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Chapter I 

V alu - An Introduction 

In Valu - Swedish exit poll surveys - voters leaving polling stations are asked by 
public service broadcaster Sveriges Television (SVT) to fill in a questionnaire 
and put it anonymously in a sealed box. After collecting and processing the 
responses, Sveriges Television is able to present an election forecast and an 
analysis of the reasons underlying the outcome of the election in it's Election 
Night broadcast. 

The surveys are referred to as Valu, an abbreviation for vallokalsM_ndersökning, 
Swedish for exit pol/ survey. 

Since 1991 

Valu has been carried out by the public service broadcaster Sveriges Television 
(SVT) in connection with all national elections since 1991. Today there are six 
Valus done: at the Parliamentary Elections (Riksdag) in September 1991, 1994 
and 1998, at the referendum on Swedish membership of the European Union in 
November 1994, and at the elections to the European Parliament in September 
1995 and in June 1999. 

The first exit poll survey in Sweden was carried out by SVT in collaboration 
with Stockholm University (SU) and Göteborg University (GU). In recent 
years, SVT has carried out the studies in collaboration with Göteborg University 
and the Royal Institute ofTechnology in Stockholm (KTH). 

Aim 

SVT's main aim with Valu is to obtain an analytical basis for SVT's election 
night broadcast and for SVT's and other professional analysts' post-election 
analyses. Another aim is to be able to forecast the result of the election at an 
early stage during election night. 

r 
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Principal investigators 

The responsible executive manager and project manager for the exit poll surveys 
is Hans Hembom, head ofprogramme editorial board, Sveriges Television. 

Professor Sören Holmberg, Department of Political Science, Göteborg 
University bas been responsible for the design of the interview questions and 
analysis ofthe results. 

Research engineer Per Näsman and Professor Torbjörn Thedeen, both at the 
Royal Institute of Technology in Stockholm have been responsible for the 
statistical plan, analysis and forecasts. 

Questionnaire 

Valu 1999 gives a good picture of whal Valu is about. That year voters leaving 
the polling stations were askcd to fill in a questionnaire including questions on 
party votcd for; vote for iDdividual candidate; the time of decision on how to 
vote; party voted for in the 1998 general eleclion and at the European Parliament 
eleclion in 1995; party choicc if a general clection was held the same day; foror 
against Swedish EMU-membership· opinion on Swedish EU membership; 
con.tidence in Swedish poliLicians; coa.fidence in lhe decision-making process 
within the EU· self-placement on a ideological left-right scale; gender, age, 
occupational group and trade union membership. 

The respondents also had to indicate the importance of policies in EU-related 
issues. They also bad to state the importance of tbe following issues: 
environmeot, economy, employment, agriculture, peace in Europe national 
indcpcndence, EMU, refugees/immigration, enlargewent of Lhe EU, conditions 
for businesses, equality between men and women, defence-, democracy within 
the EU and social welfare. Furthermore they had to state how satisfied they were 
with the way democracy works in Sweden and within the European Union. 

You will find the entire questionnaire in appendix I. 

Organization 

Valu is carried out in geographical regions centred around the largest university 
cities. A university lecturer was appointed in each of the regions as regional 
survey leader. Together, these survey leaders are responsible for approximately 
300 field workers who carry out the survey at post offices where voting takes 
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place before election day and outside polling stations during election day. 
Survey leaders and field workers are recruited from departments of statistics at 
the respective university. Thus, all survey leaders and field workers are familiar 
with statistical mcthods. 

Data processing 

All _survey responses are registered in Valu's teledata system. Field workers are 
callmg the system and use the telephone buttons to register the one and two-digit 
cod~s . tha! corres~ond to the respondents' answers. After registration, the 
statist1cal mformat10n is compiled and published after the polling stations have 
closed. 

Analysis results 

Th~ total number of questionnaire responses in Valu is adjusted to permit the 
des1r_ed br~akdown of the material. In 1999, for instance, the analys is <luring the 
elect10n mght broadcast was based on over 6 000 filled-in qucstionnaires. The 
total response frequency was assessed at approximately 80 percent. Interna! non­
response to particular questions vari ed and in most cases was under I O percent. 

Forecast rcsult 

On the basis of Valu 1999, a forecast of the final result of the EU election was 
produced with the aid of a weighting scheme. This forecast, which SVT 
publis~ed after closure of the polling stations at 9 pm, is presented in the 
followmg table together with the official election outcome. 

sum 
m C re kd me V other eercent 

Valu forecast 19.6 5.4 14.7 8.1 9.7 25.3 16.6 0.5 99.9 

Election outcome 20.7 6.0 13.9 7.6 9.5 26.0 15.8 0.5 100.0 

D 



12 V ALU - SWEDISH EXIT POLLS 
V ALU - SWEDISH EXIT POLLS 13 

Chapter 2 

Implementation of Valu 

When carrying out a Valu, Sweden is divided into a number of geographical 
regions. Each of the regions consists of a number of counties. Within each 
region, there is a university city which serves as a central location. 

The number of regions has varied. In Valu 1991, Sweden was divided into five 
regions grouped around the universities cities, Lund, Göteborg, Stockholm, 
Sundsvall and Luleå. The number of regions and central locations has 
subsequently varied as shown in Table 2.1. 

Table 2.1. Number ofValu regions and the central locations used in Valu Studies. 

Nurnber 
of 

Valu Studl' T?(!f of election regions Central locations 

Valu91 Parliamentary election 5 Lund Göteborg Stockholm Sundsvall Luleå 

Valu 94 Parliamentary election 6 Lund Göteborg Stockholm Sundsvall Växjö Luleå 

Valu94EU Referendum 6 Lund Göteborg Stockholm Sundsvall Växjö Luleå 

Valu 95 EU Parliament election 4 Lund Göteborg Stockholm Sundsvall 

Valu 98 Parliamentary election 4 Lund Göteborg Stockholm Sundsvall 

Valu 99 EU Parliament election 4 Lund Göteborg Stockholm Sundsvall 

As shown in the table, the number of regions has been four and the central 
locations the same, Lund, Göteborg, Stockholm and Sundsvall, since Valu 95 . 

