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Introduction
Context

Of the last 10 presidential elections, the two main 
political parties in the United States, being the Demo-
crats and the Republicans, have each won 5 elections 
(“Historical U.S. Presidential Elections,” 2021). Yet, 
despite their retaining similar amounts of support 
amongst the total American population, the divi-
sion of their a!liates across generations does not 
translate congruently. "rough surveying 2,410 indi-
viduals from across all 50 states, Pew Research Cen-
ter noticed clear trends spanning the generations in 
both their demographics and political outlook. "e 

younger generations of Generation X and Millenni-
als saw increased levels of racial diversity, education, 
and political support for the Democratic party (“"e 
Generation Gap,” 2011). On the #ip side, the older 
Silent and Baby Boomer Generations tended to favor 
small government, be more religiously a!liated, and 
derived increased support for the Republican party 
(“"e Generation Gap,” 2011). "is aligns with DeSil-
ver’s (2014) $ndings that “steadfast conservatives” 
made up only around 4% of 18-29 year-olds but 21% 
of those 65 and older, with an increasing rate of Re-
publican conservatism across the age groups. 

By following these tendencies to their fullest, Gen-
eration Z is already beginning to look like a dynamic 
force as they enter the electorate. Using a survey of 
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920 “Gen Zers,” aged 13-17, Parker and Igielnik 
(2020) found that Generation Z is the most racially 
diverse generation yet, with only 52% being white as 
opposed to 61% of Millennials, 70% of “Gen Xers,” 
and 82% of the Baby Boomer Generation. Generation 
Z is also the more likely than any predecessor to at-
tend college (57% as compared to Millennials’ 52%) 
and the most likely to have one or more parents with 
at least a bachelor’s degree (44% as compared to Mil-
lennials’ 33%). Socially, Generation Z is the most le%-
leaning, thinking that the government needs to play 
a more active role in the country (70% as compared 
to Millennials’ 64%). Even those who identify as Re-
publican are more likely to support ideas previously 
considered “socially le%”, such that climate change 
is a man-made issue, racism is a prevalent problem, 
and society should adopt more inclusive practices to-
ward nonbinary individuals (Parker & Igielnik, 2020). 
However, there has not yet been time to see how du-
rable Generation Z’s unique background and political 
views will be going forward, especially when applied 
to the fragmented modern American parties. In fact, 
contrary to the current trends of youth Democratism, 
a common supposition holds that as individuals grow 
older, they become more Republican. If true, this 
would mean that the younger generations are simply 
following a recursive trend, rather than indeed being 
politically distinct. As for past research on the matter, 
it has been an ongoing discussion.

Literature Review
In attempts to see how political views change with 

age, Glenn and Hefner (1972) used 24 years’ worth of 
Gallup surveys but, rather than $nding a clear answer, 
they discovered a notable issue with the question it-
self (pp. 31-47). "e relative increase in Republican-
ism amongst populations, they suggested, may have 
been due to the political climate shi%ing, rather than 
the groups’ views. "ey also questioned whether an 
overall relationship existed between aging and stron-
ger partisanship, or stability, rather than one which 
favored a speci$c political party (Glenn and Hefner, 
1972, pp. 31-47). "is catalyzed inquiry into the long-
standing assumption about aging and Republican-
based conservatism and paved the way for the Age-
Period-Cohort debate. "e concern of this “debate” is 

how the variables of age (in reference to one’s progres-
sion over time), period (or time period in history), 
and birth cohort (or generation) are all logically in-
tertwined. Such connections are epitomized by how 
an age group is equivalent to the present time period 
minus the group’s birth range; hence, Age = Period - 
Cohort. Because of this overlap, the three variables 
confound each other when trying to determine cor-
relations as a result of a single one of them. Follow-
ing up his past work, in 1974, Glenn noted just how 
indecisive and complicated these relationships be-
come, pointing out that cohort analysis showed that 
the overall climate of the United States became more 
socially liberal, so by default older people would seem 
more conservative in comparison (pp. 176-186). He 
also questioned whether individuals’ party a!liation 
measurements would seem stagnant if they got more 
conservative with age but the period, or political cli-
mate at a moment, got more liberal. With too many 
possibilities, no causation claims could be adopted on 
the matter, and Glenn (1974) concluded that further 
research looking into correlation would be strenuous 
but necessary (pp. 176-186).

