

9Pour un pays comme la France, la mondialisation est-elle plutôt une chance / un danger / ni l’un ni l’autre? [For a country like France, is globalisation an opportunity / a threat / neither?]

 

10Left-right position of the FN: 1986: 29.3; 1988: 40.0; 1993: 40.0; 1997: 50.7; 2002: 27.6; 2007: 28.5; 2012: 8.1 (Budge et al. 2001; Klingemann et al. 2006; Volkens et al. 2014).
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The rapid expansion of educational opportunities in advanced industrialised democracies in response to the changing needs of knowledge-based economies represents an ‘educational revolution’ (Allardt 1968) whose political significance matches that of the ‘national’ and ‘industrial’ revolutions. This widening of public access to higher education may be transforming political behaviour, particularly among the younger generation, not only in terms of changing values but also by raising levels of political sophistication. As Denny and Doyle (2008: 293) point out, “Education develops the necessary cognitive skills that help voters to process complex political information, such as deciphering political rhetoric and selecting the appropriate candidate [or] party.” Contemporary citizens are thus better equipped to process the political information available to them and navigate their way more easily through the political landscape. The effects of the spread of education have been reinforced by the expansion of the mass media. Greater exposure to the information resources available through the mass media (especially television) and the internet contributes to the political sophistication of the electorate by providing the public with easy access to relatively low-cost political information and thus potentially raising levels of political knowledge and interest. This in turn could affect the relationship between voters and political parties.
6.1 The Dimensions of Political Sophistication
Political sophistication is defined here as the ability to handle political information and political concepts in a coherent and discriminating way. It denotes a cognitive, rather than affective, relationship with politics, based more on knowledge and thinking than attachment and feeling. Its two principal elements are the organisation of factual information relating to politics and the conceptualisation of politics in abstract ideological terms. Those with a higher level of education and a greater degree of involvement in politics are better able to use abstract concepts to orient themselves in relation to politics. Education and the media thus contribute to raising individuals’ levels of both information and conceptualisation (Converse 1964; Campbell et al. 1966; Luskin 1987; Smith 1989).
The politically-sophisticated voter of today, then, is equipped with the political skills and resources necessary to relate to politics in an involved and effective way and therefore potentially far more akin to Schumpeter’s (1950) ideal citizen than the typically uninformed and uninterested American voter identified by Berelson et al. (1954: 305ff.) and Campbell et al. (1960: 539ff.). A more highly-educated and better-informed electorate is also potentially a more politically self-sufficient electorate, less reliant on the parties for voting cues and in a far stronger position to form its own independent judgments about political issues.
It is by no means inevitable that political sophistication should lead to partisan dealignment. It might equally be expected to stimulate participation and produce more politically-involved citizens. Indeed, in his earlier work Inglehart (1970, 1977) expected greater political sophistication to lead to higher turnout. In this interpretation, voters would be detaching from parties not because they are losing interest or confidence in the political process but because the parties’ mobilising function is becoming redundant. In other words, there is a shift from external mobilisation through social institutions such as political parties or trade unions to internal mobilisation whereby individuals rely on their own skills and resources to guide their voting decision. Partisanship consequently loses its functional value as a framework for political behaviour (Shively 1979; Dalton 1984). The gap between elites and masses has been narrowed by a redressing of the balance of political skills, which also involves “a shift from unquestioning loyalty to a more informed, and more conditional, loyalty” (Inglehart 1990: 365).
6.1.1 Measuring Political Sophistication
The concept of political sophistication can be broken down into a number of different elements which are more or less readily measurable. In the former category, I would include level of education, exposure to the news media, interest in politics and frequency of political discussion. Inglehart and Klingemann (1976: 261), for example, use political discussion as an indicator of political involvement and combine it with level of formal education to produce an index of what they refer to as ‘political cognition’, defined as “the degree to which the individual is motivated and intellectually equipped to deal with political abstractions”. A related but distinct concept is political efficacy, defined by Hall (1999: 452) as “citizens’ perceptions of their ability to affect political outcomes” and by Miller (1974: 951) as “the feeling that an individual can have an impact upon the political process”. The concept is distinct from political sophistication in that it is not only a question of (subjective) competence but also taps into assessments of the political system and political leadership, and hence political trust. Michelat and Simon (2004: 190) also note the link between a sense of political efficacy and political interest in the case of French blue-collar workers.
Inglehart (1970) introduced the term ‘cognitive mobilisation’

, developing and refining the concept in subsequent work (1977, 1990, 1997), to describe a process of social mobilisation central to which is “the dissemination of skills needed to cope with an extensive political community” (Inglehart 1990: 337) and which has the potential to alter the balance of power between mass and elite. For Dalton (1984: 267, 1996: 21), cognitive mobilisation

 involves two separate developments: a decrease in the cost of acquiring information and an increase in the public’s ability to process information.

Cognitive mobilisation

 implies that citizens possess the skills and resources necessary to become politically engaged with little dependence on external cues. In addition, cognitive mobilisation

 implies a psychological involvement in politics. The highly mobilised are those who possess both the skills and motivation to grapple with the complexities of politics on their own. As constructed, cognitive mobilisation

 should be a relatively enduring characteristic, rivalling the stability of party attachments. (Dalton 1984: 267)



Other dimensions of political sophistication termed variously political knowledge, political attentiveness (Zaller 1992) or political literacy (Cassel and Lo 1997) are less easy to measure and can only be captured using complex methods which are not within the scope of the present work. Instead, I will draw here on indicators included in the CEVIPOF, Eurobarometer and European Values Study and on Dalton’s (1984) index of cognitive mobilisation

, which combines the two commonly-accepted elements of political sophistication: skill, measured by level of education, and involvement, indicated by stated interest in politics. I will also apply the index of political mobilisation

 which Dalton (1984: 270) constructed by combining high or low cognitive mobilisation

 with strong or weak party identification to create four partisan types representing different degrees of attachment to or psychological involvement in politics which can be reduced to two groups of voters, the aligned and the non-aligned.
The aim of this chapter is to assess the impact of political sophistication on the voter-party relationship in France among the blue-collar and the wider electorate between 1978 and 2012. In the first place, I analyse educational trends in France both among the blue-collar and wider electorate. Secondly, I assess levels of political interest. On the basis of this, I construct an index of cognitive mobilisation

 in order to analyse changes in levels of political sophistication among the French electorate between 1978 and 2012. Thirdly, using a typology of political mobilisation

, I examine more closely the link between levels of political sophistication and party identification. Hypothetically, we might expect less cognitively mobilised voters to be more reliant on the voting cues given by parties and therefore more aligned with a political party whereas those whose educational qualifications are higher (baccalauréat or university) and have greater interest in politics may be more independent of the parties when deciding how to vote. I will therefore test five hypotheses.
Firstly, given rising levels of education, I expect both the French electorate as a whole and the blue-collar electorate to have become more politically sophisticated over the period in question (Hypothesis 6.1). Secondly, I hypothesise that blue-collar voters will be less politically sophisticated than the average voter (Hypothesis 6.2). I next turn to the question of political mobilisation

 and the extent to which voters are aligned with a political party. For the reasons outlined above, I would again expect age to be a factor here and therefore hypothesise that younger voters, both in the blue-collar and the wider electorate, are less likely to be aligned with a party than older voters (Hypothesis 6.3). Given that the less politically sophisticated blue-collar voter may be more dependent on external mobilisation, I would expect the blue-collar electorate as a whole to be more aligned than the wider electorate (Hypothesis 6.4). Finally, I hypothesise that blue-collar supporters of the established left will be more aligned than non-aligned (Hypothesis 6.5).
It will be argued that while the rising political sophistication of the French electorate as a whole has clearly coincided with an increase in apartisanship, the prima facie case for political sophistication as a factor contributing to partisan dealignment does not withstand closer analysis. Indeed, it would appear that it is lower levels of cognitive mobilisation

, combined with a decline in the mobilising force of social institutions such as trade unions, which are a more significant factor in weakening partisan ties and that this is particularly pertinent to the political mobilisation

 of blue-collar voters.
6.2 Political Sophistication in France, 1978–2012
To measure levels of political sophistication in France, I will draw on CEVIPOF data to analyse trends in education, subjective political competence and interest in politics. As van Deth and Elff (2000: 7) observe, “Education is an indicator of the level of (political) knowledge and of (political) skills that people possess, and can be used as an indicator of the capacity to comprehend political phenomena”. There is also a link between level of education and political interest. A rise in the level of education should therefore contribute both to a sense of political competence and to interest in politics.
6.2.1 Education in France
The commitment to raise levels of education was articulated in France in 1985 by the then education minister, Jean-Pierre Chevènement, who set a target of 80% of each age cohort reaching baccalauréat level by 2000. While this objective was not achieved, there was a substantial improvement as the percentage of those passing the baccalauréat trebled from 25.9% in 1980 to 78.3% in 2012 (INSEE 2017).
CEVIPOF data (Fig. 6.1) shows a more than doubling of the percentage of the electorate who have had higher education (11.2% in 1978 and 26.2% in 2012), mirrored by a more than halving of the figure for those with primary education or less (41.4% in 1978 to 17.5% in 2012). Among blue-collar workers, there has been a steady increase over the period in those whose highest educational qualification (HEQ) is a secondary certificate1 from 35.7% in 1978 to 56.9% in 2012. There has also been an increase in those passing the baccalauréat (13.8%, compared with 18.4% in the wider population). 3.0% were university graduates (compared with more than a quarter of the population as a whole).[image: ../images/487133_1_En_6_Chapter/487133_1_En_6_Fig1_HTML.png]
Fig. 6.1Level of education, % blue-collar and all respondents, 1978–2012. (Source: CEVIPOF)


This is consistent with other recent findings on level of education and social class in France. According to Poullaouec (2015: 33), 28% of blue-collar workers had no qualifications in 2014, compared with 16% of routine non-manual workers, 4% of the lower salariat and 1% of the higher salariat. 42% of blue-collar workers had a CAP or BEP. INSEE data shows that the percentage of manual workers who have passed the baccalauréat increased from 5% in 1995 to 22% in 2014, but it is lower (16%) among unskilled workers (Amossé 2015: 19). Gougou and Roux (2013: 245) also note a dramatic fall in the proportion of the population receiving either no education or only primary education, from 80% to 30% over the last five decades, “while the proportion obtaining university education has increased from 10% to 25%. Mass university education concerns all social classes, although inequalities remain between the upper and lower class”. This final point is also raised by Amossé (2015: 19), who observes that differences in qualifications between the working, middle and upper classes and their internal diversity have changed only slightly over the last 30 years. Goldthorpe (2016a) also finds, in the British case, that “Across successive birth cohorts, the association between individuals’ class origins and their educational attainment does not change, and neither does the association between their educational attainment and their eventual class destinations, or not in any consistent way.” He suggests that one explanation for these persistent inequalities may lie in parental responses to the expansion of education: “parents in more advantaged class positions will not then simply be passive in relation to the expansion or reform of the educational system but will respond by using their own superior resources – economic, cultural, and social – to whatever extent it takes to help their children retain a competitive edge in the system” (Goldthorpe 2016b: 105).
6.2.2 Complexity of Politics and Subjective Competence
This rise in levels of education

 is reflected in, but not quite matched by, the change in respondents’ sense of the complexity of politics as assessed between 1978 and 2002 in a CEVIPOF question asking whether respondents agreed or disagreed with the statement that politics is ‘too complicated for a non-specialist to understand’.2 In 1978 and 1988 a majority of blue-collar workers (52.1% and 52.8% respectively) did indeed find politics ‘too complicated’. However, given rising levels of education, it is likely that over time a higher percentage will disagree and there is indeed an increase between 1978 and 2002 from 51.6% to 62.3% among the wider electorate and from 45.1% to 52.8% among blue-collar workers. These findings are consistent with those of Michelat and Simon (2004: 183ff.) who also observe a growing sense of competence among the blue-collar electorate. If the progression is perhaps less dramatic than might be expected, this may in part be explained by the fact that the increase in political skills and resources among the electorate is likely to have been offset to some extent by the growing complexity of the political world.
6.2.3 Interest in Politics
Political interest is a relatively

 unexplored area of political science and according to van Deth and Elff (2000: 2), “In spite of the crucial position of political interest in many approaches and debates about public opinion and democratic decision making, no generally accepted conceptualisation is available [and] interest in politics, political involvement
, psychological

 involvement, and political

 apathy are used to cover more or less the same phenomenon”. Van Deth (1990: 278) defines political interest as the “degree to which politics arouses a citizen’s curiosity”. It is not, for van Deth and Elff (2001: 2–3), “a mode of political behaviour, but a type of political commitment and involvement only. In this sense, political interest is equivalent to paying ‘attention’”. Shani (2009) defines interest in politics as “an intrinsic motivation that has been shown to generate many valuable democratic outcomes, such as political attention, knowledge, and participation”. Prior (2010: 747) underlines its crucial role in the democratic process: “political

 interest is typically the most powerful predictor of political behaviors that make democracy work. Politically interested people are more knowledgeable about politics, more likely to vote, and more likely to participate in politics in other ways”. On the other hand, as Ranger (1990: 150) notes, lack of political interest facilitates the drift of left-wing supporters towards conservative and authoritarian attitudes.
6.2.3.1 Political Interest and Social Class
Subjective political interest

 can

 be measured quite straightforwardly by using a self-placement question which asks respondents to say how interested they are in politics.3 CEVIPOF data indicates (Fig. 6.2) that there has been an increase in the percentage of French voters who are (very or fairly) interested in politics over the period, from 46.8% in 1978 to 59.0% in 2012. Among blue-collar workers, interest has also increased but less significantly, from 36.3% in 1978 to 44.2% in 2012. Only in 2007 did a majority of blue-collar workers express interest. The electorate as a whole is therefore consistently more interested in politics than blue-collar workers and this margin is growing. This is consistent with other findings (Ranger 1990: 150; Michelat and Simon 2004: 184ff, 215) and also accords with the observation of DeAngelis (1982: 184) that, even in the heyday of the relationship between blue-collar workers and the established left, “If one asks ‘what is politics?’ the most striking thing about the answers is the high level of either indifferent or hostile remarks”.[image: ../images/487133_1_En_6_Chapter/487133_1_En_6_Fig2_HTML.png]
Fig. 6.2Interest in politics, % blue-collar and all respondents, 1978–2012. (Source: CEVIPOF)


However, it is worth underlining that interest in politics has in fact risen over the period in question, both among the wider electorate and the blue-collar electorate. In both cases, interest peaked in 2007 (at 62.2% and 51.7% respectively). The timing might once again suggest a ‘Sarkozy effect’ resulting from the polarising campaign fought by Nicolas Sarkozy which led to his victory in the presidential election that year. Disillusion with his performance in office is reflected in the subsequent dip in levels of political interest, particularly among blue-collar voters, the majority of whom (55.8%) once again expressed little or no interest in politics in 2012.
6.2.3.2 Political Interest: Age and Generation
The difference in levels of political interest

 between the blue-collar and the wider electorate is seen in all age-groups and all cohorts and is generally around 10%. However, in 2012, it was much more significant, closer to 15%, and as much as 27% in the youngest age-group. This widening margin might be due to the increasing sophistication of highly-educated young middle-class voters, whose interest in politics is therefore growing more quickly than that of their blue-collar counterparts, or to the greater disaffection of young blue-collar voters with politics. Braconnier and Dormagen (2012: 34–35) note that young people and the working class are on average less politicised and in 2012 it would appear that the combined effect of being young and working-class is compounding this lack of interest.
6.2.3.3 Political Interest and Education
An analysis of trends in political



 interest by highest educational qualification (HEQ) confirms a positive correlation between higher levels of education and greater interest in politics (except in 2007 when those whose HEQ is the baccalauréat are more interested than those who have been to university). Over the period, interest in politics grew in all categories and particularly among those with university education (Fig. 6.3). In 2012, the margin between those with higher education and other categories is widening, whereas there is little difference between those whose HEQ is primary or less and those with a secondary certificate.4[image: ../images/487133_1_En_6_Chapter/487133_1_En_6_Fig3_HTML.png]
Fig. 6.3Interest in politics by HEQ, % respondents, 1978–2012. (Source: CEVIPOF)


6.2.3.4 Frequency of Political Discussion
A second, more active, manifestation of interest in politics is frequency of political discussion, taken as “an indicator of the direct expression of political interest; that is, as a surrogate indicator of the degree of citizens’ curiosity about politics” (van Deth and Elff 2000: 3). Beeghley (1986: 499) refers to this as ‘expressive participation’, noting that “In addition to obtaining information, citizens also express opinions to other. Such exchanges are political acts in that people mutually inform and persuade each other”. Gabriel and van Deth (1995: 395–6) regard frequency of discussion about politics as “the most unambivalent indicator of interest in politics”. Thus, those who say that they discuss politics frequently are considered to be interested in politics with other responses taken as indicating a lack of interest in politics. Here, European Values Study (EVS) data indicates a similar and growing difference between blue-collar voters and the electorate at large, with 39.5% of blue-collar voters saying they never discuss politics with friends compared with 26.7% in the wider electorate (Fig. 6.4).5[image: ../images/487133_1_En_6_Chapter/487133_1_En_6_Fig4_HTML.png]
Fig. 6.4Frequency of political discussions with friends, % blue-collar and all respondents, 1981–2008. (Source: EVS)