In each ofthe regions, a university lecturer has been employed as regional leader 
of the study. This person has acted as supervisor for up to 70 field 
representatives who carry out the study at the selected post offices and polling 
stations. When recruiting the regional study leaders and field representatives, the 
university departments of statistics have been the preferred source of 
recruitment. All regional study leaders and field representatives have 
accordingly howledge of statistical methods and sampling theory. Most 
regional study leaders who have been involved in Valu have been the same 
throughout the l 990s. 



14 VALU - SWEOISH EXIT POLLS 

In the run-up to Valu 95, a central support function was established in 
Stockholm. The foremost task bas been to keep in touch and co-ordinate work 
with the postmasters and the respective chairpersons of the electoral boards in 
the post offices and poUing stations selected. 

Choice of post offices 

fn Sweden, voluntary pre-election day voting is allowed for cverybody at all 
post offices starting three weeks ahead of cleclions. The post offices to be 
included in the respective Valu were selected with the aid of statistics from thc 
Central Post Office. At the selected post offices, thosc who vote by post on 
selected days (and wilhio the selected day a selected moming and afternoon 
period) are asked ta complete a questionnaire. The number of post offices 
chosen and the length ofthe field-work period has varied dming the Valu period 
under consideration as shown in Table 2.2. 

Tablc 2.2. The numbcr of post oflices selected, field-work periods and the number of 
study sessions in the Valu Studies. 

Election Fiehl-work Numberof Numberof 
Valu Study Type of election date period post offices study 

selectcd sessions 

Valu9I Parliamentary election 15/9 12/9-13/9 10 20 

Valu 94 Parliamentary election 18/9 12/9-16/9 18 48 

Valu 94EU Referendum 13/1 I 9/11-11/11 18 36 

Valu 95 EU Parliament election 17/9 11 /9 - 15/9 10 28 

Valu 98 Parliamentary election 20/9 14/9 - 18/9 20 48 

Valu 99 EU Parliament election 13/6 4/6- 12/6 40 58 

At tbe post offices selected for inclusion in Valu, reconnaissance was carried out 
a few days prior to Lhe study to ensure that the responsible fie ld workers were 
familiar with the post office prcmises as regards opening hours area design , 
cntrances and exits, number of employees, number of counters voting places 
and so on. Tllis was done to assure that they would be ab le to carry out thc study 
withoul disturbing the voting procedure. 

The totaJ number of l10urs chosen at the respective post office has always been 
fo'ur. Until Valu 98, the 01oming session was always 0uee hours and the 
afternoon session one hour. At VaJu 99, the sessions were randomly aUocated, 
three plus one hour orene plus three hours. 
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Until VaJu 99 lhe Saturday before the election . 
study although it was included in Valu 99 day had not b~en mcluded in the 
hours on Sat1.1rday before tbe election. . The study session was then four 

rn Valu 91, Valu 94 and Valu 94EU th I . . . 
choose every othcr, or in certain cas~s e ocal i~vestigators wcre inslructed ta 
the post office. In practice, this was di;ery thrrd pos~al voter when they left 
t?gether as families or in groups. As from /ult to do smce vot~rs often came 
lime period were given t·he opportu 't aJu 95, all voters durmg the selected 
for instance, in the evenc ~f queues fi n1 Y. Lo compl~te a questionnaire. This can, 

onmng resu lt m same non-response. 

In Valu 94 and Valu 94EU (the referendum) tJ . 
was used which led to problems and .b ie same ~electton of post offices 
forecast in Valu 94EU W ·11 , conln uted to an mcorrect. estimate in the 

· e w1 come back t th· · h 
Valu 99, the same post offices were used . ; l is m t e forecast chapter. In 
done to increase comparability ofth als m au_ 95 and/or Valu 98. This was 

e resu ts and to improve the forecast. 

!he number of qucstionnaires collected at the . . 
1s shown in Table 2 3 TJ . P0st offices m the respect ,ve Valu 

· · te proportions stat d · 1 bl · 
refusing lo partidpate are based wholl e m t ie ta e w1tb rcgard to those 
since, for ethical reasons no check . y on ;n assessment done by fieJd wockers 
in Valu. , s were one on those refusing lo participate 

Table 2.3. Number of questionnaires collected from post offices .in Valu 91 to Valu 99 

Valu Study Type of election 
Numberof Numberof Estimate of post offices questionnaires 

selected non-response 
Valu91 Parliamentary election 

completed (%) 
10 450 

Valu 94 Parliamentary election 
35 

18 1920 
Valu 94EU Referendum 30 

18 155J 40 Valu 95 EU Parliament election 10 828 
Valu 98 Parliamenlary election 

40 
20 2555 

Valu 99 EU Parliament election 
30 

40 2435 25 
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Choice of eJectoral districts 

In elections Sweden is djvided into a number of electoral districts. ]'.he number 
of electoral districts has varied from election to election. The n'l!mber of the 
eligible voters in the electoral districts has varied greatly, both within and 
between elections. The Swedisb clection Authority, has assisted Valu with an 
up-to-date List of tl1e electoral districts. As provided for in the Elections Aet, 
each electoral district has a polling tation. 

In Valu, a selection is made of a number of electora.l districts and in this way 
their respective polling station. The number of electoral districts to be selected 
for Valu is allocated among the different regions according to tbe size of the 
electorate. Wilhin each region, lhe electoral districts are then selected to be 
includcd in Valu. This selection is based on thc size and geographical location of 
the electoral district. 