Mason et. al. (1973) sought to provide a statistical 
model that could remedy these Age-Period-Cohort 
problems and, thereby, approximate the in#uence of 
each variable (pp. 242-258). "ey found that because 
age, period, and cohort all a&ect a dependent variable 
di&erently, no set linear relationship could encapsu-
late them all. Nevertheless, Mason et. al. (1973) ran 
simulations based on known data to yield more ac-
curate comparative models and a nonlinear method, 
which some in the political research community ad-
opted, while others hesitated (pp. 242-258). To ac-
count for other demographic variables, Knoke and 
Hout (1974) found the e&ects of seven variables on 
party identi$cation over time: subjective class, occu-
pation, education, race, religion, region, and father’s 
party (pp. 700-713). Using two models of di&erent 
slopes and the Age-Period-Cohort statistical model 
created by Mason and his colleagues, Knoke and 
Hout (1974) found that age did have a small but no-
table e&ect that correlated to people over the age of 
40 becoming more Republican (pp. 700-713). "eir 
analyses also noticed small cohort changes, a sharp 
contrast to Glenn and Hefner (1972) who favored pe-
riod e&ects. Glenn (1976) responded in the American 
Sociological Review, criticizing this work and method-
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ology concerning the model’s inability to separate the 
Age-Period-Cohort e&ects because it looked at cross-
sectional data (pp. 900-904). He also pointed out that, 
due to distinct psychological and social changes, each 
generation must be looked at individually rather than 
collectively. Hence, in a highly referenced conclusion, 
Glenn (1976) determined the only way for a study to 
$nd age, period, or cohort was to use data spanning 
over long periods of time (not cross-sectional) that 
looked at many cohorts/generations (not just one) 
(pp. 900-904).

In relation to Glenn and Hefner’s (1972) previous 
question of stability, the newest hypothesis in the late 
1970s was one called the life-cycle theory, where people 
would become more partisan over the course of their 
life. To test this theory, Shively (1979) analyzed the 
commitment of one to their party over time while con-
trolling for overall period shi%s (pp. 437-446). By look-
ing at trends over the course of several major events, 
he $rst discovered that political party identi$cation was 
nearly independent of world occurrences in the period. 
In addition, Shively’s (1979) results on the life-cycle 
theory yielded the same factor for increased partisan-
ship with aging that had been recorded in Campbell 
et. al.’s (1960) !e American Voter, corroborating the 
idea (pp. 437-446). Alwin and Krosnick (1991) aimed 
to $nd the speci$c degree by which partisan stability 
strengthened as voters aged, as outlined by these con-
clusions (pp. 169-195). Using the 7-point party iden-
ti$cation scale provided by the American National 
Election Studies (ANES) to map the intensity of party 
preference over a few years, their results consistently 
found that the stability and intensity of one’s political 
beliefs increased with the age (Alwin and Krosnick, 
1991, pp. 169-195). "ese results also $t well with 
theoretical ideas, such as the impressionable-years hy-
pothesis in which younger voters are predicted to be 
especially susceptible to changing their political views 
(Murugesan, 2009, pp. 1-24). 

Peterson and his colleagues (2020) intended to 
again test the aging hypothesis to $nd out if people, 
beyond just general partisan strength, shi%ed more 
toward one speci$c political party as they aged. To 
avoid using cross-sectional data as Knoke and Hout 
had, Peterson et. al. (2020) used the Michigan Youth-
Parent Socialization Panel Study (MSS) for the years 
1965-1997 to track speci$c individuals over time. "is 
was combined with the ANES poll data over the same 

4 election cycles to see if either group noted signi$-
cant party identi$cation changes (pp. 600-611). When 
comparing the MSS individuals with their forever-
young correspondents from the ANES data, the re-
sults saw occasional party identi$cation shi%s of 0.2 
to 0.3 points more Republican per year on the 7-point 
ANES scale, indicating a #uctuating trend (Peterson 
et. al., 2020, pp. 600-611). "ough they did $nd more 
concrete results when looking at the percentage of 
people that changed their party a!liation, Peterson 
et. al. (2020) found their study to be inconclusive on 
the topic of aging, concluding that the minimal years 
analyzed could not categorize long-term trends nor 
the degree to which one might exist (pp. 600-611). 
Additionally, without knowing the shi%s or #uctua-
tions of the overall political environment, they found 
period elements still confounded the $ndings. "us, 
acknowledging the many past discrepancies about 
the e&ects of aging on Republicanism, Peterson et. al. 
(2020) attributed this uncertainty to a lack of a long-
term study, where many cohorts could be tracked over 
the course of their lifetimes (pp. 600-611). 