Beeghley (1986: 499–500) notes that “all observers report that expressive participation, as indicated by political conversations or any measure of ‘communal activity’, is class related …. Thus, the lower the socioeconomic status, the lower the rate of expressive participation”. DeAngelis (1982: 185) finds that manual workers may be more reticent about engaging in political discussion, even with friends and family because “politics, like union militancy, is divisive”. Michelat and Simon (2004: 124) also observe that for blue-collar workers politics is a potential source of division and conflict and hence dangerous territory. However, avoidance of political discussion in turn closes down another potential channel for building up political knowledge.
The European Values Study also includes a question about how often people follow politics in the news.6 Beeghley (1986: 499) refers to this as ‘cognitive’ participation whereby an individual develops political knowledge or awareness through the media. Based on this more passive indicator of political interest, the majority of both the blue-collar and the wider electorate (65–75%) follow the news every day or several times a week, although the sources of information (newspaper

, television or radio) are not specified. The medium may make a significant difference to levels of political sophistication because, as Lambert et al. (1988: 361) observe in their work on the social sources of political knowledge, “Reading about politics in newspapers and magazines was strongly related to the two knowledge variables [factual and conceptual knowledge]. The effects of reliance on television for political information, however, were much weaker”. Beeghley (1986: 504) also refers to television as “the least informative medium” and this view is supported by a blue-collar worker interviewed by Miquet-Marty (2011: 139): “A la télé, on n’apprend rien sur la réalité des choses …. [S]ur TF1 le midi ce qu’ils font c’est pas un journal, c’est un magazine. On n’est pas bien informé” [On tv, you don’t learn anything about what’s really going on. What they do at midday on TF1 (the most popular French television channel) isn’t a news programme, it’s a magazine programme. We are not well informed].
Taken together, all these measures of political sophistication (education, subjective political competence and interest in politics) indicate that blue-collar workers have a more detached relationship with the political world. There are also correlations between these variables. A lower level of education correlates with weaker interest in politics, as does lower subjective competence (Michelat and Simon 2004: 185). Lack of interest in politics is associated with lower levels of voter registration and turnout (Pan Ké Shon 2004; Denny and Doyle 2008) and low levels of political participation are linked with lower social status (Crewe et al. 1977; Zipp et al. 1982: 1140). Political sophistication thus has important and potentially far-reaching implications for the democratic process as a whole.
Previous research on the link between socioeconomic status (SES), political sophistication and political participation identifies the role played by economic, social and psychological as well as political factors. As Zipp et al. (1982: 1141) put it:

Typically, this positive association between [higher] SES and political participation is explained by pointing to cognitive and motivational characteristics which are associated with lower status and are alleged to inhibit participation. It is argued that due to less education, more restricted occupation-related learning experiences, greater social isolation, and higher alienation, lower status persons, compared with higher status persons: are less interested in politics; are less aware of the need for or possible benefits of participation; feel less politically efficacious; less often possess those social and political skills (verbal and problem solving skills) which facilitate participation; and have less time, money, and energy to expend in political participation.



Shani (2009) underlines the role played by the educational and home environment in political socialisation. She argues that “individuals’ interest in politics depends on them feeling at ease with politics and that the experiences one is exposed to and the resources one accumulates early in life shape this comfort level” with the result that “children from an advantaged background are better positioned to become politically involved, in large part because of a class-based parenting style which strengthens the child’s linguistic skills, exposes her to highbrow culture, ensures her enrollment in organized activities, and bolsters her sense of personal efficacy”. Pan Ké Shon (2004: 10) too emphasises education as a critical factor, noting that “In a general sense, the effect of educational level can be interpreted as reflecting a good understanding of democratic issues, or the internalization of a personal competence – or lack of it – necessary to engage in political expression”. Gabriel and van Deth (1995: 395) also find that “At the individual level, education has been shown to be relatively strongly correlated with both new value orientations and political interest”. They relate this to Inglehart’s concept of ‘remote concerns’ whereby “being raised with a sense of economic and physical security apparently encourages one to devote a larger share of attention to relatively remote and abstract concerns, such as politics” (Inglehart 1990: 369).
Beeghley (1986: 505–6) also refers to the fact that those on lower incomes have “fewer political resources (money, time, energy, education, freedom from fear) that are necessary for participation in a pluralist system” as well as lower levels of psychological resources such as “feelings of competence, beliefs that political decisions can be made in one’s own interests, and a generalized sense that political issues are important”. At the same time, “Measures of political efficacy commonly show that the poor think they have less say in political decisions and less influence over decision makers than members of any other class”. Pan Ké Shon (2004: 3) asserts that it may be this sense of being second-class citizens that makes those from less advantaged social backgrounds “indifferent to political discussions they see as irrelevant to their problems, and leads them to disengage from electoral life”. Denny and Doyle (2008: 298) offer an alternative interpretation, noting that in a gametheoretic model of voting “it can be optimal for uninformed voters to abstain from voting even if they care about the outcome of the election, as by abstaining they defer the decision to the informed voters who, by definition, should vote for the correct policy”.
Thus, in the view of Michelat and Simon (2004: 124–5), politics gives rise to ambivalent attitudes among blue-collar workers. On the one hand, it seems remote, opaque and abstract, generating feelings of anxiety, perplexity and distrust. On the other hand, in terms of its effects, it is of the utmost concern. However, as a result of differences in skills, resources, political socialisation and social networks, blue-collar workers may be operating in an environment which restricts opportunities for political stimulation and reduces the motivation to be involved in politics at all.
6.2.4 Cognitive Mobilisation
Dalton’s (1984: 267) index

 of cognitive mobilisation combines the two commonly-accepted elements of political sophistication: skill, measured by level of education, and involvement, measured by stated interest in politics. As such, it is a narrower but more precise measure of political sophistication. This formula has been followed to construct an index for France, based on CEVIPOF data for HEQ and interest in politics,7 which I will use to test two hypotheses: that both the French electorate as a whole and the blue-collar electorate have become more politically sophisticated since 1978 (Hypothesis 6.1) and that blue-collar voters are less politically sophisticated than the average voter (Hypothesis 6.2).
Based on this index, we can see (Fig. 6.5) that both hypotheses are supported. The percentage of voters with high cognitive mobilisation rises over the entire period, from 42.2% in 1978 to 59.6% in the electorate as a whole and from 24.4% in 1978 to 37.2% in 2012 in the blue-collar electorate. In the case of blue-collar voters, levels of cognitive mobilisation dropped after 2007, which is likely to be due to a decline in political interest. The data indicates a reversal in the proportions of the French electorate with high and low cognitive mobilisation between 1978 and 2012. In the case of blue-collar workers, there has been a steady decline in the proportion with low cognitive mobilisation but this still makes up the majority. It is, however, worth exploring whether one of the two components of cognitive mobilisation accounts more for differences between the two groups of voters. Here, correlations8 indicate that, in the electorate as a whole, the skills component (education) is slightly more significant than the involvement component (political interest) in every survey year except 1978. However, among manual workers, interest in politics is more significant throughout the period. In other words, interest in politics is more critical to levels of political sophistication among the blue-collar electorate than education.[image: ../images/487133_1_En_6_Chapter/487133_1_En_6_Fig5_HTML.png]
Fig. 6.5Level of cognitive mobilisation, % blue-collar and all respondents, 1978–2012. (Source: CEVIPOF)


A number of indicators also point to an association between higher cognitive mobilisation and stronger partisanship.9 When measured separately, both components of the cognitive mobilisation index, interest in politics and higher levels of education, are associated with stronger party identification in the French electorate, whereas lower levels of education and lack of interest in politics are associated with weaker party identification. For blue-collar workers, interest in politics again appears to be a more significant factor than level of education in strength of party identification. Tiberj (2007: 301–2) observes a difference between the impact of education and political interest on partisanship in that level of education generally serves as an indirect indicator of the level of political competence in terms of reserves of knowledge. Political interest is a more complex variable because it measures both citizens’ competence and their level of distrust or acceptance of the rules of the political game as it is practised by the political elites. Thus, for those voters who feel attached to a political party, interest in politics is also an acknowledgment that they are content with the way in which politics functions. Lack of interest in politics may therefore also result from dissatisfaction with the rules of the political game and the way it is played.
6.3 Political Mobilisation
By combining the cognitive mobilisation





 index with a measure of partisan mobilisation, Dalton (1984: 270) constructed an index of what he termed political mobilisation. The four possible combinations of high or low cognitive mobilisation and strong or weak party identification create four partisan types (Table 6.1) which represent distinct patterns of mobilisation. Citizens who have no attachment to or psychological involvement in politics are classified as apoliticals and expected to conform most closely to the independent voter defined by Campbell et al. (1960: 143–5) as being politically unsophisticated and little concerned about political issues. Dalton borrows the term ritual partisans from Petersson (1978: 115)10 to describe citizens who are primarily mobilised into politics through strong and habitual partisan ties but whose political involvement is confined to voting or following election campaigns

. Cognitive partisans, in contrast, rate highly both in terms of party attachment and psychological involvement, with the partisan and cognitive dimensions overlapping and reinforcing each other. Apartisans, while not being attached to political parties, are nonetheless interested in politics and have the political skills required to find their political bearings without needing to rely on party cues.Table 6.1Political mobilisation typology


[image: ../images/487133_1_En_6_Chapter/487133_1_En_6_Tab1_HTML.png]
Source: Dalton (1984: 270)



The political mobilisation typology can be broken down variously into pairs of cognitively-mobilised voters (cognitive partisans and apartisans), aligned voters (ritual partisans and cognitive partisans) and non-aligned voters (apoliticals and apartisans). The heuristic value of the typology lies in its ability to discriminate between and clarify the potential consequences of different patterns of electoral behaviour (Dalton 1984: 266).
6.3.1 Political Mobilisation Types in France
If we apply this typology to the French electorate as a whole, the most dramatic change over the period is in the percentage of apartisans, which has more than doubled, from 17.0% in 1978 to 38.1% in 2012 (Fig. 6.6). Also significant is the change in the percentage of ritual partisans, which has fallen from 21.3% to 6.4% in 2012. Apoliticals have declined slightly but still make up over a quarter of the electorate, as do cognitive partisans, who have been the most consistent of the four types.[image: ../images/487133_1_En_6_Chapter/487133_1_En_6_Fig6_HTML.png]
Fig. 6.6Political mobilisation types, % French electorate, 1978–2012. (Source: CEVIPOF)


In the blue-collar electorate, the most significant change is the decline in the percentage of ritual partisans, from 31.4% in 1978 to 8.2% in 2012 (Fig. 6.7). Apartisanship is up dramatically, almost quadrupling from 7.2% in 1978 to 27.1% in 2012. Cognitive partisanship is again remarkably stable, down only 1% over the period. However, the largest category has consistently been apoliticals, which peaked at 60% in 1997 and now accounts for slightly less than half of blue-collar voters.[image: ../images/487133_1_En_6_Chapter/487133_1_En_6_Fig7_HTML.png]
Fig. 6.7Political mobilisation types, % blue-collar workers, 1978–2012. (Source: CEVIPOF)


6.3.2 Political Mobilisation and Age-Group
As we saw above, the political

 mobilisation typology can also be broken down into the dichotomy between aligned voters (ritual

 partisans and cognitive partisans) and non-aligned voters (apoliticals and apartisans). Because their political socialisation and their access to education and information sources have been different from those of previous generations, younger voters are expected to be more internally than externally mobilised and hence less aligned with political parties than older voters (Hypothesis 6.3). Taking the two non-aligned categories (apolitical and apartisan) first, the CEVIPOF data indicates that younger voters are not more apolitical than older voters with the exception of blue-collar 18–34 year-olds in 1988. However, while all age-groups have become more apartisan over the period, 18–34 year-olds are more apartisan than older voters both in the blue-collar and the wider electorate. Conversely, the data shows that, although there are no very clear trends between 1978 and 2012, the majority of cognitive partisans are in the older age-groups, and increasingly so over the period. Ritual partisanship has declined in all age-groups but especially among blue-collar 18–24 year-olds, although there is a fairly sharp increase again in this age-group in 2012. Hypothesis 6.3 is therefore supported. Younger voters, both in the blue-collar and the wider electorate, are less aligned than older voters. However, the data also shows that while younger voters in the electorate as a whole tend to be more apartisan, those in the blue-collar electorate tend to be more apolitical

.
6.3.3 Political Mobilisation and Social Class
Given that blue-collar voters

, being less politically sophisticated, are likely to be more dependent on party cues to guide their voting decision, I hypothesise that they will be more aligned than the average voter, either as ritual or cognitive partisans (Hypothesis 6.4).
As Fig. 6.8 shows, between 1978 and 2012, both among the wider and the blue-collar electorates, there are fewer aligned than non-aligned voters but it is only in 1978 that more blue-collar voters are aligned than the average and even in that year there is an almost even split between the two types. By 2012, three-quarters of blue-collar voters are non-aligned. Hypothesis 6.4 is therefore rejected.[image: ../images/487133_1_En_6_Chapter/487133_1_En_6_Fig8_HTML.png]
Fig. 6.8% aligned and non-aligned voters, blue-collar and all respondents, 1978–2012. (Source: CEVIPOF)


6.3.4 Blue-Collar Political Mobilisation and the Parties of the Established Left
I will now apply the same dichotomy

 to blue-collar attachment to the established left. Given that these parties have traditionally held a strong appeal to the blue-collar electorate and given that this electorate may be more dependent on the parties for voting cues, I expect their supporters to be more aligned than non-aligned (Hypothesis 6.5).
In terms of (non-)alignment, as Fig. 6.9 shows, the blue-collar support bases of the two parties are in fact quite distinct. In the case of the PCF, Hypothesis 6.5 is supported except in 1997. In all other years, aligned voters have been in the majority, albeit decreasingly so, and PCF supporters are always more aligned than supporters of the PS. Indeed, in the case of the PS, the hypothesis is not supported. The majority of blue-collar PS supporters are non-aligned voters except in 1978, when the difference was marginal, and there are always more non-aligned voters in the PS support base than in that of the PCF.[image: ../images/487133_1_En_6_Chapter/487133_1_En_6_Fig9_HTML.png]
Fig. 6.9% blue-collar PCF and PS supporters who are aligned and non-aligned, 1978–2012. (Source: CEVIPOF)


By breaking voters down into the four political mobilisation types, we can refine this comparison of PCF and PS supporters in the blue-collar electorate and in the electorate as a whole. Taking the PCF first, analysis of the CEVIPOF data indicates that in the electorate as a whole, consistently and increasingly, the majority of its supporters are cognitive partisans (52.6% in 2012). The main change over the period has been a sharp decrease in the percentage of ritual partisans (from 37.1% to 14.0%) and a rise in apartisans (from 3.6% to 19.3%). Among blue-collar voters, PCF supporters initially tended to be mostly ritual partisans (45.6% in 1978). In 1997 there was a spike in levels of apoliticism (41.2%) but otherwise little change over the entire period. There has been an overall rise in support for the PCF from cognitive partisans, who in 2007 and 2012 were the main type both among blue-collar voters (42.4% and 41.7% respectively) and in the electorate as a whole (45.6% in 2007 and 52.6% in 2012). In the case of the PS, the majority of their supporters in the wider electorate in 1978 and 1988 were apolitical but since 1997 cognitive partisans have been the main type, with apartisans catching up in the last two election years (27.7% in 2012). Ritual partisans were the second biggest group until 2002 but these are now in sharp decline and being replaced by cognitive partisans and particularly by apartisans. However, the main type for blue-collar PS supporters has been apolitical throughout the period.
To sum up, both in the electorate as a whole and among blue-collar voters, PCF supporters now tend to be cognitive partisans. Among blue-collar voters, this represents a shift from the predominance of ritual partisans until 2002, that is to say, a transition from one form of aligned voter to another. PS support has come predominantly from apoliticals, particularly among blue-collar voters, although its apolitical blue-collar supporters are in steady decline. In the electorate as a whole, cognitive partisans have become its main support group, and this change is also beginning to be observed among blue-collar PS supporters. Apartisans are up in both parties, both among blue-collar workers and the wider electorate, and this reflects the general trend for political mobilisation in France.
What does this mean for the established left? The message is mixed. A disproportionate amount of support for the PCF and the PS has traditionally come from ritual partisans and therefore the decline in ritual partisanship, largely due to generational replacement, reduces the reliability of their support bases. Growing apartisanship is also likely to continue to drain support from the established parties since consistently more apartisans (and to a lesser extent apoliticals, especially in the case of the far right) support the alternative parties. High levels of apoliticism and lower levels of political interest among blue-collar voters are concerning for the established left, particularly if they contribute to abstention and support for the alternative parties.
The political parties themselves have to take some responsibility for these developments since their role in mobilising voters is crucial, particularly in the case of blue-collar workers. Verba et al. (1978: 14) contend that lower-status groups “need a group-based process of political mobilization if they are to catch up to the upper-status groups in terms of political activity”. Leighley and Nagler (1992: 727) note that “the participation of low-status individuals is more heavily dependent upon political institutions (e.g. party mobilization) than on personal resources”. Lower levels of mobilisation would be consistent with the fact that the role of French political parties, particularly the PCF, as well as the trade unions, in stimulating political involvement has significantly declined over the period in question, as have the class-based appeals of the left. Verba and Nie (1972: 340) observe of the US case, “If there were more class-based ideologies, more class-based organizations, more explicit class-based appeal by political parties, the participation disparity between upper status and lower status citizens would very likely be less”. This could equally apply to France. Election campaigns