Wben the electoral districts have been chosen, each selected poUing station is 
reconnoitred so that the lield workers are familiar with the polling station as 
regards opening hours area, design, entrances and exits, number of employees, 
voting booths and so on. 

ln Valu 91, two t11dy sessions were used, a three-hour moming session anda 
one-hour aftemoon session. AL Valu 94, a half-hour evening session was also 
used in 16 of 50 electoral districts lo be able to determine whether those who 
voted late differed in any crucial way from the others. Since no such differences 
could be ascertained, the evening session has been omitted in subsequent Valus. 

ro Valu 94EU a two-hour moming session was used and a one-hour aftemoon 
session. A rnorn.ing and aftemoon session was also used at Valu 95 and in all 
subsequenl st11dies although the length of lhe respective session has been two 
hours plus one our or one hour plus lwo hours selected at random. The starting 
time for the respective study session has always been random in all Valus. The 
total study time at the respective polling station has always been tbree hours, 
apart from in Valu 94, wben it was three anda haJfhoLLrs. 

The number of questionnaires collected at the polling stations in the respective 
Valu is shown in Table 2.4. The refusal rates stated in Lhe table are based wholly 
on the assessments offield workers. 

Table 2.4. 
Studies. 

Valu Stud 

Valu 91 

Valu 94 

Valu 94EU 

Valu 95 

Valu 98 

Valu 99 
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Number of questio · Il 
nna,res co ected from electoral districts in the Valu 

Numher of elcctoral 
Numberof 

T e of election questionnaires Estimated dislricrs sclected corn leted non ... res onse % Parliamentary election 26 2279 25 
Parliamentary eleclion 50 5104 20 
Referendum 45 3961 30 
EU Parliament election 30 2618 25 
Parliamentary election 60 6351 20 
EU Parliament election 80 4505 15 

Transfer of data from the questionnaire to the Valu system 

The questionnaires collected at post offices and Il. . 
transferred to Val , d . po mg stations must be 
transfer was done :i~h t~: !~o~;s;~:gmsy~t~m. In !he firSt Va!u studies, this 