Applying this highly disputed $eld of research to 
the British electorate, Tilley and Evans (2014) looked 
at data from the British Election Studies (BES) for 13 
elections to show that older populations were more 
conservative (pp. 19-27). "ey then took this trend 
and looked at the e&ects of aging in comparison to 
panel and aggregate changes and plotted the resultant 
points. Tilley and Evans’ (2014) concluded that Brit-
ish voters’ ideology shi%ed toward their conservative 
party over time by a factor between an average mini-
mum of 0.32% and an average maximum of 0.38% per 
year (pp. 19-27). While further outlining the possibil-
ity of a conservative trend, these $ndings could not 
be applied to the Republican party due to the di&er-
ent embodiments of conservatism and historical de-
velopments in each of the country’s political parties. 
In company with the distinct nature of the Ameri-
can electorate, factors including varying government 
forms, political engagement, and partisanship all 
additionally contribute to the potential for di&erent 
trends to exist within the United States. 

Entry Point and Research Question

"ough these past studies foretell much about the 
nature of shi%ing political alignment, many chasms in 
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the body of knowledge remain. Despite knowing from 
Shively (1979) and Alwin and Krosnick (1991) that 
people become more dedicated to their political party 
over time, no one has found a de$nitive answer to 
the speci$c lean or one-sided party shi%s in America. 
"is is, in large part, due to the limited timespans and 
methodology used in past studies, which has made 
for Age-Period-Cohort contradictions when trying to 
determine whether people truly become more Repub-
lican as they age. In fact, the analysis of a long-term 
continual dataset that can monitor the views of many 
cohorts over the course of their lifetimes is precisely 
the gap mentioned by Glenn (1976) and Peterson et. 
al. (2020) needed to settle the longstanding Age-Peri-
od-Cohort debate. In accordance, it became the basis 
of what I set out to do. Finally, Tilly and Evans (2014) 
came the closest to ameliorating this manner; how-
ever, as they acknowledged themselves, their $ndings 
are not generalizable beyond Britain and so cannot be 
applied to the American political system. 

"us, in order to build upon these past contro-
versies and inconclusiveness, I proposed the follow-
ing research question: To what degree do genera-
tions’ political party identi!cations become more  
Republican-leaning over time in America? 
"roughout my research, I $rst aimed to determine 
the past party identi$cation progression of each 
generation over time and the degree by which any 
shi%s were occurring. I then intended to identify any 
Age-Period-Cohort implications, having accounted 
for their discrepancies. My $nal main goal was to 
determine what the generational party identi$cation 
trends suggested about how the American elector-
ate’s political outlook shi%s over time. "e signi$-
cance of this topic lies with the way that its results 
not only provide a divisive answer to the recurrent 
speculation of a Republican-shi%ing aging trend, but 
also shine broader light on how future generations 
may politically behave in America. Before beginning 
to collect data on the matter, I hypothesized that 
generations become more Republican in their politi-
cal leanings over time.

For the purposes of this paper, the “generations” 
referenced will refer to the Greatest Generation (born 
1901-1924), the Silent Generation (born 1925-1945), 
the Baby Boomer Generation (born 1946-1964), Gen-
eration X (born 1965-1980), Generation Y/Millenni-
als (born 1981-1996), and Generation Z (born 1997-

2012), considering that these are the most popularly 
accepted generations. Additionally, “party identi$ca-
tion” will be measured on the previously referenced 
ANES 7-point scale, which goes 1: Strong Democrat, 
2: Weak Democrat, 3: Independent-Democrat, 4: In-
dependent-Independent, 5: Independent-Republican, 
6: Weak Republican, 7: Strong Republican.