 also play a critical role in mobilising the more apolitical sections of the electorate (Braconnier 2010: 16). Particularly in the case of young and working-class voters, turnout is more dependent on the intensity of election campaigns

 and the nature of the political parties’ offer. Braconnier and Dormagen (2012: 34–5) observe that only those candidates who are very distinctive or divisive or offer a radical programme are able to partially counteract the effects of the indifference generated by low levels of political interest.
6.4 Conclusion
Growing political sophistication in France has clearly coincided with a decline in the proportion of voters who align themselves with a political party. Manual workers are more apolitical than the average voter and the majority of blue-collar voters fall into this category, although younger manual workers are on the whole no more apolitical than older voters. The fact that the majority of blue-collar PS supporters have been apolitical throughout the period is significant and underlines the need for the party to find new ways of mobilising this social group.
Despite the expectation that it is voters who are less well educated and less interested in politics who will be in greater need of the ‘simplifying device of partisanship’ (Schmitt and Holmberg 1995: 118), there is no evidence that the most politically-sophisticated necessarily have weaker party identification than the less sophisticated. In fact, the opposite appears to be the case (Marthaler 2008). Lower levels of education, lack of interest in politics and finding politics too complex are all associated with weaker party identification. Attachment to the political parties has been more consistent and persisted longer among the more politically-sophisticated. It would appear then that even these voters prefer to draw on external mobilisation through the political parties rather than rely on their own skills and resources in deciding how to vote. Fundamentally it seems that all voters, not only the less sophisticated, prefer to have clear cues from the political parties to serve as a relatively low-cost guide to their electoral decision. Nonetheless, it is likely to be those with lower educational qualifications who are most in need of strong partisan cues, and who find those cues increasingly difficult to read. In this sense, levels of political sophistication may be linked to a detachment from the political parties, particularly of the established left, among this particular section of the electorate who have been left behind or cast adrift by the educational ‘revolution’. Equally, it may be that the less politically-sophisticated have a more affective relationship with politics, based more on attachment and feeling and in which emotional appeals play a significant part.
Overall, however, the dissatisfaction of voters with the political parties has not been reflected in a decline in interest in politics even among blue-collar voters. This would suggest that people continue to see the relevance of politics and value the role that the parties play, or the role that they could or should play, in their lives. From this perspective, disaffection with the parties can be interpreted as an emotional response deriving more from disappointment than rejection, from a feeling that parties are failing to fulfil a necessary role rather than that they have become redundant. In this sense, social and cultural change may be compounding rather than causal factors in partisan dealignment, which is being driven more by political determinants.
References
	Allardt, E. (1968). Past and Emerging Political Cleavages. In O. Stammer (Ed.), Party Systems, Party Organizations, and the Politics of New Masses. Berlin: Free University.

	Amossé, T. (2015). Portrait statistique des classes populaires contemporaines. Savoir/Agir, 34, 13–20.

	Beeghley, L. (1986). Social Class and Political Participation: A Review and an Explanation. Sociological Forum, 1(3), 496–513.

	Berelson, B., Lazarsfeld, P., & McPhee, W. (1954). Voting: A Study of Opinion Formation in a Presidential Campaign. Chicago: Chicago University Press.

	Braconnier, C. (2010). Le vote et l’abstention en temps de crise. Savoir/Agir, 13, 57–64.

	Braconnier, C., & Dormagen, J.-Y. (2012). Logiques de mobilisation et inégalités sociales de participation électorale en France, 2002–2012. French Politics, Culture & Society, 30(3), 20–44.

	Campbell, A., Converse, P., Miller, W., & Stokes, D. (1960). The American Voter. New York: Wiley.

	Campbell, A., Converse, P., Miller, W., & Stokes, D. (1966). Elections and the Political Order. New York: Wiley.

	Cassel, C., & Lo, C. (1997). Theories of Political Literacy. Political Behavior, 19, 317–335.

	Converse, P. (1964). The Nature of Belief Systems in Mass Publics. In D. Apter (Ed.), Ideology and Discontent. New York: The Free Press of Glencoe.

	Crewe, I., Särlvik, B., & Alt, J. (1977). Partisan Dealignment in Britain 1964–1974. British Journal of Political Science, 7(1), 29–90.

	Dalton, R. J. (1984). Cognitive Mobilization and Partisan Dealignment in Advanced Industrial Democracies. Journal of Politics, 46, 264–284.

	Dalton, R. J. (1996). Citizen Politics: Public Opinion and Political Parties in Advanced Industrial Democracies. Chatham: Chatham House.

	DeAngelis, R. (1982). Blue-Collar Workers and Politics: A French Paradox. London: Croom Helm.

	Denny, K., & Doyle, O. (2008). Political Interest, Cognitive Ability and Personality: Determinants of Voter Turnout in Britain. British Journal of Political Science, 38(2), 291–310.

	Gabriel, O., & van Deth, J. (1995). Political Interest. In J. van Deth & E. Scarbrough (Eds.), The Impact of Values. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

	Goldthorpe, J. H. (2016a, March 13). Decades of Investment in Education Have Not Improved Social Mobility. The Guardian.

	Goldthorpe, J. H. (2016b). Social Class Mobility in Modern Britain: Changing Structure, Constant Process. Journal of the British Academy, 4, 89–111.

	Gougou, F., & Roux, G. (2013). Political Change and Cleavage Voting in France: Class, Religion, Political Appeals, and Voter Alignments, 1962–2007. In G. Evans & N. D. De Graaf (Eds.), Political Choice Matters: Explaining the Strength of Class and Religious Cleavages in Cross-National Perspective. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

	Hall, P. (1999). Social Capital in Britain. British Journal of Political Science, 29(3), 417–461.

	Inglehart, R. (1970). Cognitive Mobilization and European Identity. Comparative Politics, 3, 45–70.

	Inglehart, R. (1977). The Silent Revolution: Changing Values and Political Styles Among Western Publics. Princeton: Princeton University Press.

	Inglehart, R. (1990). Cultural Shift in Advanced Industrial Societies. Princeton: Princeton University Press.

	Inglehart, R. (1997). Modernization and Postmodernization. Princeton: Princeton University Press.

	Inglehart, R., & Klingemann, H.-D. (1976). Party Identification, Ideological Preference and the Left-Right Dimension Among Western Publics. In I. Budge et al. (Eds.), Party Identification and Beyond: Representations of Voting and Party Competition. London/New York: Wiley.

	INSEE. (2017). Données harmonisées des recensements de la population à partir de 1968. https://​www.​insee.​fr/​fr/​statistiques/​2414167?​sommaire=​2414232

	Lambert, R. D., Curtis, J. E., Kay, B. J., & Brown, S. D. (1988). The Social Sources of Political Knowledge. Canadian Journal of Political Science, 21(2), 359–374.

	Leighley, J. E., & Nagler, J. (1992). Socioeconomic Class Bias in Turnout, 1964–1988: The Voters Remain the Same. American Political Science Review, 86(3), 725–736.

	Luskin, R. (1987). Measuring Political Sophistication. American Journal of Political Science, 31, 856–899.

	Marthaler, S. (2008). The Paradox of the Politically-Sophisticated Partisan: The French Case. West European Politics, 31(5), 937–959.

	Michelat, G., & Simon, M. (2004). Les ouvriers at la politique. Permanence, ruptures, réalignements. Paris: Presses de Sciences Po.

	Miller, A. (1974). Political Issues and Trust in Government, 1964–70. American Political Science Review, 68, 951–972.

	Miquet-Marty, F. (2011). Les oubliés de la démocratie. Paris: Éditions Michalon.

	Pan Ké Shon, J.-L. (2004). Déterminants de la non-inscription électorale et quartiers sensibles en France. Population, 59(1), 147.

	Petersson, O. (1978). The 1976 Election: New Trends in the Swedish Electorate. Scandinavian Political Studies, 1, 109–121.

	Poullaouec, T. (2015). École: les trois chemins. Savoir/Agir, 34, 33–38.

	Prior, M. (2010). You’ve Either Got It or You Don’t? The Stability of Political Interest over the Life Cycle. The Journal of Politics, 72(3), 747–766.

	Ranger, J. (1990). Les Français s’intéressent-ils à la politique? In D. Boy & N. Mayer (Eds.), L’électeur français en questions. Paris: Presses de la FNSP.

	Schmitt, H., & Holmberg, S. (1995). Political Parties in Decline? In H.-D. Klingemann & D. Fuchs (Eds.), Citizens and the State. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

	Schumpeter, J. (1950). Capitalism, Socialism and Democracy. New York: Harper Torchbooks.

	Shani, D. (2009). On the Origins of Political Interest. Unpublished Doctoral Thesis, Princeton University.

	Shively, W. P. (1979). The Development of Party Identification Among Adults: Exploration of a Functional Model. American Political Science Review, 73, 1039–1054.

	Smith, E. (1989). The Unchanging American Voter. Berkeley: University of California Press.

	Tiberj, V. (2007). Le système partisan comme “espace des possibles”. In F. Haegel (Ed.), Partis politiques et système partisan en France. Paris: Presses de Sciences Po.

	Van Deth, J. W. (1990). Interest in Politics. In M. K. Jennings & J. W. Van Deth (Eds.), Continuities in Political Action: A Longitudinal Study of Political Orientations in Three Western Democracies. Berlin/New York: De Gruyter and Aldine.

	van Deth, J. W., & Elff, M. (2000). Political Involvement and Apathy in Europe 1973–1998. Working Paper 33. Mannheim: Mannheimer Zentrum für Europäische Sozialforschung. http://​www.​mzes.​uni-mannheim.​de/​publications/​wp/​wp-33.​pdf

	van Deth, J. W., & Elff, M. (2001). Politicisation and Political Interest in Europe: A Multi-Level Approach. Working Paper 36. Mannheim: Mannheimer Zentrum für Europäische Sozialforschung. http://​www.​mzes.​uni-mannheim.​de/​publications/​wp/​wp-36.​pdf

	Verba, S., & Nie, N. H. (1972). Participation in America. New York: Harper & Row.

	Verba, S., Nie, N. H., & Kim, J.-o. (1978). Participation and Political Equality. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

	Zaller, J. (1992). The Nature and Origins of Mass Opinion. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

	Zipp, J. F., Landerman, R., & Luebke, P. (1982). Political Parties and Political Participation: A Reexamination of the Standard Socioeconomic Model. Social Forces, 60, 1140–1153.


Footnotes
1The CAP (Certificat d’aptitude professionnelle or Certificate of Vocational Aptitude) or the BEP (Brevet d’études professionnelles or Diploma in Vocational Studies). The CEP (Certificat d’études primaires or Certificate of Primary Studies) was discontinued in 1989. Before 1945, compulsory schooling finished at the end of primary school.

 

2Certains disent, en parlant de la politique, que ce sont des choses trop compliquées et qu’il faut être un spécialiste pour les comprendre. Êtes-vous tout à fait d’accord, plutôt d’accord, plutôt pas d’accord ou pas d’accord du tout avec cette façon de voir? [Some people say that politics is too complicated and you need to be an expert to understand it. Do you totally agree, tend to agree, tend to disagree or totally disagree with this view?]

 

3Est-ce que vous vous intéressez beaucoup, assez, peu ou pas du tout à la politique? [Are you very, fairly, not very or not at all interested in politics?]

 

4Correlations Interest in politics x HEQ: 1978: .341∗∗; 1988: .295∗∗; 1997: .189∗∗; 2002: .275∗∗; 2007: .206∗∗; 2012: .250∗∗ (Spearman’s rho: ∗∗ = .01 significance level). (Source: CEVIPOF).

 

5EVS question: When you get together with friends, would you say you discuss political matters frequently, occasionally or never?

 

6EVS question: How often do you follow the political news on the television, radio or in the press?

 

7To construct the cognitive mobilisation

 index, each variable was coded into four categories (Level of education: 1 = university; 2 = baccalauréat; 3 = some secondary; 4 = primary or less; Interest in politics: 1 = very interested; 2 = fairly interested; 3 = not very interested; 4 = not at all interested) with a combined total of 2–5 indicating high cognitive mobilisation

 and 6–8 low cognitive mobilisation

.

 

8Correlations B/C / ALL
Cognitive mobilisation x HEQ: 1978: .648∗∗ / .812∗∗; 1988: .640∗∗ / .808∗∗; 1997: .632∗∗ / .824∗∗; 2002: .686∗∗ / .845∗∗; 2007: .680∗∗ / .812∗∗; 2012: .595∗∗ / .792∗∗
Cognitive mobilisation x Political interest: 1978: .860∗∗ / .812∗∗; 1988: .849∗∗ / .783∗∗; 1997: .807∗∗ / .697∗∗; 2002: .839∗∗ / .737∗∗; 2007: .818∗∗ / .719∗∗; 2012: .851∗∗ / .778∗∗ (Spearman’s rho: ∗∗ = .01 significance level). (Source: CEVIPOF).

 

9Correlations B/C / ALL
Party identification x HEQ: 1978: .068∗ / .092∗∗; 1988: −.016 / .118∗∗; 1997: −.005 / .099∗∗; 2002: −.005 / .077∗∗; 2007: −.015 / .063∗∗; 2012: . −.009 / .087∗∗
Party identification x Political interest: 1978: .434∗∗ / .447∗∗; 1988: .488∗∗ / .499∗∗; 1997: .513∗∗ / .473∗∗; 2002: .428∗∗ / .382∗∗; 2007: .330∗∗ / .397∗∗; 2012: .366∗∗ / .397∗∗ (Spearman’s rho: ∗∗ = .01 significance level). (Source: CEVIPOF).

 

10In addition to rituals, Petersson (1978) identified three other types: party activists, mavericks and passives.
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Political trust constitutes a fundamental

 if fragile element in the relationship between voters and parties. Citizens entrust the political elite with substantial power, but it is a power which is nonetheless finite and contingent, granted in the expectation that the parties will represent the interests and values of their electorates. While a certain degree of scepticism is healthy for the functioning of a democracy, a breakdown in trust between the electorate and their representatives threatens the legitimacy of the political system if it leads to voters withdrawing their support from the established institutions, either by supporting alternatives to these institutions or disengaging from the political process altogether.
7.1 The Dimensions of Political Trust
By political trust, I refer to public confidence in political parties and politicians, that is, to the political elite as a whole rather than to any individual political actor more narrowly or to the functioning of democracy more broadly. Here the distinction between ‘diffuse’ and ‘specific’

 support drawn by Easton (1965, 1975) in his analytical framework provides a useful heuristic tool for distinguishing between trust in politicians and political parties on the one hand and satisfaction with the broader democratic process on the other. According to Easton’s definition, diffuse support is “directed towards offices themselves as well as towards their individual occupants. More than that, diffuse support is support that underlies the regime as a whole and the political community” (Easton 1975: 444–5). Specific support, on the other hand, relates to “the satisfactions that members of a system feel they obtain from the perceived outputs and performance of the political authorities” in terms of their decisions, policies, actions, utterances or general style (Easton 1975: 437).
The erosion of trust in political parties and politicians over recent decades has been widely observed in advanced industrialised democracies and the link between levels of public scepticism about the political elite and other political behaviour such as partisanship, electoral turnout and political engagement has been examined in previous research (Listhaug 1995; Poguntke and Scarrow 1996; Nye et al. 1997; Norris 1999; Pharr and Putnam 2000; Dalton and Weldon 2005; Le Roux and Perrineau 2011). Contemporary citizens in advanced industrialised democracies view politicians more critically than in the past and have a more questioning attitude towards the value of voting. Increasing European integration and globalisation may also have a negative impact on perceptions of the competence and effectiveness of the political elite. In France, distrust of the political parties is intrinsic to the republican tradition, in which the state stands above the particularistic interests represented by the parties. Nevertheless, there is strong evidence that, even by historical standards, voters’ trust in the French political parties is becoming vanishingly thin.
7.1.1 Political Trust and Cultural Change
Cultural change has been a major factor in higher levels of scepticism about politicians and political parties. Cognitive mobilisation

 and postmaterialism have both played a role. The cognitive mobilisation

 thesis would suggest that less sophisticated voters are likely to be more distrustful of the political elite. In this interpretation, low levels of political efficacy would be an important dimension of political dissatisfaction. If citizens feel incompetent or powerless to influence political outcomes, this is likely to contribute to alienation and hence to political distrust. Postmaterialism, by placing greater emphasis on self-expression and self-actualisation, leads to a different relationship between voters and parties and to new demands on the political elite. This is associated with a decline in deference to authority in general, leading to an increase in elite-challenging behaviour and a decline in trust (Nye et al. 1997: 134; Norris 1999: 19; Zmerli and Hooghe 2013). Greater individualism and the media have also played an important role.
7.1.1.1 Individualism and Social Capital
A common theme