were driven to a registration centre whe:~ t~:~~;~~ ~-tockholm, qu;stionaires 
data medium and recorded in the Valu s a 1011 was trans erred to a 

~~~~!r~~~:e ~~es~~;;n:e~e h~~e t~;e fielx~::;~::~~;i:~slto~~~;.t i:~u r:~;:~ 

central voice response system form ;:i:~s~e;edh by ~ress-button telephones to a 
system. a 3 as een transferred to the Valu 

The data transfers have usuall 11 . 
Besides transm· . y gone we w1th the exception of Valu 94EU 

iss10n errors, one of our field staff . 
questionnaires which had been collected at a post offi::s 1::g rob~e~ of t~e 

!:c~:!e~1th the questionnaires when the field staff was .on the :::: to ~~:t~: 
□ 
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Chapter 3 

V alu Prognosis 

After registration in the Valu system, data from the questionnaires are used to 
provide background material for the analyses made in the election night 
broadcast. 

The tables and diagrams to be produced in the Valu System are decided upon on 
the basis of requests from Sveriges Television or from other collaboration 
partners of Sveriges Television. All tables and diagrams to be shown in TV are 
prepared by Sveriges Television's graphics department. Other tables and 
diagrams are shown in file format or on paper and are transferred to the 
respective partner' s own system. 

How accurate is Valu? 

In order to check the reliability ofValu, the actual election results at the selected 
polling stations are compared with the result in the respective electoral district 
obtained from Valu. The posta) voters, who took part in Valu cannot be checked 
in the same way since no actual electoral result is available for comparison. The 
comparisons indicate that the Valu results in the selected electoral districts 
accord well with the actual electoral results in the corresponding electoral 
districts. 

The Valu forecast 

As has been underlined, the main purpose ofValu is not to provide a forecast of 
the actual election result but to provide a basis for analysis on election night. 
The system also produces a forecast of the election result, however. This 
forecast has been presented in SVT's Election Night Show in all years hut one. 
However, a forecast has always been presented at the press conference held by 
SVT a couple of days after the election in question. 

The forecast is based on comparisons between the election results in the selected 
electoral districts in previous elections and how the selected persons state that 
they have voted in the current election. This comparison makes it possible to 
estimate the swing - the movements between parties - in the electorial district in 
question. There are several possibilities for calculating the swing. The system 
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uses the actual election result in previous elections and how the selected persons 
say that they have voted in the most recent election as abasis for the comparison 
with how the selected persons say they have voted in the current election. 

The two measures of the swing are compared and weighted up to the national 
leve! with the aid of weights equivalent to the size of the electoral districts and 
the Valu regions. 

The estimated swing in the votes at the post offices are added to the two 
measures of the size of the swing in the electoral districts. This posta\ vote 
swing can only be based on the statements of the selected persons about how 
they voted in the most recent election and in the present election. When 
summarising the swings calculated in the electoral districts and post offices, 
different wcight functions have been used depending on the number of Valu 
questionnaires collected at the respective type of premises. 

Raw Valu data, weighted results and election outcomes 

The following tables show the effect of the described weighting where the actual 
distribution ofvotes among the parties is compared with the forecast result. 

Valu 91 

Valu 91 was the first exit poll survey carried out in Sweden. Since there was no 
previous experience, the Valu system had to be built up from scratch. No 
forecast of the election result was presented in Sveriges Television's election 
night broadcast on this occasion. A comparison between the actual party shares 
obtained in Valu and the actual election results is shown in Table 3 .1. 

Table 3.1. Actual share of votes and actual election resul t in the Parliamentary 
election in 1991. 

Unweighted share 
Actual election result 

m C 

24.0 7.0 
21.9 8.5 

fp S V mp kd nyd other 
9.8 35.8 6 .2 3.9 6.4 6 . 1 0.8 
9.1 37.7 4.5 3.4 7.2 6.7 1.0 

Comment: The party initials stand for: v = Left Party, s = Social Democrats, c = Center Party, fp = 
Liberals, m=Conservatives, kd = Christian Democrnts, mp = Greens, nyd = New Democracy, othcr = 
other parties. 
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However, a swing forecast was presented. 

Table 3.2. Forecasted swing and actual swing in the 1991 Parliame ntary election 
compared with the 1988 Parliamentary election. 

Valu forecast 
Actual swing 

m 
+0.5 
+3 .6 

C 

-0.6 
-2.6 

-2.0 -6.2 
-3.1 -5.5 

V m 
-0.6 -1.2 
-1.3 -2.1 

kd 
+4.0 
+4.2 

n d 
+6.1 
+6.7 

To sum up, the weighting system <lid not work well in Valu 91. This is 
undoubtedly due to the number of post offices and electoral districts selected 
being very few. The major discrepancies were in particular in the norr-socialist 
bloc, where Valu 91 did not succeed in forecasting the major shifts correctly. 

Valu 94 

In the light of the experiences from Valu 91, the number of selected districts 
was increased in Valu 94 and they were distributed throughout Sweden in a 
better way than was the case in Valu 91. For Valu 94, Sveriges Television 
decided to present a forecast of the party shares of the parties. The weighted 
Valu forecast presented proved to be clearly better than the actual partyshares in 
the raw data (table 3.3). 

Table 3.3. Unweignted partyshares, weighted Valu forecast and actual election resultat 
the Parliamentary election in 1994. 

m C fp s V me kd nyd other 
Unweighted share 24.0 6.3 8.4 42.1 7.1 6.0 4.3 1.1 0.7 
Valu forecast 22.0 8.4 8.4 43.7 6.5 5.4 4.2 0.9 0.5 
Actual election result 22.4 7.7 7.2 45.3 6.2 5.0 4.1 1.2 1.0 

Valu 94EU 

Valu 94EU was done at the referendum on Swedish membership in EU. There 
were three altematives to vote on: Yes, No or Blank. The interesting comparison 
between the unweighted share of votes, the weighted Valu forecast and the 
actual election result are shown in Table 3.4 
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Table 3.4. Unweighted share of votes, weighted Valu forecast and actual election result 
in the referendum on the EU in 1994. 

Unweighted share 
Valu forecast 
Actual referendum result 

Yes 
57.1 
57.6 
52.3 

No 
41.7 
41.0 
46.8 

Blank 
1.2 
1.4 
0.9 

As shown in the table, there is a considerable deviation in Valu 94EU. The 
weighting did not lead to any improvement in relation to the actual election 
result. 

The weighting funclion used was based on voters in northem Sweden being 
more negative to the EU tbao voters in southem Swcden and that voters in big 
cilies would be more positive to EU than those in sparseJy-populated rural areas. 
However the weighting was without effect since the Valu system was affected 
by a loss of data due to a telecommunications breakdown. One of the computers 
that collected questionnaire for onward dispatch to the Valu system broke down 
when the transfer was to take place. 