Methods
Study Design

In order for me to best track generational political 
party identi$cation shi%s over time, I conducted an 
analytical study using existing data that extended back 
many decades. "is was the most reliable method for 
me because it provided broad access to a population 
set most similar to my frame of reference, that being 
voting-age Americans from across the United States. 
Moreover, it allowed me to track each generation’s 
party identi$cation over time, rather than at a single 
moment, to notice any key changes. All the while, this 
design let me circumvent previous pitfalls of past re-
search in the same $eld since I would be using a long 
stretch of data over many periods for multiple cohorts 
or, in this case, generations. Such a solid basis of how 
generations’ party identi$cation progressed over time 
best set me up to identify trends in political a!liation 
as they aged. 

Ethical Considerations

My research was approved by the Institutional 
Review Board and not noted to have any ethical con-
cerns. "is is consistent with my use of exclusively 
existing, public data, none of which contained any 
identi$able information.

Selection of Data and Variables

I used American National Election Studies (ANES) 
data to create the yearly charts that became the basis 
for my calculations and research due to the fact that 
ANES had the most comprehensive data about the 
American electorate for the longest period of time. 
"e data was formed by surveys and interviews that 
were conducted both face-to-face and online, com-
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pleted before and a%er voting. "e combined data to-
taled 59,944 participants from all 50 states and D.C. 
over a range of 69 years (DeBell et. al., 2018). When 
narrowing down what speci$c data I wanted to use 
from the ANES surveys to become my variables on 
the yearly charts, I $rst chose party identi$cation. "is 
was due to Campbell and associates’ (1960) conclu-
sion that party identi$cation is the core to political 
views because it is more robust to short-term fac-
tors—such as political candidates, period events, and 
environmental in#uences—than one’s ballot per year. 
To measure party identi$cation, I speci$cally used the 
ANES’ 7-point scale as it is most consistent with past 
research and to account for Neundorf et. al.’s (2011) 
conclusion of “bounded partisanship,” in which mak-
ing the switch to an independent party identi$cation 
takes less instability than switching between major 
parties (pp. 458-482). "is notion indicates that the 
$gurative distance between partisan and independent 
ideologies is less than between the two parties, which 
the 7-point scale re#ects at multiple intervals. Along-
side the 7-point party identi$cation scale, I used age 
as my second variable because it allowed me to map 
out each generation’s progression over time and “gen-
eration” itself was not an ANES variable option. "e 
maximum age range of the ANES data extended from 
17-99, although to make my analysis representative of 
voting-age Americans (18+) only, I excluded the data 
of the 17 years old from my calculations. Additionally, 
to avoid results that were not reliably representative 
of a certain age that may have skewed my data, I only 
used the ages that had a sample size (n) of at least 10 
participants, which sometimes led me to exclude the 
youngest and oldest few ages in a chart’s given range 
(these exclusions are noted in the annotated tables of 
Appendix B).

Procedure
In order to close the gap on past debates of whether 

or not, and to what degree, generations become more 
Republican as they age, I $rst aimed to determine the 
progression of each generation’s party identi$cation 
over time. To begin my research, I created a table with 
the 6 generations I am considering in my research as 
columns against rows of each year of available ANES 
data, being 1952, 1956, 1958, 1960, 1962, 1964, 1966, 