 in the analysis of advanced industrialised democracies is the decline in levels of social capital and the rise in levels of individualism. Putnam (1993: 167) defines the concept as follows: “[S]ocial capital here refers to features of social organisation, such as trust, norms, and networks, which can improve the efficiency of society by facilitating coordinated actions.” These networks may be informal social groups or formal organisations such as trade unions or political parties. Social capital is undermined by many of the processes of modernisation identified in earlier chapters (urbanisation, geographical and social mobility, deindustrialisation) which induce a shift from a collectivist to an individualistic society, from “values that stress collective or communal solidarity towards ones that put more emphasis on individual opportunism” (Hall 1999: 446).
Whiteley and Seyd (1997) distinguish between social and political capital, defining the first as ‘horizontal’ or social trust among citizens and the second as ‘vertical’ or political trust between citizens and leaders. Newton (1999: 5) refers to “individual or atomised liberty – the liberty of each individual irrespective of the liberty of others” which limits perspectives to narrow concerns. As citizens become more self-absorbed, self-regarding and isolated from each other and the community, social cohesion gives way to greater social fragmentation. In the French context, Perrineau (1988: 46) has described the 1980s as the decade of social atomisation and narcissistic individualism. This ‘atomisation’ or fragmentation of French society results from a breakdown in social cohesion and collective structures.
As citizens become more self-absorbed and isolated from each other and the community, and as the relevance of social and religious cleavages declines in politics, so too does the role played by the political parties as social group collectivities. The nature of support for the political parties may change from one based on social or ideological identification to a more contingent and instrumental type of support tied to perceptions of party performance. In his analysis of party decline in Britain, Webb (1995: 315–7) identifies three factors: the “perception that [political parties] lie at the heart of a governmental process that they are struggling to master”; that they “do not fulfil the function of articulating and representing issues as efficiently as was once the case”; and that their role as political communicator and educator has been “increasingly challenged by other actors”. In other words, there has been a “decline of party capacity to represent, to communicate and to govern as efficiently or exclusively as was once the case” (Webb 1995: 317).
7.1.1.2 The Media
Since public evaluations of the political elite over recent decades have increasingly been formed on the basis of secondhand knowledge gained through the filter of the media, it is likely that their treatment of politics will have had an impact on political trust, both positive and negative. While the cognitive mobilisation

 thesis emphasises the potentially positive contribution of the media to rising levels of sophistication and political participation, television and the internet have also played a role in declining levels of social capital by reducing social contact between people. In addition, the ‘negativity bias’ in media coverage of politics has been commented on (Lau 1985; Listhaug 1995). Putnam (1995) draws on what Newton (1997, 1999) calls the ‘videomalaise’ school of thought, which emphasises negative effects such as “fear, isolation, political ignorance, a sense of political incompetence, and political apathy” (Newton 1999: 20).
In France, the professional and personal behaviour of politicians has become the object of much closer media scrutiny, which also contributes to a loss of respect for the political elite. In the early years of the Fifth Republic, under de Gaulle, television news was subject to strict and direct government control. Kuhn (2011: 104) notes that “the role played by state television during the 1968 ‘events’, when in the early days of the protest the medium largely ignored the outpouring of dissent, was a perfect illustration of its institutional subordination to the Gaullist state during de Gaulle’s

 presidency”. Greater journalistic freedom in France since the 1980s has led to a more questioning approach to those in power. It was also in the 1980s that the French media first felt the impact of privatisation when the state monopoly was abolished. In 1985 and 1986, under Mitterrand, franchises were given to two commercial channels and during the 1986–88 cohabitation Chirac made further moves to dismantle the state monopoly by privatising the main television channel, TF1. Intense competition for viewers has meant that coverage of politics in France has become increasingly personalised, sensationalised and confrontational, a trend which has been exacerbated by the 24/7 news cycle and competition from cable and satellite broadcasting as well as the internet and social networks.
Finally, some of the functions of political parties have been appropriated by the media, which has assumed a central mediating role in the relationship between voters and parties (Kaase 1999: 13), creating further political distance. Webb (1995: 316–7) notes that the parties’ role as political communicator and educator has been increasingly challenged by the media, which means that “the agenda-setting capacity of the political parties has most probably been reduced [and] the most authoritative source of political information for most citizens (i.e. television) is apt to criticize any and all of the political parties”. On the other hand, the political elite is able to exploit the media very successfully, particularly at election time. Yet these carefully controlled and stage-managed national campaigns leave less room for grassroots campaigning and the local personal approach which once characterised even national elections. The fact that fewer voters now have first-hand experience of politicians contributes to political alienation, since those who have had direct personal contact with political representatives demonstrate greater trust in them. This may be particularly pertinent to the blue-collar electorate for whom the local community is of such consequence.
The focus of this chapter is on public attitudes to political parties and the political elite as a whole, rather than on individual political actors. It analyses the nature of political trust both theoretically and empirically. Firstly, it defines trust in politicians and parties more precisely in order to distinguish it from attitudes to other kinds of political institutions. It then establishes the level of political trust in France and tests a number of hypotheses relating to political trust and sociodemographic variables (social class, education and age) as well as political variables (support for the established and alternative parties of left and right) in order to establish whether blue-collar workers are more distrustful than the electorate as a whole. Lastly, having identified the sources of public scepticism about politicians and political parties, it evaluates the impact of political trust on the relationship between blue-collar workers and the parties of the established left.
7.2 Measuring Political Trust
In measuring political trust, I will consider both specific support, in terms of attitudes towards the political parties and politicians, and diffuse support, in terms of attitudes towards the functioning of democracy.
7.2.1 Trust in Political Parties
Questions on trust in political parties were asked in the CEVIPOF surveys only in 2007 and 2012. They indicate little change in levels of trust among the electorate as a whole between the two time-points but a sharper decline from a slightly higher level among blue-collar workers (Fig. 7.1).[image: ../images/487133_1_En_7_Chapter/487133_1_En_7_Fig1_HTML.png]
Fig. 7.1% who trust political parties, blue-collar and all respondents, 2007–2012. (Source: CEVIPOF)


7.2.2 The Functioning of Democracy
Citizens’ satisfaction with democracy is based on broader attitudes towards democratic governance and procedures, including respect for fundamental freedoms and universal human rights, access to justice and “free and fair competitive multiparty elections which have met international standards of transparency and openness” (Norris 2011: 117). Responses to the CEVIPOF question on the functioning of democracy, asked between 1988 and 2012, suggest that French voters are considerably more satisfied with democracy as a system of governance than with the parties which represent them in the democratic process (Fig. 7.2). Except in 1997,1 a majority of the electorate give positive evaluations of the functioning of democracy. The level of satisfaction with democracy among blue-collar workers, however, is consistently lower than that among the electorate as a whole, averaging 48.4% over the period compared with 55.5% for all voters.[image: ../images/487133_1_En_7_Chapter/487133_1_En_7_Fig2_HTML.png]
Fig. 7.2% who think that democracy functions (very or fairly) well, blue-collar and all respondents, 1988–2012. (Source: CEVIPOF)


On the basis of this data, there seems to be little covariance between specific support, in terms of feeling represented by a political party, and diffuse support with regard to the functioning of democracy. In fact, between 1997 and 2012, satisfaction with democracy rose. Dissatisfaction with the political elite does not appear to have an effect on satisfaction with the functioning of democracy. Indeed, what is most striking is the contrast between citizens’ confidence in democracy and their mistrust of the political elite. This might suggest that it is the party establishment which arouses the most scepticism but that this is seen as only one part of a broader democratic process in which the government, individual members of parliament or even alternative political parties and actors inspire greater confidence.
Political trust, then, is a separate phenomenon from satisfaction with democracy. It can, however, be linked with two other aspects of voters’ relationship with politicians, political competence and political alienation, or what Almond and Verba (1965) termed respectively ‘input affect’ (political efficacy) and ‘output affect’ (political cynicism). High distrust is associated with political cynicism, alienation or distance, indicators of dissatisfaction with the functioning and outputs of the parties, especially in government. Political alienation also derives from citizens’ perception of the political elite as being remote from or unresponsive to their interests. In other words, “people may be alienated because they feel powerless to influence (make inputs to) government or because they feel the outputs of government are unresponsive to their wishes or needs” (House and Mason 1975: 125).
Political efficacy, defined as citizens’ feeling that they can have an impact on the political process and affect political outcomes, combines a sense of personal competence with evaluations of how the political system and political leaders respond. The sense of political efficacy was captured in early Eurobarometer surveys under the heading of ‘ability to influence political developments’. The question ‘Do you think that if things are not going well in your country people like yourself can help to bring about a change for the better?’, asked on a number of occasions since 1973, was repeated in April 1982. According to Eurobarometer 17 (Rabier et al. 1982: 24), “Previous research findings have demonstrated that a very important dimension of political dissatisfaction in the most general sense of the term is the feeling of being powerless or almost powerless, unable to influence decisions which concern us: in short, politically ineffectual.” Presumably, such feelings are likely to be more prevalent among those with lower levels of education and in lower-status employment.
In the next two sections, I will consider the sociodemographic and political antecedents of declining political trust in France in order to shed light on the precise sources of the erosion of confidence in the political parties.
7.3 Political Trust: Sociodemographic Variables
On the basis of the potential effects of the cultural changes outlined above (postmaterialism, cognitive mobilisation

, individualism and the expansion of the media) on levels of political trust, I will now formulate and test a series of hypotheses, drawing out any differences between blue-collar workers and the electorate as a whole. I will consider four sociodemographic variables: objective social class, subjective social class, level of education and age-group. Since no specific question on trust in the political elite is asked in the CEVIPOF surveys, the variable used as an indicator of political trust is voters’ perceptions of how much ‘politicians care about what people like me think’.2 The CEVIPOF question has been incorporated into measures of political trust in previous research (Mayer 2002: 98) and as it taps two of the most important elements of trust in political parties, their closeness to and representativeness of the electorate, it is a useful proxy for political trust.
7.3.1 Social Class
According to Michelat and Simon (2004a: 201), a blue-collar distinctiveness

 (différence ouvrière) with regard to the feeling that politicians care about what ‘ordinary people’ think was already evident in 1978. Blue-collar workers were more likely to hold the opinion that politicians are unaware of or disregard their concerns. DeAngelis (1982: 175) also finds that “While the sample [of manual workers] accepts the legitimacy of the present liberal democratic regime in France, there is also a very substantial amount of discontent with partisan political practices, professional politicians and with the State bureaucracy. Nearly three-quarters agree that ‘politicians are not much interested in people like me’”. On this basis, I will test two hypotheses for the period in question. Firstly, that political trust is lower among blue-collar voters than the electorate as a whole (Hypothesis 7.1) and secondly that political trust is lower among those whose subjective social class is manual working class than among those who allocate themselves to the middle class (Hypothesis 7.2).
7.3.1.1 Objective Social Class
In the CEVIPOF surveys, the percentage of those who feel that politicians care (a lot or somewhat) declined from 36.3% in 1978 to 28.6% in 2012 (Fig. 7.3). The sharpest fall occurs between 1978 and 1997, when the percentage of those who feel that politicians care is almost halved (from 36.3% in 1978 to 19.2% in 1997) and those who feel that they do not care rises from 59% to a massive 80.3%. In particular, the percentage thinking that politicians do not care at all more than doubles, from 14.9% in 1978 to 32.2% in 1997, almost a third of respondents. Since this question was not asked in 1988, it is not possible to be more precise about the timing of this downturn. Polling data from TNS Sofres (2007) identifies November 1991 as the lowest point for political trust between 1985 and 2007. However, Michelat and Simon (2004a: 201) find that the sense that politicians do not care at all accelerated between 1995 and 1998.3[image: ../images/487133_1_En_7_Chapter/487133_1_En_7_Fig3_HTML.png]
Fig. 7.3% agreeing that ‘politicians care what people like me think’, blue-collar and all respondents, 1978–2012. (Source: CEVIPOF)


In the case of blue-collar workers, a similar pattern prevails to that in the wider electorate, but between 2007 and 2012, negative feelings increased whereas in the electorate as a whole they levelled off. This is consistent with the earlier data on trust in political parties and may also be due to the ‘Sarkozy effect’ discussed previously. Hypothesis 7.1, that political trust is lower among blue-collar voters than the electorate as a whole, is therefore supported.
7.3.1.2 Subjective Social Class
The association between subjective social class and the perception that politicians care can only be tested in 2002 and 2012, when the CEVIPOF surveys included a question on self-allocation to the working or middle class. Although trust went up in both social categories, from 13.7% to 23.5% and 17.4% to 31.5% respectively, it is those who allocate themselves to the working class who are more sceptical about the political elite and the gap between the two class categories has widened. Hypothesis 7.2, which expects political trust to be lower among those whose subjective social class is manual working class than among those who allocate themselves to the middle class, is therefore also supported for these survey years.
7.3.2 Education
As far as education is concerned, and on the basis of earlier findings with regard to political sophistication and strength of party identification, I expect those with higher educational qualifications to have greater trust in the political elite (Hypothesis 7.3). According to the CEVIPOF data, there is a positive correlation between higher levels of education and higher levels of political trust in the electorate as a whole only in 1978 and 2002, although the two higher educational categories always express higher levels of political trust than the two lower categories and trust is always highest among those who have been to university. In the blue-collar electorate, except in 1978 (when those with university education were indeed more trustful) there is no clear pattern, and in 2012 it was those with lower levels of education who expressed greater political trust. This is probably an age effect, since the least educated are likely to be older, but it is not paralleled in the electorate as a whole. This would suggest that younger more highly-educated blue-collar workers are more sceptical than their counterparts in the wider electorate and that education has a different effect on blue-collar levels of political trust, possibly because they are more pessimistic about their future career prospects than their higher-status peers. Hypothesis 7.3 is therefore supported in the case of all voters but only partially supported for blue-collar voters.
7.3.3 Age-Group
Since the younger generation

 has been exposed to the new cultural environment in its formative years, we would expect political trust to be lower among this section of the electorate (Hypothesis 7.4). Younger people are likely to have a more individualistic outlook, be more detached from the political parties, as well as less deferential towards and more critical of the political elite. Analysis of the CEVIPOF data (Fig. 7.4) indicates that among the electorate as a whole, this hypothesis is not supported. Except in 1978, 18–24 year-olds are not the most sceptical of the five categories and in 2002 and 2007 they are the least sceptical. In 1978 and 1997, those in the 65+ age-group are more sceptical and in 1997, the 35–44 age-group is equally sceptical. In 2002, the youngest voters are in fact slightly less sceptical than 55–64 year-olds and 25–34 year-olds are also less sceptical than some older voters. In 2007 and 2012, the youngest and the oldest age-groups are the least sceptical. Among blue-collar voters, however, there is some evidence that the youngest age-group is the most sceptical. Except in 2007, one or both of the two younger age-groups have the lowest levels of trust. In contrast, except in 2002, those in the 65+ age bracket express the most trust in politicians. This is further evidence that younger blue-collar workers are more sceptical than their counterparts in the electorate as a whole.[image: ../images/487133_1_En_7_Chapter/487133_1_En_7_Fig4_HTML.png]
Fig. 7.4Feeling that politicians care by age-group, % blue-collar and all respondents, 1978–2012. (Source: CEVIPOF)


In summary, greater scepticism appears to be a characteristic of those with lower social status and lower educational qualifications. It is clear that blue-collar workers experience greater distrust of the political elite. With regard to age-group, an important difference emerges between the wider electorate and the blue-collar electorate in that young manual workers now tend to be the most sceptical. This may be due to resentment among this generation that despite having higher educational qualifications they are still in lower-status work. The perception that politicians care is consistently above average among those with higher education and in higher-status occupations, which suggests that these citizens not only have a greater sense of political efficacy but also feel less alienated from the political process.
7.4 Political Trust: Political Variables
The hypotheses based on sociodemographic variables give us some clues as to the profile of the most sceptical voters. By testing a further series of hypotheses based on party-related variables, I aim to get at the political factors which underlie levels of political trust. Drawing on Peugny’s (2007: 345) finding that there is a link in France between political trust and the feeling of being close to a political party, I hypothesise that trust in the political elite will be greater among strong party identifiers than weak party identifiers (Hypothesis 7.5). In addition, I expect political trust to be higher among supporters of the left than the right (Hypothesis 7.6), among supporters of the established parties than the alternative parties (Hypothesis 7.7) and among blue-collar supporters of the PS and PCF than among their supporters in the electorate as a whole (Hypothesis 7.8).
7.4.1 Strength of Party Identification
Hypothesis 7.5 is supported. Strong party identifiers consistently express more trust than weak party identifiers (Fig. 7.5). However, there are interesting differences in the timing of the decline in trust. Among strong party identifiers, this occurs between 1978 and 2002 and is followed by an upturn in 2007. In the electorate as a whole, this recovery is sustained in 2012 but in the blue-collar electorate it is followed by a downturn in 2012. Among weak party identifiers, both in the blue-collar and wider electorates, there is a similar pattern between 1978 and 1997, but 1997 rather than 2002 is the low point. Political trust actually rises in 2002 and 2007 before falling back in both cases in 2012.[image: ../images/487133_1_En_7_Chapter/487133_1_En_7_Fig5_HTML.png]
Fig. 7.5Feeling that politicians care by strength of party identification, % blue-collar and all respondents, 1978–2012. (Source: CEVIPOF)


7.4.2 Support for the Left and Right
As Chap. 3 showed, there is some evidence that left-leaning voters feel closer to the parties of the left than right-leaning voters feel to the parties of the right. On this basis, we might also expect left-leaners to feel that politicians care more about them. Hypothesis 7.6 therefore asserts that trust in the political elite will be greater among supporters of the parties of the left than the right.
Hypothesis 7.6 is not fully supported (Fig. 7.6). In the electorate as a whole, left-leaning voters are less sceptical in 2002 and 2012 but otherwise right-leaners are the least sceptical. However, there is more evidence to support this hypothesis among the blue-collar electorate, where left-leaning voters are less sceptical than those who are right-leaning in every year except 2007. This might once again point to a ‘Sarkozy effect’ in that right-leaning blue-collar voters were drawn to his presidential programme in that year.[image: ../images/487133_1_En_7_Chapter/487133_1_En_7_Fig6_HTML.png]
Fig. 7.6Feeling that politicians care by proximity to left or right, % blue-collar and all respondents, 1978–2012. (Source: CEVIPOF)