In this way, 25 questionnaires collected at a post office in Luleå and 788 
questionnafres collected io electoral districts from otber parts of northern 
Sweden were not transfärred to the Valu system. The questionnaires were 
accordingly not included in the material the forecast was based on. 

The actual share of Y es votes fel! by 1.5 percentage points when the "!ost" 
questionnaires eventually re-appeared. The weighted forecast would have been 
well inside the random margin if the "!ost" questionnaires had been included in 
the forecast material. 

Valu 94EU was the first exit poll survey in Sweden where an attempt was roade 
to forecast the result of a referendum. Referendums, are much more difficult to 
forecast than, parliamentary elections where th.e parties· changes from the 
previous electio.h can be used u ed as a basis. Witb regard to the non,response in 
Valu 94EU, field workers have reported that No-supporters may have refused to 
aDswer the questionna.ire to a larger extent than Yes-supporters. lf, for instance 
U1ere were 46 percent Yes-supporters and 53 percent No-supportcrs among those 
not responding, theo the proportjon of Y es-supporters in the _forecast would be 
overestimated by an additional two percentage points. 

Valu 95 

Due to the loss of information from the telecommunications breakdown in Valu 
94EU, the control system was improved for Valu 95 at the EU Parliament 
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election and no problems occurred <luring transfer of the questionnaires. One 
problem in Valu 95 was to try to estimate election participation and how the 
estimate would affect the Valu forecast system. 

Table 3.5. Unweighted party shares of, weighted Valu forecast and actual election result 
in the EU Parliament election in 1995. 

m 
Unweighted share 23.9 
Valu forecast 21. 8 
Actual election result 23.2 

C 

5.4 
7.3 
7.2 

fp 
6.5 
5.2 
4.8 

26.1 
29.9 
28.1 

V 

14.3 
11.9 
12.9 

mp 
17.7 
17.2 
17.2 

kd 
3.3 
3.8 
3.9 

other 
2.8 
2.9 
2.7 

As seen, the forecast system worked very well in Valu 95. Our exit poll 
succeeded in forecasting the actual election result in a very good way despite the 
fäet that the distribution of party shares in the EU Parliament election in 1995 
differed greatly from the party shares receivcd at the Parliamentary election in 
1994. 

Valu 98 

In Valu 98 about 8 900 questionnaires were collected. Over 6 000 of these at 
polling stations on elcction day. Due to the !arge quantity of questionnaires, the 
transfer of questionnaires to the Valu system was delayed and 401 
questionnaires collected at polling stations on election day were not transferred 
intime to be included in the forecast system. However, the 401 questionnaires 
which were not included in the forecast system did not affect the outcome of the 
forecast. 

Table 3.6 Unweighted partyshares, weighted Valu forecast and actual election resultat 
the Parliamentary election in 1998. 

Unweighted share 
Valu forecast 
Actual election result 

m 
24.6 
21.8 
22.9 

C 

4.6 
6.0 
5.1 

fp 
6.3 
5.6 
4.7 

32.0 
35.4 
36.4 

V 

13.8 
13.3 
12.0 

mp 
5.4 
4.9 
4.5 

kd other 
11.2 2.1 
10.5 2.5 
11.8 2.6 

The 1998 election was an ordinary parliamentary election and the Valu system 
worked well. The weighting function used weighed in the change from the 1994 
Parliamentary election as well as the change from the 1995 EU Parliament 
election. 
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Valu 99 

In the EU Parliament election in 1999, the expected election participation was 
discussed in all media and there was substantial agreement that it would be 
higher than in the previous EU Parliament election in 1995. The opinion surveys 
carried out in media also indicated this. In fäet, the opposite was the case. 
Tumout went down. 

A larger proportion of voters decided to vote at post offices in the EU 
Parliament election in 1999 compared with the 1995 EU Parliament clection. 
This had been taken into account in the design of Valu 99 and the fieldwork 
periods had been accordingly adjusted. The forecast system also worked very 
well, as shown in Table 3.7. 

Table 3.7 Unweighted party shares, weighted Valu forecast and actual .election results 
at the EU Parliament election in 1999. 

m C re s V me kd other 
Unweighted share 20.4 5.1 15.2 23.9 17.2 10. l 7.6 0.5 
Valu forecast 19.6 5.4 14.7 25.3 16.6 9.7 8.1 0.5 
Actual election result 20.7 6.0 13.9 26.0 15.8 9.5 7.6 0.5 

Further work on the forecast system 

On problem with the weighting in the Valu system that has occurred in all 
elections except one, the EU Parliament election in 1995, is that the forecast 
system does not really succeed in upweighting the party share of the Social 
Democrats to the actual level. The incorrect estimate is about one percentage 
point in round figures regardless ofthe method ofweighting applied. 

The explanation is that the incorrect eslimate probably lies outside of the 
forecast system and is due to non-response, i.e. a larger number of Social 
Democrats refusing to complete a questionnaire compared with persons voting 
for other parties. Since no independent study of non-response is made, it is 
difficult to prove this explanation. Future Valus will have to try to solve the 
problem by using other weighting methods, since no systematic investigations of 
non-response will be made for ethical reasons. 

D 
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Chapter 4 

Accuracy of Valu Questions 

A problem in all questionnaire surveys is non-response to particular questions . 
Respondents make omissions and do not answer all questions included in a 
study. It c_an be suspected that the problem is particularly great in the case ofthe 
Valu stud1e_s when we ask_respondents fora quiclc on-the-spot response. There is 
n?l much hm~ for reflectlon._ In case of doubt, it may be easiest just to skip a 
d1fficult q\1eslion or o~e that 1s too close to the bone. However, the experiences 
from our s1x :V~lu stu~1es show that this isa minor problem. Non-response in the 
form of part1c1pants m thc Valu studies not answcring particular questions is 
very small as regards political questions such as how people voted, how much 
tru_st they have in politicians, ideological position on the Jeft-right scale, or 
att1tu~e to the_ El! o~ EMU. The proportion of persons skipping political 
questtons ~f ~h1s kmd m Valu has been around a modest 3-4 per cent in every 
study. Tll!S 1s about the same size of non-response that we have had for 
corresponding questions in the Swedish Election studies and in SOM 
measurements. !he SOM Institute at Göteborg University conducts yearly 
surveys of Swed1sh public opinion. 

The SOM Studies are based on mail questionnaires. However, as regards 
'background questions', on for instance, gender, age and occupation of 
respondents, the non-response rate in the Valu studies has proven to be 
relative~y !arge, sometimes up to ten percent (see table 4.1 ). In SOM Studies, 
wh1ch hke Valu are based on questionnaire responses, the non-response rate is 
usually ~nder one per cent on questions about gender and age. The explanation 
for the h1gh non-response for age infonnation in the Valu studies might be that 
we ha~e asked the respondents to till in the two last figures of the year Lhey were 
bom, 1_.e. "What year were you bom? l 9xx". The non-response rate is slightly 
lower m the Valu studies for gender than for age and occupation although still 
relatively large, five percent on average. ' 