1968, 1970, 1972, 1974, 1976, 1978, 1980, 1982, 1984, 
1986, 1988, 1990, 1992, 1994, 1998, 2000, 2002, 2004, 
2008, 2012, and 2016. "en, using the birth-year rang-
es of each generation, as de$ned earlier, I calculated 
the age ranges that each generation would be for each 
year listed (see Appendix A). I did this step so that 
it would be easier for me to identify which ages cor-
responded to which generation whilst I was collecting 
the data from the yearly sources. Next, I accessed the 
archive of the Survey Documentation and Analysis 
(SDA) database online and went to the section headed 
“American National Election Studies (ANES).” From 
here I used the ANES Cumulative Data$le 1948-2016 
(SDA 4) to generate data tables of “PARTISANSHIP: 
Party Identi$cation of Respondent - 7-point Scale” 
(variable VCF0301) versus “DEMOGRAPHICS: Re-
spondent - Age” (variable VCF0101) by using the row 
and column options respectively. I did this $rst for the 
year 1952, being the $rst year to include both vari-
ables, by additionally putting “year(1952)” into the se-
lection $lter before running the table. I repeated this 
process for all subsequent available years and took 
screenshot pictures of each chart along the way. Using 
a digital writing tool, I then annotated the age cut-o&s 
of each generation for a given year according to the 
ranges determined in the Appendix A table. Next, I 
found the party identi$cation of each age in a year, 
starting again with 1952, by adding the products of 
the frequencies of each party identi$cation level and 
their corresponding numbers as ranked 1-7. To $nd 
the party identi$cation of each generation in that year, 
I then took the average of these age groups (exclud-
ing ages with a sample of less than 10) between the 
lines annotated earlier on each chart (see all work in 
Appendix B). I recorded my results of average party 
identi$cation for each generation in another table and 
proceeded to do this for every generation in each year-
ly chart. To simplify this process further, beginning in 
the year 1958, I adopted a slightly alternative method 
where I added all the ages’ frequencies in a generation 
for each party identi$cation level, multiplied them by 
the corresponding number ranked 1-7, took the sum-
mation of all of these, and then again divided by the 
total number of ages accounted for in that generation. 
"is way I could calculate the generational averages 
by working with the 7 party identi$cation levels rather 
than all of the ages individually, which became a more 
time-e!cient manner. 
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Findings
A%er performing this process for each yearly chart, 

the data for the party identi$cation progression of 
each generation was complete (see $nal data in Ap-
pendix C). To visualize these trends better and be-
cause the data represented a progression over time, I 
transcribed the data into scatterplots for each genera-
tion’s party identi$cation versus the years used. I ad-
ditionally made a plot of the total average party identi-
$cation over time in order to see the progression of all 
of the included generations over the years. Moreover, 

I conducted linear regression t-tests ('=0.05), as they 
align best with scatterplots, and linear regression in-
tervals with 95% con$dence levels to get the ranges 
for each generation’s expected yearly shi%s (see each 
generation’s full statistics in Appendix D). For the 
linear-regression t-test, the null hypothesis was (1=0, 
indicating no relationship between party identi$ca-
tion and time. "e alternative hypothesis stated that 
(1)0, suggesting a relationship in how that genera-
tion’s party identi$cation changed over time.

For the Greatest Generation (Fig. 1) the test failed 
to $nd a relationship between party identi$cation and 
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time, with a large p-value=0.491. In contrast, the Si-
lent Generation (Fig. 2) yielded a statistically signi$-
cant rejection of the null hypothesis, with a small p-
value=0.000001, thus suggesting a relationship. Over 
the 65 years and 28 elections, a 95% con$dence inter-
val found this average shi% of the Silent Generation 
to be between 0.007 and 0.013 points (on the 7-point 
ANES scale) more Republican each year. Very simi-
lar to the Silent Generation, the Baby Boomer Gen-
eration’s party identi$cation versus time data (Fig. 3) 
determined a strong correlation (r=0.729) between 
party identi$cation and time (p-value=0.0002). "is 
suggested an association, by which the 95% con$-
dence interval placed between 0.006 and 0.017 points 
more Republican per year. Generation X (Fig. 4) saw 
no statistically signi$cant evidence to suggest that 
their party identi$cation consistently shi%ed over 
time (p-value=0.478). Likewise, over the minimal 
time span of only 6 elections, Generation Y/Millen-
nials’ data (Fig. 5) failed to reject the independence 
of variables party identi$cation and time with a large 
p-value=0.285. "e total average party identi$cation 
of all the used generations each year (Fig. 6), starting 
in 1952 and reaching until 2016, generated a strong 
correlation (r=0.759). "e presence of a relationship 
rejected the null hypothesis (p-value=0.000003), and 
a 95% con$dence interval measured this relationship 
to be between 0.006 and 0.011 party identi$cation 
points more Republican each year. 

Analysis and Discussion
Generational Conclusion

"e results from this wide-ranging analytical 
study o&ered considerable insight into the question 
of whether or not, and to what degree, generations’ 
political party identi$cations become more Republi-
can-leaning over time in America. "e most notable 
$ndings came from the only two comprehensive gen-
erations, those being the Silent Generation and the 
Baby Boomer Generation. Both generations produced 
similar con$dence intervals that placed the slope of 
the identi$cation versus time graphs between around 
+0.007 and +0.013, indicating that over the course of 
a hundred years a generation will become around one 
step more Republican-leaning on the 7-point party 
identi$cation scale. "is con$rmed my hypothesis in 
favor of the popular conjecture by showing the pres-
ence of a small shi% over time.