7.4.3 Support for the Established and Alternative Parties
Since dissatisfaction with the established parties is one of the main motivations for voters to support the alternative parties, either as a protest vote or because they feel that these parties better represent their positions, we would expect there to be more political sceptics among the supporters of the alternative parties of left and right (Hypothesis 7.7). This hypothesis is supported (Fig. 7.7). Partisans of the established parties are less sceptical than those who support alternative parties in all years both in the blue-collar and wider electorates. If we break this down further into established and alternative parties of left and right, we find that political trust is always lower among partisans of the alternative right than the alternative left except among blue-collar voters in 1997 (Fig. 7.8).[image: ../images/487133_1_En_7_Chapter/487133_1_En_7_Fig7_HTML.png]
Fig. 7.7Feeling that politicians care by proximity to established or alternative party, % blue-collar and all respondents, 1978–2012. (Source: CEVIPOF)

[image: ../images/487133_1_En_7_Chapter/487133_1_En_7_Fig8_HTML.png]
Fig. 7.8Feeling that politicians care by proximity to alternative party of left or right, % blue-collar and all respondents, 1978–2012. (Source: CEVIPOF)


With regard to the established parties of left and right (Fig. 7.9), among blue-collar voters, political trust is always higher among partisans of the established left than the established right except in 2007. Among all voters, political trust is higher among partisans of the established right than the established left except in 2002 and 2012.[image: ../images/487133_1_En_7_Chapter/487133_1_En_7_Fig9_HTML.png]
Fig. 7.9Feeling that politicians care by proximity to established party of left or right, % blue-collar and all respondents, 1978–2012. (Source: CEVIPOF)


7.4.4 Political Trust and Blue-Collar Support for the PS and PCF
The final hypothesis is that trust in the political elite will be greater among blue-collar supporters of the PS and PCF than among their supporters in the electorate as a whole (Hypothesis 7.8). This is not supported. In every survey year, there is more trust in both the PCF and the PS among the wider electorate than among blue-collar voters (Fig. 7.10).[image: ../images/487133_1_En_7_Chapter/487133_1_En_7_Fig10_HTML.png]
Fig. 7.10Feeling that politicians care by proximity to PS or PCF, % blue-collar and all respondents, 1978–2012. (Source: CEVIPOF)


To sum up, then, strong party identifiers consistently express more trust than weak party identifiers. Supporters of the alternative parties are more politically sceptical than those who identify with an established party and far right partisans are the most politically sceptical. There is no consistent pattern in terms of trust in the parties of the left and right but overall right-leaning voters appear to be less sceptical than left-leaners in the electorate as a whole. However, left-leaning blue-collar voters tend to be less sceptical than those who are right-leaning. Even so, there is clear evidence that blue-collar voters have less trust in either the PS or the PCF than the average voter.
7.5 Political Trust and the Political Elite
Political trust, as an affective

 and evaluative attitude, is formed on the basis of citizens’ expectations and assessments of the performance and quality of the political elite. According to Norris (2011: 114), this includes “the responsiveness and accountability of elected representatives, and the honesty and probity of public officials”. A perceived discrepancy between these normative expectations and public perceptions of the performance and quality of the political elite is likely to induce feelings of dissatisfaction and alienation leading to distrust. In this section, I will explore the factors underlying declining trust by identifying citizens’ expectations of the political elite and the ways in which the political elite is falling short of these expectations. On the basis of this, I will evaluate why blue-collar voters are more distrustful of politicians and political parties than the average French voter.
According to a poll by Obéa-Infraforces (2010), the principal reasons for French voters’ lack of trust in politicians are firstly that they are preoccupied with their own careers (86%), secondly that they are cut off from French people’s real lives (67%), thirdly that they are corrupt (51.5%) and fourthly that they are incompetent (45.5%). Based on these and other evaluations made by French voters in opinion polls (Ifop 2007, 2014; Odoxa 2015a, b), three areas can be identified in which citizens’ expectations of the political elite are not being met. These primarily concern their proximity, integrity and competence, which I will address in turn.
7.5.1 Proximity and Representativeness
Political distrust and alienation also derive from citizens’ perception of the political elite as being remote from or unresponsive to their interests. Voters expect politicians to be interested in them, in touch with them and representative of them, both politically and sociodemographically. In order to represent the electorate effectively, politicians need not only to care about but also to know and understand the people they are representing. Yet one of the main criticisms levelled at the political elite is its disconnection from ordinary citizens. Only a minority of French voters consider the parties to be close to the realities of their everyday experience. For the most part they are seen to be cut off from and indifferent to people’s lives (Ifop 2014). Voters repeatedly say that the political elite is not listening, that their voices are not heard, that they are not consulted about decisions, that they feel ignored, neglected and overlooked. The widely-held perception is that politicians keep their distance and are focused more on their own interests and careers than the general interest, that what motivates an individual to become a politician is personal gain rather than public service. Political parties are also seen as being remote and inaccessible except at election times or when they are marketing themselves and their candidates to voters, doing whatever is necessary to win votes and looking no further ahead than the next election. As such, politicians are perceived as being increasingly self-interested, opportunistic and careerist, or as party apparatchiks chosen on the basis of qualities other than the ‘conviction politics’ which were more prevalent during the first half of the Fifth Republic.
In France, according to Michelat and Simon (2004a: 201–2), the feeling that the political system and those who embody it are inattentive and unresponsive is particularly strong, contributing to a vertiginous rise in hostility towards politicians for their apparent indifference to the opinions of their constituents. DeAngelis (1982: 188) also stresses the importance of communicating with manual workers: “they would dearly like to see politicians be more specific, concrete, knowledgeable and willing to explain issues clearly and honestly”. Mouterde (2016) concurs that politicians need not only to take up the concerns of the working class but also to know how to talk to them.
When voters are asked in polls whether their deputies should focus their activity in the constituency or at the National Assembly4 (Ifop 2007: 24), their opinions are fairly evenly divided: 48% consider a local presence to be the priority and 50% consider their work in parliament to be more important. However, among blue-collar voters over 60% believe that their deputy should primarily be in the constituency so that they can hear what people have to say and keep voters informed about what they are doing. This is consistent with the premium placed by blue-collar workers on the local and the concrete. Only a minority (37%) felt that deputies should prioritise their attendance at the National Assembly in order to vote on legislation and defend the interests of their constituency. At the same time, polls also find that blue-collar workers are the socioeconomic category least likely to know the name of their deputy: this is the case for over two-thirds of blue-collar workers, compared with an average of 55% (BVA 2004: 2; Ifop 2007: 12).
This lack of proximity between mass and elite is exacerbated by the fact that those elected to parliament do not adequately reflect the electorate in sociodemographic terms. This is particularly the case for manual workers. According to Collovald and Schwartz (2006a, b), in the 1960s there were around a hundred deputies from a blue-collar background in the legislature. The dramatic decline since then means that “Politicians therefore have less and less of a working-class ethos, and this contributes on the one hand to rendering this type of political existence illegitimate, and on the other hand it advances the disappearance of a social, political and moral identification for those who are the furthest removed from the political sphere”. In particular, there appears to be a ‘professionalisation’ of the political elite with an overrepresentation of technocrats and énarques, graduates of the prestigious École nationale d’administration (ENA)

, an elite higher education institute (grande école), who are singled out as being especially out of touch with and unrepresentative of the general population.
A breakdown of parliamentarians by occupation tends to justify this perception, showing an increase in the percentage of those belonging to the higher salariat (cadres et professions libérales) from 47.8% in 1981 to 81.5% in 2012 (Rouban 2011: 18; 2012: 3) and a decline in those with a blue-collar background from 5% in 1981 to less than 1% in 2012. The fact that manual workers make up more than 20% of the working population yet are virtually absent from political life is troubling. Mouterde (2016) points out that while there has always been an underrepresentation of manual workers in politics, this has been getting worse since the end of the 1970s. At one time, the parties of the left were rooted in working-class areas and had strong links with the trade unions but since the 1980s they have shifted their attention to the more highly-educated. Teachers and civil servants have found themselves in the vanguard while blue-collar activists have been marginalised. Until the 1990s, the PCF in particular had always placed great importance on the social origins of its politicians, with those from a blue-collar background being highly valued and promoted within the party structure. As Mischi et al. (2014) note, “overall, labour organisations have declined as the role of elite skilled workers in large-scale industry has been challenged, including within political parties on the left whose leaders and elected officials increasingly come from the world of management and the liberal and intellectual professionals”. With regard to the socialists, Escalona and Vieira (2012: 123) also observe that the professionalisation of the PS and the sociological contraction of its politicians have also been cited as factors in the disconnection between the party and the working class.
7.5.2 Integrity
According to Norris (2011: 115), “If politicians or governments are usually demonstrably corrupt, inept, or self-serving, or perceived to be so, then rational citizens should conclude that they have become untrustworthy”. The integrity of politicians and political parties is seen as being compromised in two main ways: because they do not deliver on their election promises and because many of them have been involved in corruption scandals. The familiar cry of tous pareils, tous pourris [they’re all the same, they’re all corrupt] is accompanied by objections to the empty rhetoric of the political elite. In interviews, manual workers refer to “des belles paroles, encore des belles paroles, et puis une fois élus, plus rien” [Fine words, and more fine words, and then once they’re elected, nothing] (Miquet-Marty 2011: 94) or “talking without saying anything, promising a lot but never giving anything” (DeAngelis 1982: 184). “Les gens sont dégoûtés, ils n’ont plus d’espoir, les promesses ne sont jamais tenues” [People are disgusted, they’ve lost hope, promises are never kept] (Miquet-Marty 2011: 138). Data from public opinion polls confirms a growing concern among the French since 1977 about the honesty of the political elite, reaching a record high in 2011. According to TNS Sofres (2011), the harshest critics are manual workers (85%), the young (83%) and FN sympathisers (89%). These findings are reflected in responses to a 2002 CEVIPOF question on the integrity of politicians5 in which 33% consider them to be honest, while 57.8% think them corrupt. Once again, blue-collar workers have less confidence than the electorate as a whole.
The growing perception of politicians as being corrupt began in the early 1990s when numerous political scandals, often involving illegal party funding, came to light. This was due in part to greater media scrutiny, but also to the effect of the two novel features of French political life in the 1980s, cohabitation and alternance
, which meant that at each handover of power, scandals which had been kept secret under the previous administration could be brought to light. Corruption was by no means a new phenomenon in France. There had been major political scandals earlier in the Fifth Republic, involving the centre-right UDR (Union pour la défense de la République or Union for the Defence of the Republic) in the early 1970s under Pompidou and the notorious case of Giscard d’Estaing and the Bokassa diamonds in 1979. Yet under the Mitterrand presidencies (1981–1995) there was a more powerful and persistent perception of sleaze and greater public awareness of corruption as repeated scandals were exposed by the media (Dupin 2001: 42–3). In addition, what was singular about this period was that the left was concerned as well as the right.
One of the first scandals in which the PS was implicated was the Urba affair which broke in 1987 when a PS fund was uncovered through which political favours were exchanged for ‘donations’ (Pujas and Rhodes 1999: 53). This led to the sentencing in 1997 of Henri Emmanuelli, the party treasurer from 1986 to 1988, for illegal party financing via fictitious holding companies. The PCF was implicated in similar illicit fundraising and its leaders faced trial for receiving money from Compagnie Générale des Eaux (now Vivendi). Mitterrand’s

 image was tarnished by revelations about his association with René Bousquet, who had been responsible for the round-up and deportation of French Jews to Auschwitz in 1942, as well as his involvement with right-wing student politics in the 1930s, which created dismay and disillusionment on the left (McMillan 1997: 82). In this respect, corruption has contributed to the perceived convergence of the established parties since they have all been involved in scandals. According to Ardagh (2000: 41),

France during the 1990s has presented the unhappy spectacle of widespread corruption in high places – bribery, embezzlement or abuse of power, either for illegal political projects, or sometimes for personal gain. In 1993 some 57 parliamentary deputies were facing charges. The Right above all has been involved, but the socialists too …. The public has been left disgusted, not only by the sleaze itself, but by the efforts of those in power to protect their cronies, sometimes by deterring juges d’instruction (examining magistrates) from doing their job – in a land where la justice is not fully independent.



For many, particularly working-class, voters the perception is of a ‘two-speed justice’ (justice à deux vitesses) in that a double standard appears to operate in the judicial system, with politicians who commit crimes getting off more lightly than ordinary people or, in the case of Chirac (supermenteur or ‘superliar’) being seen as literally above the law and untouchable. As Chrisafis (2017) puts it, “For decades, France was seen as a nation where corruption allegations did nothing to stop a high-flying political career. The clearest example was Jacques Chirac who rose to serve two terms as president before finally in 2011 receiving a two-year suspended prison sentence for embezzling public funds to illegally finance his right-wing party”. Disillusionment with Nicolas Sarkozy was partly fuelled by his implication in the Bettencourt campaign-funding scandal in 2010 and he became seen as the figurehead of this form of connivance with the world of business and finance (Michelat and Simon 2004b).
Politicians and political parties have been seen to pervert the course of justice, either in order to incriminate their enemies or protect their friends. The enacting in the National Assembly in January 1990 of a law which gave amnesty to the political parties for any offences committed in relation to party funding prior to June 19896 outraged public opinion, adding further to the sense of distance between citizens and the political elite. The timing of this amnesty is consistent with the CEVIPOF data on corruption, which shows a 23 point decline in perceptions that politicians are honest between 1989 and 1992, the low point. As Dogan (2003: 430) observes, many political figures against whom legal action is taken are not convicted, either because there is a presumption of innocence or because they are given the benefit of the doubt. Sometimes there is connivance between powerful political figures and servile magistrates and many have benefited from the statute of limitation or acts of amnesty. This can only reinforce the sense that politicians benefit from the privileges of power which are not available to ordinary citizens and may at best be unaware of how privileged they are or at worst have a sense of entitlement to such perks of office.
Although the FN has capitalised on the public perception of the political elite as being corrupt, it too has been involved in corruption scandals associated with election campaign

 expenses and the misuse of European Parliament party funding, although these were not exposed until after 2012. Interestingly, reactions to the accusations against Marine Le Pen amongst her supporters have been relatively muted, partly because of a sense that she and her party are being victimised by the establishment and partly out of indulgence to a leader who is seen as standing up to the system (Chrisafis 2017).
7.5.3 Competence
As Green and Jennings (2017: 1) observe

, “Political evaluations and voting decisions … often turn on management, delivery, trust, good government: on competence”. Yet according to the Obéa-Infraforces (2010) poll cited above, 45.5% of respondents in 2010 considered politicians to be incompetent. In response to a TNS Sofres (2007: 7) question on whether the ruling elites are up to their responsibilities,7 in every survey conducted between 1989 and 2007 more answer in the negative than the positive, and the trend is upwards.
Politicians might argue that performance deficit or the perceived incompetence of the political parties in government are linked with governmental ‘overload’, defined by Nye et al. (1997: 133) as “a situation in which citizens ask the government to do more things (and more incompatible things) than it can do, and ask the government to solve problems without being willing to sustain taxation adequate to finance the efforts that would produce a solution.” At the same time, parties in government, subject to new external constraints imposed by the forces of globalisation or European integration, may both appear to be less powerful than in the past, and therefore less respected, but also less accountable and responsive to the electorate, and therefore less trusted. In France particularly, where the role of the state has been so central to the running of the nation, its ‘hollowing out’ is likely to have contributed to the sense that the elite has lost control of public administration. The perceived constraining effect of the EU was already of concern to many, especially blue-collar, voters before the financial crisis of 2008, as the results of the 1992 and 2005 referendums clearly demonstrate. As well as tying the hands of national policymakers and reducing their sphere of influence, the EU is seen by many as exposing France to globalisation and making it less competitive. By embracing Europeanisation, the political establishment, whether on the left or right, loses credibility because it appears not only incompetent and corrupt, but also impotent (Mergier and Fourquet 2011: 1). Globalisation also contributes to this loss of credibility by creating the impression that power is no longer in the hands of elected political actors but in those of the financial markets. The position of the FN on the EU and globalisation therefore holds a strong appeal for some less economically secure manual workers.
7.5.4 Policy Dissatisfaction
If politicians and governments


 are elected on the basis of their campaign promises yet “lack the capacity or will to fulfill these pledges” (Norris 2011: 116), citizens are likely to become more critical and sceptical. In France, the failure of governments of left and right to deal with the major problems confronting the country and the dissatisfaction of the electorate with the performance and policies of the parties are likely to engender feelings of alienation from the political system (Miller 1974: 969). Barnes et al. (1979: 417) have also referred to what they term ‘policy dissatisfaction’, which arises when issues are being “ignored or improperly handled”. Policy distance or dissatisfaction with the content of a party’s programme or issue agenda is another potential source of distrust. Two touchstones of policy dissatisfaction in the blue-collar electorate are unemployment and immigration.
7.5.4.1 Unemployment
One of the major effects