Tablc 4.1 Percent No Answer to questions on Gcnder, Age and Occupation (pcrcent) 

Parliamentary Election Referendum European Parliament Election 
1991 1994 1998 1994 1995 1999 

Gendcr 6 4 4 4 4 7 
Agc 8 4 6 6 10 10 
Occupation Il 9 6 8 8 5 
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The question on gender has always been put as the _first question in the_ Valu 
questionoaires. Although il is difficull to see wby ~bis sh~uld have anythmg_ to 
do wilh non-response, but il probably has. The relat1vely htgh non-respons~ wnh 
regard to information on occupation in Valu -:- 8 perceat on average - 1s le~s 
remarkable. The corresponding non-response 1s usuall~ around 5-6 percent m 
SOM's qucstionnaires. In the Elcction Studies, ~luch _ are not based on 
questionnaires completed by respondents bul on mterv1ew da~, the non­
response rate for t11e question on occupalion is much lower, approx1mately one 
percent. 

The non-response rate on the political questions in Valu is so low that it can 
hardly cause any significant distortions of tlie _results. The non-r~spon~e :ate 
willi regard to the social background factors 1s larger and can m pnnc1ple 
contribute to minor distortions arising for certain groups such as older peopl~ or 
manual workers which are those that primarily skip and do not answer quest1o~s 
on age and occupation. Distortions of this kind, ho-:vever only a~f~ct the ~oc,al 
variables and not the marginal distributions of the tmportant pohttcal vanables 
where interna! non-response was small. 

However, t11e largest potential source of error in Valu is not tlle_ in~em~I non­
response to particuJar questions. We risk incurring the largest 111d1catJons of 
error through the choice of polling stations and res~ondents_, and t:irough the 
relatively extensive non-response o[ respondents out ide polhng stations. If we 
are tmlucky, a distorted sample and tl1e 30 per cent non-respo~se of respondents 
can give rise to larger distortions in t:he Valu '.e ·_ults _than 111 the case of the 
limitcd interna) non-response. We should bear th1s m m111d when we now_ go on 
to studying the accuracy of spccific questio~s . in Valu. V:e are g?mg lo 
inve tigate how representative th.e Valu pa~1c1pan~s are tn reflecting the 
underlyiog electorate with respect to tllree social var_iables -: gende~ a?~ and 
occupation - and four politicaJ variables - p~rty cho_i~e, votmg for md1v1dua1 
candidates, political trust and ideological left-nght pos1t1on. 

We begin with the social variables. The results in Table 4.2 show_ lhe 
composilion of Valu respondents with regard to gender, age and occupattonal 
group in tlie six Valu srudies carried out during the 19~0s. We have taken ~e 
comparativc material from Statistics Sweden's extens1ve su~eys of el~t:ton 
participation (gender and age) and from Eleclion and SOM studies_(occupat1o~al 
group). Questions about occupation are designed in tllc same way m the elect"lon 
and SOM studies as in the Valu studies. The respondents have been presented 
wit11 a list of eleven detailed occupational groups and asked to state which of 
these she or he belongs to or belonged to in the case of pensioners. 
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As regards gender, the Valu results indicate an even distribution with at most a 
disc~e~ancy of +/- 3 percentage points from an exact 50/50 distribution. 
St_at1stJcs Sweden 's studies also show an even gender distribution among voters, 
w1th a w~ak preponderance of women since there are more women in the 
elector~te 111 Sweden,, an? women's participation in parliamentary elections has 
bee~ h1gher than ~en s s111~e _I 976. In the 1994 referendum and in the European 
Parhament ~lect10ns, Stat1st1cs Sweden's data indicates that men had a 
somewhat lugher participation in elections than women, although totally a 
som_e~hat larger ?umber of wo~en _than men voted in these elections as well. 
Stat1st1cs Sweden s exact results 111d1cate a very even distribution of sexes with 
51/52 percent women _and 48/49 percent men arnong the voters in the 1991, 
1994, and 1998 parl1amentary elections and a 50/50 distribution in the 
referendum in 1994 and in the 1995 and 1999 European Parliament elections. 

The results_ wit~ rcg~rd to age distribution among the Valu participants indicate 
a systemat1c d1stort1on to the extent that the proportion of young voters is 
overrep~esented_ in_ Valu while the oldest voters are underrepresented. Statistics 
Sweden s data_ 111d1c~tes that thc proportion of young voters (18-30) is usually 
17-~0 percent 111 par_liamentary elections; in Valu they makeup 24-29 percent in 
parltamentary elect10ns. The proportion of older voters (65 and upwards), 
accou~ts _for 22-23 ~ercent_ of ~hose voting in parliamentary elections according 
to Stat1stJcs Swed~n s studies; 111 Valu they account for only 12-15 percent. The 
same pattem ~1th an ovcrrepresentation of younger voters and an 
underrepresentat1on of older voters can be observed in the Valu studies in 
conjunction with the 1994 referendum and the 1995 and J 999 European 
Parliament elections. 

Th~ proportion o~ younger voters is overestimated with 7-1 0 percentage points 
wh1le th_e proport10n_ of older is underestimated by 8- l O percentage points. A 
speculative e~planat10n _can be_ that the result is mainly achievcd by non­
response outs1de the poll111g stat10ns. Older voters find it more difficult to stand 
and perhaps look for their glasses and then complete a questionnaire than 
younger voters who also do not need glasses so often. 

The outcome with regard to occupation also shows a systematic distortion in the 
Valu results. Voters who state that they are white-collar employees are 
overrepresented in Valu while manual workers are underrepresented. However, 
self-employed persons ~~d fanners are represented in approximately the correct 
p~oport~ons. The defin~tJon of the correct proportions is, of course, open to 
d1scuss1on. We _are de~l111g here with subjective measures where the respondents 
themselves _dec1de wh1ch occupation or profession they belong to. The results 
from Electi_on and SOM surveys show that the proportion of white-collar 
employees 1s usually around 43 percent in parliamentary elections while the 
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proportion classifying thems_elves as i:nanual workers is usually 46 percent. In 
the Valu studies, the proportion ofwh1te-collar employees has been between 48 
and 52 percent and the proportion of manual workers bern:een 38 and_ 42 
percent. The results of the V alu studies of the European Parhament electlons 
show the same tendency, i.e. an overrepresentation of white-collar employees 
and an underrepresentation of manual workers, although the proportion of 
white-collar employees voting is higher and the proportion of manual workers 
voting lower compared with the results from the parliamentary elections in the 
Valu studies as well as in the Election/SOM studies. The higher proportion of 
white-collar employees and the correspondingly lower proportion of manual 
workers in the European Parliament elections reflect reality. Participation in the 
European Parliament elections in 1995 and 1999 fell in comparison with the 
Parliamentary elections both among white-collar employees and manual workers 
though it clearly decreased most among manual workers. 

Table4.2 Valu Respondents According to Gender, Age and Occupation (percent) 

European 
Parliamenta~ Election Referendum Parliament Election 