While the other generations failed to recreate this 
same trend with any signi$cance, it remains notewor-
thy the limitations of their scopes. "e Greatest Gen-
eration began with an older population (not starting 
with 18 year-olds as the aforementioned two genera-
tions did) and ended with o%en fewer ages of much 
smaller sample sizes as even the youngest ages of the 
generation pushed increasingly into their 80s and 90s. 
"is latter phenomenon proves evident in Figure 1 
where the starkest inconsistencies in any of the data 
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occurred toward the end of the Greatest Generation, 
as shown by the large and #uctuating residuals of the 
scatterplot. For Generation X and Generation Y/Mil-
lennials, the sheer lack of data points due to the nar-
rower lifespans of the generations disrupted the abil-
ity to identify any de$nitive long-term progressions. 
With this in mind, the Silent and Baby Boomer Gen-
erations were the only two comprehensive genera-
tions and hence the most critical ones for identifying 
trends. "us, their signi$cant $ndings still suggest a 
vaguely generalizable trend of generations becoming 
more Republican as the age, despite not being explic-
itly reiterated by the other generations. 

Age-Period-Cohort Conclusion

Alongside this generational conclusion, the re-
search shines supplemental light on the ways to 
control for and operation of the Age-Period-Cohort 
debate. In regard to controlling for cohort e&ects, by 
following multiple set cohorts, being the generations, 
I analyzed the speci$c e&ects of aging on the distin-
guishable generations. Interestingly, since the only 
signi$cant trends were remarkably similar despite 
being by distinct generations (the Silent and Baby 
Boomer ones), it suggests that the cohorts themselves 
do not behave di&erently when it comes to party iden-
ti$cation progression. "ough only two generations, 
this casts doubt on the cohort hypothesis, at the very 
least forcing it to shi% to encompass much larger birth 
ranges (the Silent and Baby Boomer Generations 
jointly span 40 years). 

Furthermore, the data’s vast reach across many 
time periods, embodied by the “Total Average Party 
Identi$cation Per Year” plot (Fig. 6), accounted for pe-
riod changes. "e scatterplot’s fairly linear and consis-
tent trend signals that party identi$cation is not sub-
ject in a major way to outside events. Not only does 
this reinforce Campbell et. al.’s (1960) idea that party 
identi$cation would be reasonably robust, but it also 
bolsters Shively’s (1979) conclusion against the period 
hypothesis due to world events more principally. In 
regard to a more general period concept in which the 
entire population naturally shi%ed over time in ac-
companiment with societal changes, the increasing 
divergence of the generations as they became more 
numerous, which can be seen more clearly below 
in Figure 7, steers against this idea. "is shows that 
the generations are not all following one set pattern 
which would be the case if it was merely the period 
that had changed. Further still, considering each gen-
eration consistently responded to the same American 
National Election Studies 7-point scale, if it was the 
period that made younger ages seem more Demo-
cratic and thereby led to the total average plot’s pro-
gression (Fig. 6), the individual generation’s graphs 
would still look stagnant. "erefore, considering the 
Silent and Baby Boomer Generations’ individual scat-
terplots depicted statistically signi$cant trends with 
their positive slopes, it can be a!rmed that it is the 
generations themselves shi%ing, not the period. "is 
outcome additionally underscores historical trends as 
the previously mentioned increasing youth Democ-
ratism from “"e Generation Gap” (2011) denotes 
that, if anything, the total average chart should favor a 
Democratic, as opposed to Republican, shi%. 

All of this comes together in support of the idea 
that, rather than those of cohorts or periods, the shi% 
in party identi$cation in America is due to “aging” or, 
in the sense of generations, the groups progressing 
through time. To a large extent, this puts an end to 
the highly discussed Age-Period-Cohort debate $rst 
described by Glenn and Hefner (1972) and aligns with 
Tilley and Evans’ (2014) analysis of the debate done 
in Britain. My results speci$cally unite generations’ 
“aging” in correlation to their party identi$cation 
becoming more Republican. It is still acknowledged, 
however, that the actual reasoning for why this phe-
nomenon occurs remains unknown and the innate 
process of aging might not be the true cause. Such a 
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caveat is referenced by Glenn (1974) when discussing 
the di!culty of even de$ning the manifestations of 
an “aging” process: psychological development rates, 
life-cycle and maturity stages, di&erent environmen-
tal pressures, biological progressions, the neurologi-
cal passage of time, a combination, or something else 
altogether (pp. 176-186).