 of the socialists’ economic U-turn of 1983 was mass unemployment, which hit particularly hard the working class championed by François Mitterrand (Escalona and Vieira 2012: 123). Between 1975 and 2012, unemployment in France rose from less than a million to almost 3 million, from 3% to 10% of the working population. The financial crash of 2008 will have further tarnished the reputation of the political elite, contributing to a profound disenchantment with politics by evidencing politicians’ manifest inability to make any real improvement to people’s lives, whether in terms of unemployment and insecure employment, the devaluing of educational qualifications, the rising cost of living and fuel poverty, issues which politicians either fail to tackle or do so inadequately or ineffectively (Braconnier 2010). For the working class particularly, the post-crisis period is not an end to the crisis but the entrenchment of a situation imposed by three years of crisis and now seen as permanent and responsible for an inevitable and ongoing deterioration in their quality of life and even more so that of their children. (Mergier and Fourquet 2011: 22).
7.5.4.2 Immigration
The other major source

 of policy dissatisfaction, particularly with regard to the blue-collar electorate and the established left, is immigration. McLaren (2010: 2) finds that “concern about the effects of immigration have an impact on trust in politics: if citizens’ perception of the effects of immigration is negative, they are less trusting of the institutions of the political system and of politicians”. In France, the origins of this dissatisfaction lie in policies introduced during Mitterrand’s

 presidencies. The first of these were designed to end the precariousness of migrants’ situation in France and to acknowledge that they were now a permanent part of the French population. Between 1981 and 1983, the expulsion of all foreigners born in France was suspended and there was retroactive regularisation of illegal migrants who had entered the country before 1981. In 1989, under the second Mitterrand presidency, a new body, the High Council of Integration (Haut Conseil à l’intégration or HCI), was set up “to consider and recommend ways of ‘integrating immigrants more effectively in society” (Silverman 1992: 66).
According to the HCI (1993: 8–9), integration means accepting without reservation that there remain individual differences between people in France, particularly of a cultural nature, but that social cohesion is ensured by highlighting similarities and convergences in terms of equal rights and responsibilities. It is as such a more multiculturalist approach than the assimilationist policies pursued previously in France. Guibert and Mergier (2006: 27) characterise some of the decisions on immigration taken under Mitterrand as a choice imposed on French society without having been deliberated upon. This underlies a degree of resentment, particularly among the blue-collar electorate, towards the left for taking decisions that are not seen to be in their interests and without their consent. Fieschi (2012), writing about immigration and the left in Britain, observes that “multiculturalism came to be perceived as the left’s turning away from a specific working class culture in order to embrace a cosmopolitanism which was seen (or depicted) as going against the interests of ordinary Britons”. Goodwin (2012) observes that

when public concerns over immigration and cultural unity remain unresolved, overall levels of public trust in the political system go down [and] citizens become less favourable toward using the institutions of the state to reduce poverty and provide welfare. This speaks directly to the core centre-left agenda …. On immigration and identity the centre-left has been outflanked. The fact that the far right is delivering a more resonant narrative is reflected in the way in which – across Europe – these parties have made their most striking inroads into the traditional core base of the centre-left: blue-collar skilled workers.



The far right also successfully exploits a putative link between unemployment and immigration, and between both of these issues and globalisation. What this means for the working class, in the view of Mergier and Fourquet (2011: 61), is that with the disintegration of their everyday lives, they feel as if they are being sacrificed on the altar of globalisation

.
7.6 The ‘Social Contract’ Between the Blue-Collar Electorate and the Established Left
Overall, then, political

 scepticism

 is more characteristic of those with lower socioeconomic status. In this final section, I want to examine specifically the ways in which trust in the political elite may be experienced differently among the blue-collar electorate than in the electorate as a whole and what impact this has on the relationship between the established left and the blue-collar electorate.
According to DeAngelis (1982: 148), manual workers see it as the responsibility of politicians to come up with solutions, as part of a division of labour: “those paid to find solutions should do so, as everyone else has his own job to do”. In this light, the traditional relationship between blue-collar workers and the established left can be regarded as a ‘social contract’, in the sense of an implicit agreement that these political parties will receive the support of the blue-collar electorate in return for the representation and protection of its interests and values. Yet now this contract appears to have been broken. Lefebvre (2002: 3) sums this up succinctly, citing three ways in which the PS has ceased to represent the working class: it no longer gives form to this group, it is no longer in its image and it is no longer able to uphold or defend its interests.
The belief in a privileged relationship between blue-collar workers and the established left has been lost as the PS in particular actively seeks the support of the middle class and as their representation in the National Assembly is increasingly dominated by a more professionalised class of politicians who appear to lack a vision of society or a sense of mission. These voters have lost faith in the left’s ability to restructure France along more socially just and egalitarian lines as had been promised, for example, in the 1981 PS manifesto, Changer la vie (Change Life). Many of the socialists’ proposals at this time concerned social and economic change which would have improved the lives of blue-collar workers, such as job creation in the public sector, increases in low pay and unemployment benefits, a shorter working week, more secure contracts, protection of trade union rights and redistribution of wealth through reforms to wealth and inheritance taxation. Economic realities meant that the left in power was unable to fully achieve these goals. Yet the blue-collar electorate’s demand for protection at three levels (physical, economic and national) represents what Mergier and Fourquet (2011: 81) call the sine qua non of any political proposal’s credibility. Feelings of disappointment and abandonment will not subside until they are acknowledged and responded to in positive and relevant ways. It is clear that such pent-up frustrations lead to rejection of the political establishment in elections and referendums and to a desire for an even more radical shake-up of the political system. According to Michelat and Simon (2004a: 201), the more widespread this sense of being ignored is, the more powerful is the demand to be heard.
Clearly there is a link between political distrust and support for the alternative parties, especially the far right. Oesch (2008: 370) finds that “disenchantment with contemporary politics is as powerful a determinant for voters’ RPP (radical populist party) support in general and workers’ RPP support in particular as are cultural grievances”. The FN seems to “prosper in their role as the party system’s outcast and benefit from citizens’ unhappiness with the party establishment and political elites”. Yet as Michelat and Simon (2004b) observe, it would be wrong to consider the working class to be culturally or intrinsically on the far right simply because the only proposals which appear to recognise their demands today may be those set out by the FN. What is urgently needed is for the established parties to come up with an explicit response to working-class demands for equity and security because, as Mergier and Fourquet (2011: 65) observe, despite the discredit attached to the political elite, these voters are still a long way from abandoning all hope in politics and are not inevitably destined to drift further towards the siren calls of the far right. Collovald and Schwartz (2006b) stress that the significance of such scepticism should not be misconstrued: “Far from being synonymous with political rejection, it can actually represent high expectations, the hope that political figures might take social matters into hand.
7.7 Conclusion
The picture painted by the empirical evidence of declining political trust is one of a widening gulf between voters and parties and of profound dissatisfaction with political outcomes. A significant and growing section of the French electorate is distrustful of the political elite as a result of a cluster of factors relating to politicians, political parties and wider social and economic change. A fundamental aspect of loss of trust in the political parties appears to be the discrepancy between expectations and outcomes. The French political elite is clearly failing to fulfil the roles assigned to it by the electorate. The failure of successive governments to make an impact on the issues which most concern the French means that the electorate has become increasingly frustrated and disillusioned with the established parties as the same problems persist or grow no matter who is in power. This is one of the ways in which political trust, policy convergence and partisan dealignment are intertwined.
Disaffection with the political elite manifests itself in different forms. There is a cynicism about what motivates the political class, distrust of their promises and a lack of confidence in the calibre of politicians and their ability to lead the country. A corollary of this is that many voters feel themselves to be less politically effectual, which may be contributing to the overall malaise and sense of insecurity, and place less value on the act of voting since it appears to make little difference to political outcomes. Greater distrust in politicians is clearly linked with lower social status and lower educational qualifications. Yet as Collovald and Schwartz (2006b) note, “the fact that certain members of working-class groups keep voting in spite of everything suggests continued faith in the political process”. DeAngelis’ (1982: 187) observation that for many blue-collar workers “parties [are] the normal and natural groupings of men with the same interests and/or ideas” still has some relevance. From this perspective, disaffection with the parties can be interpreted as an emotional response deriving more from disappointment than rejection, from a feeling that parties are failing to fulfil a necessary role rather than that they have become redundant. The longer-term impact of political distrust on the political system in France will depend on the ability of the political elite to respond constructively to this growing sense of alienation in a significant section of the electorate.
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Footnotes
1The 1997 legislative elections, which Perrineau and Ysmal (1998) dubbed ‘le vote surprise’ (the surprise vote), were called by Chirac, for tactical reasons, a year earlier than necessary, a decision which proved unpopular.

 

2CEVIPOF question: A votre avis, est-ce que les hommes politiques, en général, se préoccupent beaucoup, assez, peu ou pas du tout de ce que pensent les gens comme vous?  [In your opinion, do politicians in general care a lot, somewhat, not very much or not at all about what people like you think?]

 

3Michelat and Simon’s (2004a: 201) figures are as follows: 1978: 15%; 1995: 21%; 1997: 32%; 1998: 43%; 2001: 44%; 2002: 31%.

 

4Ifop (2007) question: Un député

 doit avant tout être présent dans sa circonscription pour rester à l’écoute de la population et rendre compte de son travail aux électeurs [A deputy should primarily be in the constituency so that s/he can listen to people and keep voters informed about what s/he is doing / Un député doit privilégier sa présence à l’Assemblée nationale pour y voter les lois et défendre les intérêts de sa circonscription [A deputy should prioritise his/her attendance at the Assemblée nationale in order to vote on legislation and defend the interests of his/her constituency].

 

5Diriez-vous qu’en règle générale les élus et les dirigeants politiques français sont plutôt honnêtes ou plutôt corrompus? [Would you say that in general French politicians and political leaders tend to be honest or corrupt?]

 

6Article 19: Sont amnistiées toutes les infractions commises avant le 15 juin 1989 en relation avec le financement direct ou indirect des campagnes électorales ou de partis et groupements politiques. [An amnesty is granted for all offences committed before 15 June 1989 in relation to the direct or indirect financing of electoral campaigns or political parties and groupings.]

 

7Diriez-vous que les élites dirigeantes en France sont à la hauteur de leurs responsabilités? [Would you say that the governing elites in France are up to their responsibilities?] % responding ‘no’ 1989: 48; 1995: 53; 2005: 57; 2007: 57.
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The contemporary voter-party relationship in France is taking place in a transformed social and political landscape, the first manifestations of which can be traced back to the 1960s, when, as in other advanced industrial countries, the solid, clearly-defined contours of society began to give way to a more complex, fragmented and individualised configuration. The loosening of partisan ties has been the indirect result of processes of societal modernisation and post-industrialisation, both at a national and international level. Blue-collar workers have, above all, experienced the fallout from this post-industrial revolution and its effect on their conditions of employment and way of life has been dramatic. At the same, their relationship with politics, and particularly the parties of the established left, has profoundly changed. In the last quarter of the twentieth century and the first decades of the twenty-first, a significant dealignment of blue-collar voters from the PS and the PCF has occurred and it is my contention that partisan dealignment in the blue-collar electorate has been significantly different from that which has taken place in the electorate as a whole and that the gap between the two electorates is widening.
The voter-party relationship is, self-evidently, a bilateral one which can be modified both on the demand side, because voters change, and on the supply side, because parties change. My findings suggest that it is changes in the behaviour, priorities and discourse of the political parties, in response to social and economic developments, that are driving partisan dealignment among blue-collar workers. In this perspective, social and economic change are compounding rather than causal factors in the erosion of partisan ties. The persistence of left-right materialism underlines the fact that the old politics conflict between the ‘haves’ and the ‘have-nots’, which has social inequality at its core, has not been resolved. Yet the traditional ideological axis increasingly co-exists with other non-materialist postmodern value orientations in a more complex, less clear-cut political universe in which voters adopt more multifaceted, nuanced and equivocal stances. Equally, the co-existence of materialist and non-materialist value orientations is creating new cross-cutting tensions which have an impact on each of the elements of the voter-party relationship, requiring both the electorate and the political parties to react and adapt to this new multidimensional political space.
Four factors are identified as explaining the level of partisan dealignment in France since 1978, two of which focus primarily on the electorate (value change and political sophistication) and two primarily on the political parties (policy convergence and political trust). In order to locate these changes in patterns of partisanship in France, I have analysed the impact of each of the four key variables, taking account of both social and political developments, and of the interplay between the two. Each of the four factors exerts an impact on blue-collar dealignment but to different degrees and in different, although sometimes overlapping, ways.
In this final chapter, I want to bring together the various strands of the political, economic, social and cultural developments which underlie the growing distance between the established left and the manual working class, developing the major themes which have emerged in the course of the book. In particular, I want to answer the four questions posed in the introduction by setting out: how and to what extent blue-collar voters have dealigned differently than other socioeconomic groups; why this has happened; what its political consequences are; and what might be done to increase blue-collar engagement with the democratic process.
8.1 Differential Dealignment in the Blue-Collar Electorate
Partisan

 dealignment in the blue-collar electorate is distinctive both in terms of the characteristics of this dealignment and in the factors underpinning it. Manual workers manifest weaker party identification, lower levels of support for the established parties and lower levels of turnout than the electorate as a whole, and the pattern is one of a growing difference between the two electorates. Thus, between 1978 and 2012, the overall decrease in strong party identifiers was 26.3% for blue-collar voters and 15.0% for all voters. The decline in blue-collar identification with the established left has been greater than the decline in middle-class identification with the established right. Blue-collar voters are more likely than the average voter to identify with no party, and here again the gap is widening. In presidential elections between 1981 and 2017, turnout was consistently lower among blue-collar workers than in the wider electorate. Differences also emerge in relation to the four explanatory variables: policy convergence, value change, political sophistication and political trust.
8.1.1 Policy Convergence
The perception among


 the French electorate that there is little difference between the political parties of left and right has grown during the period in question. Survey data suggests that there is little difference between the blue-collar and wider electorates in this respect, although more recent polls suggest that blue-collar workers are less likely to consider the notions of left and right outdated than the average voter. The reason for this is not immediately clear. We might speculate that it is more a question of hope than experience since the left’s traditional core constituency has for economic reasons been more reliant on the parties of the left to defend its position than its counterpart on the right. Thus left-leaning voters may be more likely to see (or to want to see) a difference than right-leaning voters. The blurring of the ideological boundaries between left and right and the ‘reversibility’ of the mainstream parties also opens up a space at the extremes of the political spectrum which the FN in particular has exploited to appeal to a section of the blue-collar electorate.
8.1.2 Value Change
Blue-collar voters are more

 materialist and less postmaterialist than the electorate as a whole in every survey year, although they have not become significantly more materialist over time. However, here again, the gap between the two electorates is widening. There is little difference in terms of issue priorities: (un)employment is the main concern for all voters in each survey year except for blue-collar voters in 2012, when it was overtaken by spending power. In 2007, inflation was a more salient issue for manual workers than for the average voter, an indication that this section of the population is experiencing greater financial insecurity than the average voter.
With regard to value orientations, there are some significant differences between the blue-collar and the average voter in terms of social conservatism, authoritarianism and ethnocentrism. Blue-collar voters are more socially conservative than the average voter and this is now particularly significant in the 18–24 age-group. The feeling that the death penalty should be restored and that there are too many immigrants in France have both declined over the period but are consistently stronger among manual workers. Moreover, on both questions blue-collar attitudes hardened slightly between 2007 and 2012. Concerns about immigration are voiced more vehemently among blue-collar workers, particularly the belief that immigrants contribute to growing levels of crime. Blue-collar workers are also significantly more negative than the average voter about French membership of the European Union, consistently more afraid of the impact of European integration on France and more likely to see globalisation as a threat to employment

.
8.1.3 Political Sophistication
There has been a steady increase

 over the period in the percentage of blue-collar workers whose highest educational qualification is a secondary-level certificate or the baccalauréat. However, in 2012 only 3% were university graduates compared with more than a quarter of the population as a whole. In 1978 and 1988 a majority of blue-collar workers found politics ‘too complicated’, but since then this has applied only to a minority, although there is some evidence of a widening gap between manual workers and other social groups in this respect too.
Blue-collar workers are less interested in politics than the average voter throughout the period and it was only in 2007 that a majority of blue-collar workers expressed interest. The gap between the blue-collar and wider electorates is also growing: while it has generally been around 10%, in 2012 it was closer to 15%, and as much as 27% in the youngest age-group. Almost 40% of blue-collar voters say that they never discuss politics with friends compared with around a quarter in the wider electorate. Taken together, all the measures of political sophistication (education, subjective political competence and interest in politics) indicate that blue-collar workers have a more detached relationship with the political world. The evidence clearly points to the fact that it is lower rather than higher cognitive mobilisation

 that leads to partisan dealignment.
With regard to political

 mobilisation, the most significant changes in the blue-collar electorate are the decline in ritual partisanship and the sharp rise in apartisanship. However, the largest category has consistently been apoliticals and this now accounts for slightly less than half of blue-collar voters compared with just over a quarter in the electorate as a whole. These higher levels of non-alignment and lower levels of political interest among blue-collar voters are troubling for the established left since consistently more apartisans (and to a lesser extent apoliticals, especially in the case of the far right) support the alternative parties.
8.1.4 Political Trust
Levels of trust among the blue-collar electorate are consistently lower than in the electorate as a whole. Data from public opinion polls confirms a growing concern among the French about the honesty of the political elite, with manual workers among the harshest critics. Greater distrust in politicians is linked with lower social status and lower educational qualifications. In terms of party proximity, left-leaning blue-collar workers are on the whole less sceptical than those who are right-leaning. However, in every survey year, there is more trust in both the PCF and the PS among the wider electorate than among blue-collar voters.
8.1.5 The Special Case of the Younger Blue-Collar Voter
Given that manual workers aged 24 and below make up a larger proportion of the French workforce than those in the older age-groups and represent more than a third of the working population in that age-group, they constitute a significant and growing section of the electorate which deserves special attention. Younger blue-collar voters are more poorly integrated into the world of work and tend to have a worse standard of living than their parents. They are more exposed to unemployment and low pay, far more likely to experience job insecurity and less likely to achieve career progression. For many, getting a permanent contract is their highest aspiration. Thus, there is a paradoxical relationship between their educational achievements and their job prospects. Despite being better qualified than ever, many are not achieving upward social mobility. Although manual work may no longer be seen as something to aspire to, over half of working-class children will become blue-collar workers like their parents, more or less the same as 30 years ago.
With regard to party affiliation, in 1978 it was the youngest age-group that identified most strongly with the parties of the established left. By contrast, in 2012, the two youngest age-groups had the weakest identification with these parties. It is clearly among younger voters that attachment to the PS and PCF has fallen most dramatically. The two cohorts born after 1960 (Generation