Social groul! 1991 1994 1998 1994 1995 1999 
Gender 

female 47 50 51 48 51 51 
male 53 50 49 52 49 49 

Age 
18-30 27 29 24 30 25 21 
31-50 40 38 37 38 38 34 
51-65 21 21 24 20 21 27 
66+ 12 12 15 12 16 18 

Occupation 
white collar 52 48 52 51 62 61 
blue collar 38 42 38 41 30 29 
self-employed 8 9 9 7 7 9 
farmer 2 1 1 1 1 I 

Commenl: The question on occupational group comprised all together eleven response altematives, 
which have been collapsed into four groups. 

A conceivable reason why white-collar employees tend to participate in Valu 
studies to a greater extent than manual workers is probably related to the level of 
education and the habit/self-confidence in expressing opinions in writing. That 
factors of this kind can play a role is supported by the fäet that the proportion of 
white-collar employees voting is somewhat higher and the proportion of manual 
workers is lower in the SOM studies that are based on questionnaires than in 
Election Studies based on face-to-face interviews. The questionnaire technique 
seems, especially in a stressful situation with lack oftime, as in the case ofValu, 
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. to lead to a somewhat greater underrepresentation of manual workers and a 
somewhat l~rger _overrepresentation of white-collar employees compared to 
face-to-face mtervtews. 

The absolutely key question in Valu is of course, t11e question of whicb party 
the _respondents v~ted,, for. - "W!1ich party _did you vote for today in the 
par!tame~tary electton? Th1s_ prov1des tl1e basis for die most important political 
va~able m Valu -_t~e ~uestton of choice of party. Adjusted and wei.ghted in 
vanous ways, to mtmmtse known sources of error, il se1ves as the base for the 
electoral forecast published at the beginning of each election night programme. 
The degree ofaccuracy ofValu 's forecasts is shown in Chapter 3. 

In thi~ chapter, we a~e goi~g to ex~mine how accurate the results ofYalu's party 
ques~10n h_ave been m theJT unwe1ghted, raw form - first for che parliamentary 
eJect10ns ( rable 4.3) and then for the European Parliament clections (Table 4.4). 
:rable 4_-5 also shows for the sake of completeness the corresponding 
mformat10n from the Valu measurement in the referendum on EU membership 
in 1994. The results of the Yalu study in November J 994 do not apply to the 
choice of party but to the selectioa of YES, NO or BLANK altemativcs in the 
referendum. The Valu study in the referendum is clearly the least accurate that 
Sveriges Television has carried out. An analysis ofthe background and causes of 
the poor referendum measurement is shown in Chapter 3. 

We concentrate here on th_ Valu measurements ofparty cboice. The cbecking of 
the accuracy of party cho1ce measurements in their unweighted fonn is crucial 
since it tells us something aboul how useful the Valu studies are in raw data 
form without any weighting. In the election coverage and in the discussion after 
the election, Valu data has often been used unweighted for various types of 
analyses in addition to straight forecasts. 

We. can be gin by noting that non-response is not a problem with regard to the 
cho1ce of_party. _The proportion of persons who do not state which party they 
votcd for 1s eons, tently low in the Ya]u studies, between 1-4 percent. Tfwe then 
compare the raw Valu Cigures with Lhe actual election resul!, the accuracy is 
reasonably ~ood. Accuracy has quite simply been measured as the average 
percentage d1screpancy per party between the Yalu outcomes and the election 
results. The resu.Jts show that the average has varied between at best 0.8 in the 
_1999 European Parliament election to at worst 1.5 in the Parliamentary election 
m 1998. Valu's unweighted indication oferror has thus over the years remained 
at around I per cent per party. 
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. hted Part Distribution in Valu Compared to Official Election 
Tahle 4.3 . tUhen;::~lamenta,/Etections of1991, 1994 and 1998 (pcrcent). 
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Comment: The party m1t1als stnnd for. v - Le arty,_: _ 
m = Conservalives, kd = Christian Democrats, rnp = ,.,reens, nyd - New Democracy. 
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Table 4.5 Unweighted Vote Distribution in Valu Cnmpared to the Official Outcome of 
thc Referendum 011 Swedish Memberhip in thc Europcan Union in 1994 (percent) 

unweighted 
result in Valu officinl election 

Chilicc 1994 outcome in 1994 differcnce. 
Yes 57, 1 52,3 +4,8 

No 41,7 46,8 -5 , l 

Blank 1,2 0,9 +0,3 

sum percent 100,0 100,0 

percent no answer 2 

average difference 3,4 

maximum difference -5,1 No 

An acceptable although not particularly remarkable accuracy. The 
corresponding values for the average discrepancy per party are usually around 
0.5 per cent in the SOM studies as well as in the Election studies. As regards the 
European Parliament elections, the election surveys have shown somewhat 
greater discrepancies per party, around 1 per cent on average, i.e. approximately 
the same leve] of accuracy as the Valu studies achieved in the EU Parliament 
elections. 

When considering the factors that can lay behind the e1rnrs in Valu's party 
statistics, it is useful to study the outcomes for the different parties. Such an 
analysis reveals certain consistent tendencies. The Social Democrats election 
results have for instance been underestimated in every Valu, at most in the 1998 
parliamentary election by as much as -4.4 percentage points. The Centre Party's 
votes have also been consistently underestimated in Valu; the greatest 
discrepancy was noled in the European Parliament elections in 1995 at -1.8 
percentage points. Four pa11ies tend to obtain excessively high figures in Valu's 
unweighted results - the Moderates, the Liberal Pm1y, the Left Party and the 
Green Party. The Moderate Party's clection results bave been overestimated in 
all Valu studies except one, that carried out in the European Parliament elections 
in 1999. The Liberal Party, the Left Party and the Green Party have all received 
too high figures in all Valu studies. On average, Valu has overestimated the 
election results by somewhat more than one percentage point form, fp and v and 
somewhat under one percentage point for mp. 

The systematic nature of the errors indicates that there may be a few, observable 
underlying factors. The underestimation of the Centre Party can for instance be 
explaincd by Valu's selection of election districts and post offices resulting in 
some underrepresentation of voters in rural areas. The underrepresentation of 
older voters in Valu can also be a factor underlying the low Centre party votes. 
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The Centre Party has its greatest support among older voters. The systematic 
underrepresentation of the Social Democrats is aJso probably related to older 
voters being underrepresented in Valu. The Social Democrats also have their 
strongest support among older voters. Moreover, the underrepresentation of 
manual workers in Valu is also an important factor. Class v ting has diminished 
in Sweden although workers are still the Social Democrals' strongest supporters 
in the electorate. 

The four parties (m, fp v mp) whose election results arc usually overe timated 
in Valu 's unweighted figures all have in common that during lhe I 990s they 
often had their strongest support among young voters and a weaker suppo11 