Nature of the American Electorate’s Political 
Shi"s Conclusion

Another intriguing point of these results when 
combined with Alwin and Krosnick’s (1991) $ndings 
is its commentary on the nature of how generations 
shi% politically. "eir idea that individuals become 
more extreme in a party lean over the course of their 
lifetimes is a trend that even the ANES yearly tables 
allude to with their consistent narrowing of the In-
dependent groups as the ages got older. Illustrated in 
the lower-le% corner charts, an example of this can be 
seen in Figure 8, which is the 1952 table cropped and 
edited to highlight this phenomenon. When taken in 
parallel with the idea that generations as a whole be-
come slightly more Republican over time, then it is 
likely not that each person shi%s slightly Republican 
over their lifetime, but rather that already Republican 
and Democrat-leaning individuals become stronger 
party a!liates, while the originally Independent and 
less decided populations shi% more Republican in 
greater aggregate amounts. 

"e $nal conclusion that can be drawn from this 
research ties back to the inquiry brought up at the 
beginning of this paper. It wondered if the younger 
generations of today would grow up to be any fun-
damentally di&erent than our parents in reference to 
political outlook and what this may hold for the fu-
ture of the American political climate. To the former 
measure, the answer has the potential to go either 
way. Although there is reason to believe that genera-
tions’ party identi$cation becomes more Republican 
as they age, the factor by which this occurrence exists 
was situated at only around one step over a genera-
tion’s duration of nearly a century. "is means that if 
the younger generations do indeed follow the vision 
outlined for them so far within recent polls as a novel 
Democratic force, then it will not take much to inun-
date the Republican-shi%ing aging trend. "is leads 
to a future political climate of competing forces: on 

one side a group of present-day Independents shi%ing 
rightwards, while an increasingly diverse, educated, 
and socially liberal youth body extends le%. As for the 
breadth by which this latter power might prevail, and 
thereby the end result, it seems as though only time 
will tell. 

Future Directions
A feasible future extension of this study would be to 

look at how the party identi$cation of each individual 
age progressed over time, hence eliminating the need 
to draw semi-arbitrary lines grouping people into 
“generations.” Although this would likely be valuable 
in order to corroborate the aging conclusion outside 
of just generations, it would not propagate insight into 
the actions of mass sectors of society going forward. 
As to achieve this latter goal, another relevant direc-
tion would be to investigate how the younger genera-
tions may be psychologically distinct and the reasons 
behind any variation. "is deeper understanding of 
the fundamental nature of the generations could yield 
heightened conclusions on how their perspectives 
translate into political views. When taken alongside 
other demographic nuances of the younger genera-
tions that may impact overall political outlook—in-
cluding racial make-up, urban and rural distributions, 
religious beliefs, education level, wealth and class 
discrepancies, and total electoral size—such genera-
tional trends may be applied toward the forthcoming 
years. All of this in parallel with the party identi$ca-
tion shi%s of generations over time, as determined by 
this paper, would facilitate the ability to make better 
predictive models about the next generations’ politi-
cal leanings and, in accordance, garner a more holistic 
picture for the future of American politics. 
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Appendix A
Generations’ Age Ranges Each Year Table

Appendix B
Annotated ANES Data Tables For Each Year  (Includes Work Used to Find Generations’ Party Identi$cation)

GENERATIONS’ POLITICAL PARTY IDENTIFICATION SHIFTS OVER TIME



175

Appendix B
Annotated ANES Data Tables For Each Year  (Includes Work Used to Find Generations’ Party Identi$cation)
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Appendix C
Final Generations’ Party Identi!cation (1-7) Per Year Table
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Appendix D
Statistics Tables For Each Generations’ Linear Regression T-Tests and Linear Regression 
T-Intervals for #1 (at 95% Con!dence Levels)
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