 X) are less likely to vote for the left than previous ones. This has significant implications for the future support bases of these parties.
Equally, in terms of the four explanatory variables, younger manual workers are distinctive in certain respects both from older manual workers and from their peers in the wider electorate. Thus, the perception that ‘left and right don’t mean much anymore’ is stronger among 18–24 year-old manual workers than among their peers in the electorate as a whole. With regard to value orientations, in 2012 the youngest cohort of blue-collar workers was slightly more authoritarian than the oldest and significantly more socially conservative than their peers in the wider electorate. Between 2007 and 2012, they also became more ethnocentric. In 2012, the gap between the two electorates in levels of political interest was much more significant (27%) in the youngest age-group. While younger voters in the electorate as a whole tend to be more apartisan, those in the blue-collar electorate tend to be more apolitical and to have the lowest levels of political trust.
8.2 Explaining Differential Dealignment Among Blue-Collar Voters
8.2.1 Critical Junctures
Survey data identifies key points in the progression of blue-collar dealignment which enable us to pinpoint more precisely the factors underlying its development. Changes in the relationship between the manual working class and the parties of the established left were first indicated by a transfer of support from the PCF to the PS between 1977 and 1988. From 1988 onwards, blue-collar attachment to the PS in turn began to weaken. CEVIPOF surveys show that voters’ attachment to the PCF peaked in 1978 and to the PS in 1988. In both cases, these high points were followed by a sharp fall in the subsequent survey year and a steady decline thereafter. In the case of the PCF, this decline is reflected in the party’s performance in presidential elections over the period. In contrast, the PS vote recovered between 2002 and 2012 (despite falling for the first time below levels of support for the party in the electorate as a whole), before collapsing again in 2017. Since 2002, blue-collar voters have identified only slightly less with the parties of the right than the average voter and in 2007 there was more blue-collar support for the centre right than for the PS. In 2012, for the first time, fewer blue-collar voters placed themselves on the left or identified with left-wing parties than voters in general.
There are other indications of critical junctures when disaffection with the established left increased. Polls identify two periods when scepticism about notions of left and right increased: between 1981 and 1984 and between April and September 1991, when it peaked at 60%. This coincides with the period identified as the first important phase in partisan dealignment in France. The sharpest fall in political trust among the blue-collar and wider electorates occurred between 1978 and 1997, with a further decline in 2002 before a recovery in 2007. According to manifesto data, the main movement of the PS towards the centre ground took place between 1986 and 1988. Manifesto data also indicate unprecedented levels of policy convergence between the two main established parties of left and right, the PS and the RPR, in 1997, a trend which continued in 2002. The formation of the Plural Left, in government from 1997 to 2002, may have been a contributory factor here. Between 2007 and 2012, negative feelings towards both politicians and political parties grew among manual workers whereas in the electorate as a whole they levelled off. This is likely to be due to the ‘Sarkozy effect’, as is the fact that it was only in 2007 that a majority of blue-collar workers expressed interest in politics. Thus, three key periods seem particularly significant for blue-collar dealignment: 1983–1991, 1997–2002, and 2007–2012. The highest levels of electoral volatility under the Fifth Republic were recorded in the period 1988–1993 and again in 2007–2012.
8.2.2 Changing Voters: The End of the ‘Special’ Relationship with the Left?
Between 1978 and 2012, the manual workforce shrank by almost 10%, down by 1.4 million from 6.8 million to 5.4 million. In 2012, it represented 20.9% of the working population and around 12% of mainland France’s 46 million registered voters. It is no longer the largest social class and is now exceeded by routine non-manual employees. In 2012, more blue-collar workers identified with the middle class than with the working class. Deindustrialisation, unemployment and geographical dislocation mean that the manual workforce is much less visible in French society and has been increasingly absent from party political discourse and in the media. This loss of visibility is also partly due to the decline of the PCF and the CGT, organisations which used to vigorously represent, defend and promote their interests. The relationship between workers, unions and political parties has been disrupted as a result of deunionisation. There is a serious underrepresentation of manual workers in politics, at a local and national level, and a growing professionalisation of the political elite which appears to exclude the working class. Throughout the period in question, blue-collar workers placed themselves on the left of the political spectrum more than on the right and between 1978 and 2007 they placed themselves on the left of the political spectrum more than the average voter. However, there has been a decline in blue-collar orientation to the left and a steady rise in those placing themselves on the right, the far right or the far left and supporting alternative parties.
8.2.3 Changing Parties: The Left’s Response to the New Political Landscape
The established parties have been confronted over the last four decades with a dramatically changing political landscape. This new configuration is more complex in two ways, presenting the parties both with more diverse political demands from the electorate and more intense political competition. New parties have emerged in the system and new issues on the agenda. Non-materialist issues have not replaced materialist issues as the priorities of the majority of the electorate but they have permeated the political agenda and created an opportunity for new political parties to form. Value change has thus added a new dimension to party competition in France which transects the traditional left-right cleavage. The entrance of new parties into the French party system, notably the FN and the Greens, offers the electorate greater choice but presents the established parties with a challenge. The response of the PS to this challenge has been to broaden its appeal by incorporating postmaterialist issues into its programme, with a new focus on identity politics. The creation of the Plural Left followed the same logic. At the same time, the normalisation of the FN and the presence on the contemporary political agenda of ethnocultural issues (immigration, European integration, globalisation) which crosscut the traditional left-right axis mean that individuals’ value orientations have become increasingly complex and eclectic.
The PS thus has to perform a delicate balancing act, offering a mix of issues which will appeal both to its middle-class and blue-collar voters in order to build up sufficient electoral support to see off challenges from both the new left and the new populists. This carries the risk of diluting the party’s identity to the point where part of its traditional electorate feels alienated. It is in this sense that political convergence and political trust are intertwined and clearly the established left’s response to this more fragmented world has indeed alienated important sections of the blue-collar electorate. By espousing values such as diversity, the PS is perceived not only as subordinating the economic concerns which are so fundamental to many blue-collar voters but also ignoring the demand for authority and order emanating from some. Rennwald (2015) finds that, in the case of France, the more that party competition is centred on new cultural issues, the greater the decline in the blue-collar vote for the PS and the PCF. Equally, the economic latitude now available to the PS, as to social-democratic parties in other advanced industrialised societies, restricts its ability to offer the traditional leftist policies of secure employment, welfare services funded by higher taxation and state intervention which still hold a particularly strong appeal for the manual working class.
8.2.4 Changing Discourse: The End of Ideology?
One response of the parties

 of the established left to this changing social and political landscape has been what is variously termed a ‘centring’, ‘de-ideologisation’ or désouvriérisation

 of its discourse. This can be traced back to the 1983 U-turn after which references to manual workers began to disappear. The PS failed to establish a role in the new socialist strategy for the manual working class, whose function appeared to be downgraded from that of a central actor in political change to that of a passive observer. Moreover, wage and price freezes meant that manual workers were being asked to make sacrifices and the price paid for modernisation was the loss of thousands of blue-collar jobs. Mitterrand’s

 1988 presidential manifesto made no reference to workers’ self-management and economic growth took priority over state intervention. The strategy of ouverture
 in 1988, whereby the socialists opened up the government to civil society and non-socialists, also tended to blur political lines. The four alternances

 of 1986, 1988, 1993 and 1997 highlighted the considerable gap between the parties’ discourse and their actual record in government, revealing at the same time the ‘reversibility’ of the mainstream parties.
The issue of social exclusion which permeated political discourse during the 1990s exacerbated the sense among blue-collar workers who were in employment that their concerns were being ignored. This was underscored by the PS new declaration of principles in 1991. Here, the party no longer defined itself as a class party but as one anchored in the world of work in which all of those in employment deserve the same attention, regardless of class. In the PCF’s 1994 revised statutes, it was no longer designated as a party of the working class and began to refer to its electorate as ‘people’ rather than ‘workers’. The formation of the Plural Left in 1997 at the beginning of Jospin’s premiership and the new emphasis on non-materialist or cultural issues such as the environment, diversity or multiculturalism, further disoriented the blue-collar electorate, particularly given the participation of the PCF in this government. This apparent sidelining of the working class was continued by Jospin’s 1999 proposal of a new alliance between the socially excluded, the working classes and the middle classes, which contributed to the impression that the PS was prioritising the exclus while at the same time gratifying the PS’ altruistic middle-class electorate, but that once again the manual working-class was being disregarded.
Although during the third cohabitation of 1997–2002, the socialist government under Jospin enjoyed early popularity and initial success in bringing down unemployment, it also adopted a neoliberal approach, privatising even more than its centre-right predecessors. Jospin made two statements which risked further alienating the leftist blue-collar electorate, declaring in 2000 that ‘the state can’t do everything’ and in 2002 that ‘My project is modern, not socialist’. For many, it appeared that this modernity came at the expense of any clear sense of the party’s vision of society. After the subsequent defeat of Jospin and the left in the 2002 elections, the PS, under the leadership of Hollande, failed to address its causes or to learn lessons from it. The 2011 Terra Nova report recommending further désouvriérisation of the PS appeared to signal that the days of the ‘special’ relationship between the party and the manual working class were numbered.
8.2.5 The ‘Social Contract’ Between the Blue-Collar Electorate and the Established Left
If we regard the traditional relationship between blue-collar workers and the established left as a ‘social contract’, whereby the political parties receive the support of this electorate in return for the promotion and representation of its interests and values, this contract appears to have been broken. There is a perception that the blue-collar electorate’s demand that its quality of life in social, economic, physical and cultural terms should be safeguarded is not being met. There has been a loss of faith in the left’s ability to restructure France along more socially just and egalitarian lines or to champion on its behalf those areas of policy which are seen to most directly affect manual workers’ quality of life, notably unemployment and immigration.
Both push and pull factors play a part in the changing relationship between the PS and the blue-collar electorate. The push factors lie in the party’s strategy of broadening its appeal with a more progressive agenda directed at the socially excluded and the middle class, which has driven away some blue-collar voters. The pull factor comes from policies offered by the far or hard left and the far right, or in 2007, Sarkozy’s

 centre right, which some manual workers find increasingly attractive. In both cases, value change has played a significant role. This comes against the background of an increasingly insecure and fragmented section of the manual working class turning in on itself in the face of perceived external threats, a sense of being squeezed between those above and those below on the social ladder, and an increasingly desperate feeling of abandonment and disempowerment. The attempts of the centre right under Sarkozy to woo this constituency ultimately failed, lending some support to Le Pen’s

 claim that the French prefer the original to the copy [Les Français préfèrent l’original à la copie].
8.3 The Political Consequences of the Dealignment of the Blue-Collar Electorate
Social, political and economic change at the end of the twentieth and beginning of the twenty-first centuries has led to a re-drawing of the contours of the political landscape. There has been a shift in the balance of power between the centre and the periphery. The established parties are operating in a transformed environment in which they no longer have the same influence and control that they once did. The waning appeal of the established left to the blue-collar electorate and the loss of this core vote creates instability and unpredictability for these parties and opens the door to more populist parties, particularly the FN, waiting in the wings. There is clear evidence, in France as elsewhere, that blue-collar support for the far right and the far or hard left is growing. Generational replacement is playing its part here. The established left is experiencing particular difficulty in mobilising and retaining the support of young blue-collar workers, whose political convictions have shallower roots and who are less inhibited than older generations about switching political camp. This situation is by no means unique to France. As Arzheimer (2013: 79) puts it, “The new pattern of class voting in Western Europe is not based on long-standing party loyalties but rather on group- and policy-related attitudes: public opinion data consistently shows that the extreme right vote is driven by intense worries about immigrants and immigration, which are most prevalent among voters with low levels of educational attainment who are either unemployed or holding blue-collar jobs”.
The FN has been a political force, especially in blue-collar areas, since the late 1980s and early 1990s, although initially it had limited success with manual workers. According to CEVIPOF data, there was a steady rise in those saying that they felt close to the party from a low base of 0.6% in 1978 to a high point of 10.6% in 2012, although the figure dipped in 2007 when Sarkozy drew blue-collar support away from the far right. In presidential elections since 1995, the Le Pens have won between a quarter and a third of blue-collar votes with high points in 2002 and 2017. Blue-collar voters have made up at least a quarter of FN supporters since 1988, peaking at a third in 1997. They have represented a bigger proportion of the far right’s

 support base than that of the PS since 1988 and the PCF in 1997, 2002 and 2012. The FN appeals to a particular section of the blue-collar electorate, especially those who agree with its anti-immigrant, anti-EU discourse and defence of national identity and traditions. This ethnocentric vote for the FN is most prevalent among right-leaning manual workers and those who are most affected by insecurity of various kinds and who blame this on immigrants. At the same time, a rising tide of political scepticism combines with the mounting anxieties of some citizens to reinforce support for the populist right. As Peugny (2007: 346) observes, the more ethnocentric and mistrustful people are, the greater the probability of them expressing attachment to the far right. Capitalising on this insecurity and resentment, the FN’s programme focuses on both socioeconomic and ethnocultural issues, offering the kind of ‘protection’ that many in this section of the population are crying out for.
The evidence strongly suggests that it is cultural rather than economic determinants which account for the appeal of the FN to the blue-collar electorate and this is borne out by the relative performances of Marine Le Pen and Jean-Luc Mélenchon in elections. While Mélenchon on the hard left, with the Left Front (Front de gauche) in 2012 and France Unbowed (La France

 insoumise

) in 2017, has also made inroads into the established left’s blue-collar vote by offering a more radical leftist platform based on economic policies emphasising social justice and solidarity and rejecting austerity, he has had less success with this electorate than his FN rival. In the presidential elections of 2012 and 2017, Mélenchon won 11% of the national blue-collar vote compared with Marine Le Pen’s

 29% in 2012 and 24% of this vote compared with her 37% in 2017. Herein lies something of a paradox: if blue-collar dissatisfaction with the parties of the left is primarily due to the feeling that they no longer represent these voters on traditional left-right materialist issues, why is the appeal of the FN on cultural issues so powerful? As recent developments in the UK (Brexit) and the US (Trump) have shown, the intense emotions aroused by populist messages appear to override more rational arguments for economic and social stability.
8.4 Re-engaging the Blue-Collar Electorate
The blue-collar electorate has never been a homogeneous entity but over the last four decades it has become increasingly fragmented and individualised. Nonetheless, it is possible to identify certain political and social characteristics which are shared by many manual workers. These relate to insecurity, lack of interest in politics and a sense of disempowerment. In the first place, growing material insecurity appears to be contributing to or compounding a sense of cultural insecurity. This is reflected in a desire for order and stability, control and protection, as well as a stronger focus on national identity, which may itself be a reaction to a loss of social identity. In some cases, such closed values denote a defensive position, signalling a fundamental sense of vulnerability, injustice and rejection. There is an urgent need for the established left to speak to these voters in terms which are both accessible and resonant, to offer an explicit recognition of and honest response to their experiences, feelings and beliefs, to present a clear and distinctive narrative which is relevant and inspiring, and to become more representative of this electorate. By addressing the anxieties of and redefining its relationship with the manual working class, the socialists might also help to revitalise this section of the population and restore some of its former cohesion.
Secondly, levels of interest in politics are particularly low among blue-collar workers. It has been shown that lack of interest in politics is linked with lower levels of education and lower social status, as well as with weaker party identification, lower levels of voter registration and turnout. For manual workers, there is evidence that interest in politics is a more significant factor than level of education in strength of party identification. For these voters, therefore, a lack of internal mobilisation has to be compensated for by greater external mobilisation, and here the role of the political parties is crucial. Moreover, there is evidence that higher and lower status voters need to be mobilised in different ways. Low levels of interest may also signal dissatisfaction with the political process and the way in which politicians and parties behave (politically or ethically), or be associated with a sense of being politically ineffectual and unable to influence the political process.
Political inefficacy and lack of political interest are bound up with a third characteristic of blue-collar voters’ relationship with politics, a sense of disempowerment, which is in turn reinforced by the perceived unresponsiveness of the political elite to their concerns. A significant section of this electorate feels ignored, misunderstood, despised, even sacrificed, by the parties that have traditionally represented them. Political expressions of respect, concern and solidarity have to be genuine responses based on a full understanding of how blue-collar workers feel and what they want and an acknowledgment that they matter and that their contribution to French society is valued.
A lack of political interest does not necessarily signify that politics is seen as irrelevant. What blue-collar voters seem to be increasingly lacking is a belief in the ability or will of the established left to represent them and to make a difference to the quality of their lives. Moreover, it appears that in recent elections it is the right rather than the left which has been more adept at generating interest and hope among the blue-collar electorate, as the success, albeit short-lived, of Sarkozy in 2007 demonstrates. Braconnier (2010: 16) observes that it was the intensity of this presidential campaign which motivated the participation of sections of the population who have a more distant relationship with politics. It also seems that when explicit efforts are made by established parties to show that this electorate is important, that it is being heard and understood, it responds. The disillusionment which sets in if it subsequently realises that it has been misled, or that its importance is purely electoral, only fuels cynicism and drives it further to the extremes.
Nonetheless, many blue-collar voters continue to place a value on the normative role of political parties in the democratic process. Partisanship has a symbolic as well as a functional dimension and it appears that many voters still value this as an outlet for the expression of a sense of collective identity, however muted. Electors do still diverge ideologically and want the political elite to articulate this difference on their behalf by offering clear choices and distinct alternative visions of society which respond to their aspirations. Voters’ frustration and disappointment at the parties’ inability to do so suggest that there is a powerful affective as well as a cognitive component to citizen-party linkage. The act of voting elicits an emotional response that seems to imply that emotional attachment, psychological involvement and the sense of belonging to a community are still a fundamental part of the relationship that many voters want to have with the political parties. Moreover, it appears that blue-collar voters may have a more affective relationship with politics than voters in general.
For many blue-collar workers, the established left is still potentially its natural political home. These voters have not yet given up all hope and are not inevitably destined to drift further towards the siren calls of the far right. However, the widening gap between blue-collar voters and the average voter with regard to value change and political trust as well as the growing detachment of younger manual workers are troubling developments. The onus is on political parties to modify their behaviour and programmes so that they are more consonant with the expectations of voters and can begin to bridge the gulf created by their perceived shortcomings. Persistent dissatisfaction with politicians and political parties is likely to further drain interest in politics among this section of the French population. The threats posed to the legitimacy of the democratic system either by an increase in support for the far right or in abstention are real and substantial, as is demonstrated by the growing electoral success of populist extremist parties in other advanced industrialised countries. Overcoming these threats will ultimately depend on the will and ability of the political elite to respond constructively to the growing sense of despair, anger and alienation in a significant section of the electorate and to place citizens’ interests before self-interest or political expediency.
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Appendix: Data Analysis
Data Sources
CEVIPOF

The principal source of quantitative data is the

election


surveys conducted between 1978 and 2012 by researchers from the Centre d’Étude de la Vie Politique Française (CEVIPOF) at the Fondation Nationale des Sciences Politiques (FNSP) in Paris and (in 2002) the CIDSP (Centre d’Informatisation des Données Socio-Politiques
1
) in Grenoble. This provides a substantial body of data as a basis for the longitudinal study of political behaviour in France which forms the core of this book. The fieldwork for these surveys, based on a lengthy theory-driven questionnaire designed by political scientists at CEVIPOF, was carried out by Sofres except in 2012 when the survey was conducted by OpinionWay. Access to the 2012 dataset was given by the CDSP (Centre de Données Socio-Politiques) in Paris and the earlier datasets were provided by the Banque de Données Socio-Politiques (BDSP) at IEP Grenoble.


Since the focus of my research is on attitudes towards the political parties rather than to individual candidates, I have drawn primarily on the datasets for the years in which there were

legislative elections


(1978, 1988, 1997, 2002, 2007 and 2012). I have thus been able to track trends in political behaviour across more than three decades and at six different time points.


Each survey was based on interviews with a large-scale national sample of French registered voters representative of the French population aged 18 and over using quota sampling (by

gender


, age,

occupation


of head of household) with stratification by region and size of municipality. No survey was conducted in 1986 or 1993.


The surveys analysed in 1978, 1988, 1997, 2007 and 2012 were post-election surveys. In the case of 2002, it was decided that the pre-election survey was more appropriate for this study, principally because the post-election survey data were likely to have been contaminated by the singular circumstances of that year’s presidential and

legislative


elections. The unexpected success of Le

Pen


in the first round of the presidential election created an exceptional reaction among the electorate with a backlash against

the far right


in the weeks that followed. The pre-election study is uncontaminated by these unforeseen effects and it therefore gives a more accurate picture of political attitudes in 2002 in the more neutral pre-election period.

European Values Study (EVS)
The second source of primary quantitative data is the four waves of the European Values Study of (1981, 1990, 1999 and 2008), made available by the Zentralarchiv at the University of Cologne, Germany.
The datasets were analysed using SPSS (Statistical Package for Social Sciences).
CEVIPOF Surveys 1978–2012

	Survey year
	1978
	1988
	1997
	2002
	2007
	2012

	Dataset reference
	Q0062
	Q0601
	Q0959
	PEF vague 1
	V2 Post-Pres
	Post-Pres

	
Sample size(n)

	4507
	4032
	3010
	4107
	1846
	2504

	
Sub-sample size (ouvriers)

	1031
	876
	584
	625
	845
	443

	Type of election
	Legislative
	Presidential
	Legislative
	Presidential
	Presidential
	Presidential

	Date of fieldwork
	20–30 Mar
	9–20 May
	26–31 May
	8–20 Apr
	29 Mar–21 Apr
	10–29 May





1978
Enquête post-électorale des elections législatives de 1978 [fichier électronique], CEVIPOF [producer], Banque de Données Socio-Politiques (CIDSP/BDSP) [distributor].

1988
Enquête post-électorale de l’élection présidentielle 1988 [fichier électronique], CEVIPOF [producer], Banque de Données Socio-Politiques (CIDSP/BDSP) [distributor].

1997
Enquête post-électorale des elections législatives 1997 [fichier électronique], CEVIPOF [producer], Banque de Données Socio-Politiques (CIDSP/BDSP) [distributor].

2002
Panel électoral français 2002, vague 1 [fichier électronique], CEVIPOF [producer], CIDSP [distributor].

2007
Panel électoral français 2007, vague 2 [fichier électronique], CEVIPOF [producer], CDSP [distributor].

2012
Enquête post-électorale de l’élection présidentielle 2012 [fichier électronique], CEVIPOF [producer], Centre de Données Socio-politiques (CDSP) [distributor].

Categories and Coding of ‘Ouvriers’ in CEVIPOF Datasets (Re-coded as ‘Blue-Collar Worker’)

	Survey year
	Question
	Coding

	1978
	T118
	61: ouvriers qualifiés
63: ouvriers spécialisés
65: mineurs
67: apprentis ouvriers
68: manoeuvres
69: ouvriers sans autre indication

	1988
	RS14B
	661: ouvrier qualifié (OQ, OP, P1, P2, P3, P4, compagnon)
662: ouvrier spécialisé

	1997
	RS8
	61: ouvrier qualifié (OQ, OP, P1, P2, P3, P4, compagnon)
66: ouvriers non qualifiés

	2002
	XQ107
	19: ouvrier qualifié (OQ, OP, P1, P2, compagnon)
20: ouvriers non qualifiés

	2007
	Q155A
	19: ouvrier qualifié (OQ, OP, P1, P2, compagnon)
20: ouvriers non qualifiés

	2012
	S5R
	6: ouvrier





CEVIPOF Variables Used in Data Analysis

	Survey year
	1978
	1988
	1997
	2002
	2007
	2012

	Sociodemographics


	Sex
	t102
	rs2
	rs1
	xq101
	q25
	s1

	Age(-group)
	t101
	rs1
	rs2
	xq100
	q27
	s2

	Level of education
	t84
	rs8
	rs4
	xq111b
	rs4 + rcq32
	rs8

	Occupation
	t118
	rs14b
	rs8
	xq107
	q155A
	s5r

	Sense of belonging to class
	◙
	q5
	◙
	xq115
	Q342
	rs21

	Self-allocation to class
	◙
	q35 + q39
	q37
	xq116B
	◙
	rs35

	Left-right orientation

	7-point

	7-point

	3-point

	3- + 7-point

	3- + 6-point

	3- + 10-point


	Left-right self-placement
	t52
	q33
	q36c
	xq52.2 + xq60
	Q70 + Q302
	q40.C + iq4

	Political parties


	Feel close to party
	t50
	q17
	q17
	xq55
	q108
	q35

	Which party feel close to
	t51
	q18a1
	q28
	xq56
	q109
	q36

	Differences between parties
	◙
	◙
	q29
	◙
	◙
	◙

	Trust in political parties
	◙
	◙
	◙
	xq66
	Q316S5
	q28.8

	Confidence in left and right
	◙
	◙
	q38
	 	Q79
	q9

	Notions of left and right don’t mean much
	◙
	q1.10
	◙
	xq62.2
	◙
	◙

	Politics/Politicians


	Interest in politics
	t17
	q22a
	q21
	xq3
	q65
	q3

	Politics too complicated
	t20
	q23
	◙
	xq4
	◙
	◙

	Politicians care about people like us
	t19
	◙
	q14
	xq36
	q74
	q8

	Trust in politicians
	t18
	◙
	◙
	xq37
	◙
	◙

	Functioning of democracy
	◙
	q7
	q25
	xq6
	q73
	q6

	Issues/Values


	Main problem(s)
	◙
	◙
	q15
	xq18
	Q303A+B
	q10 + 12

	School for discipline or critical thinking
	t77
	q10
	q16
	58
	q135
	q43

	Death penalty
	◙
	q31.10
	q15.7
	xq39.4
	q64s5
	q2.2

	Too many immigrants
	◙
	◙
	q15.2
	xq39.1
	q64s6
	q2.3

	Homosexuality acceptable
	◙
	◙
	◙
	xq39.3
	◙
	q2.7

	EU
	◙
	◙
	q6∗
	q57∗
	q329∗∗
	q45∗∗

	Globalisation
	◙
	◙
	◙
	q59.5∗∗∗
	q320∗∗∗∗
	q37 ∗∗∗∗


◙ = question not asked

EU: ∗sentiment si abandonne: regrets/indifférence/soulagement
[feeling if leave EU: regret/indifference/relief]; ∗∗bonne / mauvaise / ni ni
[EU: good/bad/neither];


GLOBALISATION: ∗∗∗très/assez positif/negatif
[very/fairly positive/negative]; ∗∗∗∗ chance / danger / ni ni [opportunity / threat / neither]





Coding for Bivariate Correlations
All the variables used are ordinal variables and have been re-coded to exclude missing data.
Highest educational qualification (HEQ)
	1 = Higher education

	2 = Baccalauréat

	3 = Some secondary

	4 = Primary or less





Partisan identification
	1 = Strong

	2 = Weak





Left-right self-placement
	1 = Left

	2 = Right





Interest in politics
	1 = Very interested

	2 = Fairly interested

	3 = Not very interested

	4 = Not at all interested






Index
2


A

Abstention

Affective

Affluence

Age-group

Alienation

Aligned voter

Alternance


Alternative left, the

Alternative right, the

Apartisan

Apolitical

Assemblée nationale, see
National Assembly


Austerity

Authoritarian(ism)

Autogestion



B

Baccalauréat

Balladur, Edouard

Bayrou, François

Bérégovoy, Pierre


C

Cartelisation

Chevènement, Jean-Pierre

Citizen-party linkage

Class conflict

Classes populaires


Class voting

Cleavages

Closed society

Cognitive mobilisation

Cognitive partisan

Cohabitation

Cohort

Collective identity


Common Programme (Programme commun
)



Communist Party,see Parti communiste français


Community

Competence

Condition ouvrière


Confédération française démocratique du travail
(CFDT)


Confédération générale du travail
(CGT)


Congress of Épinay

Congress of Toulouse

Core vote

Corruption

Cosmopolitanism

Cresson, Édith

Crime

Culture


D

De Gaulle, Charles

Death penalty

Defence of tradition

Deindustrialisation

Democracy

Depolarisation


Deputy (Député
)


Désouvrierisation


Diffuse support

Digital media

Discourse

Diversity


E

École nationale d’administration
(ENA)


Economy

Education
See also
Higher education; Primary education; Secondary education


Election campaigns

Elections
See also
European elections; Legislative elections; Presidential elections


Electoral system

Elites

Emmanuelli, Henri

Employment

Environment, the

Established left, the

Established right, the

Ethnicity

Ethnocentrism

Ethnocultural

European elections

European integration

European Union (EU)

Europe Écologie Les Verts
or Europe Ecology–The Greens (EELV)



F

Fabius, Laurent

Family

Far left, the

Far right, the

Fifth Republic

Fillon, François

Financial crash of 2008

France Insoumise
(France Unbowed)


Front de gauche, see
Left Front (Front de gauche
)


Front national
(FN, National Front)


Front populaire
(Popular Front)



G


Gauche plurielle,see
Plural Left (La gauche plurielle
)


Gaullism

Gender

Generation

Generational replacement

Generation X

Geographical dislocation

Giscard d’Estaing, Valéry

Globalisation


Greens, the (Les Verts
)



H

Hamon, Bênoit

Hard left, the


Heavy variables (variables lourdes
)


Higher education

Higher salariat

Hollande, François

Homosexuality

Housing

Hue, Robert

Human rights


I

Identity politics

Ideological conflict

Immigration

Income

Individualism

Industry

Inequality

Inflation

Insecurity

Integrity


Interest in politics,see
Political interest


Internet

Issue priorities


J

Job insecurity

Juppé, Alain


L

La France insoumise
(France Unbowed)


Laurent, Pierre

Law and order

Le Pen, Jean-Marie

Le Pen, Marine


Left Front (Front de gauche
)


Left-right ideology

Left-right materialism

Left-right orientation

Left-right self-placement

Legislative elections

Legitimacy

Liberalism

Libertarian(ism)

Ligue communiste révolutionnaire
(LCR, Revolutionary Communist League)


Lower salariat

Low pay

Lutte ouvrière
(LO, Workers’ Struggle)



M

Macron, Emmanuel

Manifestos

Marchais, Georges

Market economy

Materialism

Mauroy, Pierre

May 1968

Mégret, Bruno

Mélenchon, Jean-Luc

Middle class

Mitterrand, François

Mixed economy

Mobilisation

Models of voting

Modernisation

Mouvement démocrate
(MoDem, Democratic Movement)


Mouvement des citoyens
(MDC, Citizens’ Movement)


Mouvement des radicaux de gauche
(MRG, Movement of Radicals of the Left)


Mouvement national républicain
(MNR, National Republican Movement)


Mouvement pour la France
(MPF, Movement for France)


Multiculturalism


N

National Assembly


National Front,see Front national


National identity

Nationalisation

National preference


National Rally,see Rassemblement national


National sovereignty

Neoliberal(ism)

New politics

Newspapers

Non-aligned voter

Nouveau parti anticapitaliste
(NPA, New Anticapitalist Party)



O

Occupation

Oil shocks

Old politics

Open society

Ouverture



P

PACS

Parti communiste français
(PCF, Communist Party)


Parti de gauche
(Left Party)


Partisan dealignment

Parti socialiste
(PS, Socialist Party)


Party
affiliation
attachment
competition
identification
proximity
system

Pasqua, Charles

Patriotism


PCF,see Parti communiste français


Peace

Period effect

Planned economy


Plural Left (la gauche plurielle
)


Polarisation

Policy
convergence
dissatisfaction

Political apathy

Political behaviour

Political competence

Political efficacy

Political interest

Political involvement

Political mobilisation

Political participation

Political scepticism

Political socialisation

Political sophistication

Political trust

Populism

Post-industrial society

Postmaterialism

Postmodern issues


PR,see
Proportional representation


Presidential elections

Primary education

Privatisation

Professionalisation

Proportional representation (PR)

Protest


PS,see Parti socialiste


Psychological involvement


Q

Quality of life


R

Rassemblement national
(National Rally, RN)


Rassemblement pour la France
(RPF, Rally for France)


Rassemblement pour la république
(RPR, Rally for the Republic)


Rational choice

Recession

Referendum

Religion

Républicains, Les
(The Republicans)


Ritual partisan

Rocard, Michel

Routine non-manual worker

Royal, Ségolène


S

Sarkozy, Nicolas

Satisfaction with democracy

Scandals

Secondary education

Secularisation

Self-actualisation

Semi-skilled manual worker

Skilled manual worker

Social capital

Social class

Social cohesion

Social conservatism

Social exclusion


Socialist Party,see Parti socialiste
(PS, Socialist Party)


Social justice

Social mobility

Solidarity

Sovereignism

Soviet Union, the

Specific support

Spending power

State, the


T

Taxation

Television

Terms of employment

Trade unions

Treaty of Lisbon

Treaty of Maastricht

Turnout


U

Unemployment

Union pour la démocratie française
(UDF, Union for French Democracy)


Union pour un mouvement populaire
(UMP, Union for a Popular Movement)

See also Rassemblement pour la république


Unskilled manual worker

U-turn


V

Value change

Value orientations

Verts, Les
,see
Greens, the


Volatility

Voting behaviour


W

Welfare state

Women

Working conditions


X

Xenophobia



Footnotes
1The CIDSP is now part of the Centre de Données Socio-Politiques de Sciences Po (CDSP) in Paris.

 

2Note: Page numbers followed by ‘n’ refer to notes.
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