among older voters. Young voters tend to be overrepresentcd ia Valu studies 
whilc older voters are uaderrepresented. Two of the parties (m, fp) also have a 
relatively strong support among white-collar employee , which, as weU as 
younger voters tend to be ovcrrepresented in Valu. We are not talking about any 
dramatic effects or major indications of error but the social bias in the 
composition of Valu respondents have had some consequences: The 
underrepresentation of elderly persons and manual workers and the 
overreprcsentation of younger people and white-collar employees has led to the 
Social Dernocrats and Centre Party being underestimated while the Moderate 
Party, the Liberal Party, the Left Party and the Green Party have been somewh.at 
overestimated. 

The overrepresentation of white-collar employees and younger voters in Valu 
can also be one of the explanations for the fäet that the Valu studies display 
somewhat too high proportions of people who voted for particular candidates. 
The differences are not great although white-collar employees and younger 
voters voted for particular candidates to a somewhat greater extent than manual 
workers and the elderly in the first election in 1998 where it was possible to vote 
for particular candidates. The interna! non-response to the question on voting for 
individual candidates is not a major problem in the Valu measurements. The 
proportion of respondents who have not answered the question on voting for 
individual candidates in Valu has been at most 5 per cent in the 1998 
parliamentary election and only 2 per cent in the European Parliament elections 
in 1995 and 1999. Some other factor must be the main reason why the 
proportion of those voting for individual candidates have tended to be 
overrepresented in Valu. This overestimation has been 5, 9 and 2 percentage 
points respectively in the studies in 1995, 1998 and 1999. There is no 
corresponding overrepresentation in the Election studies or in the 1998 SOM 
study. 

V ALU - SWEDISH EXIT POLLS 33 

An _evident _ex~l~nation_ for the s1ight overestimation of the proportion of people 
votm~ for md1v.1du_als m Valu_ could _be tbat it is easier to continue and put a 
cros_s m bo~es out ide the p~llrng station if you have already done 50 in ide the 
pollmg Slatwn. Persons _putti~g a cross by the name of an individual candidate 
are ~ore comfortable m usmg a pen inside the polling stations as well as 
outs1de, and they are therefore somewhat overrepresented in the Valu studies. 

The results in Tables 4.6 and ~:7 show how Valu has functioned with regard to 
measurement of two key pohtJcal variables - how much tru t t h · I' · · d I s vo ers ave m 
po 1t1c1ans a~ 10w voters' place lhemselves on U1e ideol.ogical. fefl-right scale 
The ~ropo~1on of pe?ple wbo skipped the trust question and the ideolo~ 
questJon w1th_out markmg any response alternative is small, only between 2 and 
? per_cent. It 1s not real_ly correct_here to talk about interna! non-response since it 
1s qu~te nat_u~a_l to avo1d answcnng questions if one has no opinion as regards 
trust !n po~t1c1ans_ or any idea of where one stands on the Jeft-right scale. The 
q~esllons . o_ not mclude any explicit don't know alternative, so respondents 
w1thout opm1ons cannot do otherwise than not answer them. 

Neither is there any reality to compare the results with T t d I ft · h . . . . . rus an e -ng t 
pos1t10n are att1tudes m peoples' heads, not conduct that can be registered 
externally. _What can be done, however, is to campare the Valu results with the 
correspondmg result from the Electoral studies and the SOM stud" I th 
El · d" . 1es. n e 

ectlo~ stu ies and m the 1?98 SOM study, the confidence question has been 
asked m t~e same way as m Valu. Valu's Ieft-right question is formulated 
exactly as m the SOM studies. 

Table 4.6 Trust in Politicians (percent) 

Q11estion: "Generally speaking, how much trust do you have in Swedish politicians?" 

Parllamentary Election 
European Parliament 

Election 
Trust 1991 1994 1998 1995 1999 
very !arge 5 4 3 4 3 
fairly large 40 42 38 41 40 
fairl y small 42 42 44 41 43 
very small 13 12 15 14 14 
sum percent 100 100 100 100 100 
percent no answer 4 5 2 2 3 
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Table 4.7 Left-Right Self-Placemeot (perceot) 

Questio11: "Sometimes people talk of political opinions in terms of left-right. Where 
would you place yourself?" 

European Parliament 
Parliamenta!]'. Election Referendum Election 

Idcological ~osition 1991 1994 1998 1994 1995 1999 
clearly to the left 14 16 17 13 17 16 
somewhat to the left 20 24 24 24 26 25 
neither left nor right 26 26 21 28 22 21 
somewhat to the right 25 21 24 22 23 24 

clearl)'. to the riiht 15 13 14 13 12 14 
sum percent 100 100 100 100 100 100 
percent no answer 6 7 3 6 3 2 

The results are very encouraging, in particular with regard to measurement of 
voters' left-right selq:,lacements. The outcome of Valu with an overweight for 
the right in the 1991 election and an overweight for the left in the 1994 and 1998 
elections were found in the SOM studies too. The differences are also very 
small ifwe look at the proportion ofvoters who placed themselves on the left or 
on the right in both studies, at most 3 percentage points and at least O percentage 
points. Thus Valu and SOM have arrived at the same result when the studies 
have been carried out at approximately the same time in conjunction with 
parliamentary elections. Most SOM questionnaires have been answered during 
the monlh ofOctober after every elcction. 

The correspondence between Valu's and the Election Study's result with regard 
to trust in politicians is also reasonably good. However, there is a systematic 
difference for all the elections studied, with the exception of the study in 
conjunction with the European Parliament elections in 1999, which means that 
the degree of distrust in politicians is on average -4 percentage points lower in 
Valu than in the Election studies (the proportion of very or fairly low trust 
combined). When trust was measured in SOM in 1998, the result was almost 
exactly the same as in the election investigation, which means that the 
proportion of voters with a high leve! of distrust in politicians tends to be rather 
higher in election investigations and in SOM studies than in Valu. A very simple 
but reasonable explanation for this difference might be that it is easier to express 
lack of trust in politicians a week or a few weeks after polling day as is the case 
in the Election and SOM studies than on the election day itself outside the 
polling station where one has just voted, as is the case in Valu. The difference in 
the proportion of voters who express distrust in politicians in Valu and in the 
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Election and SOM studies shall thus not be interpreted as if any result is more 
true than any other. It is highly probable that both sets of results are correct at 
the time ofmeasurement. We know from other studies that the degree oftrust in 
parties and politicians tends to be higher in election years than at mid-term. It is 
very probable that the electors' trust in politicians is higher on polling day than 
a week or two weeks later when the post-election discussion is in progress and 
voters are having afterthoughts. 

The summary can be made very simple. The accuracy of Valu's measurements 
of political attitudes and behaviour is fully acceptable and in many cases 
surprisingly good. Valu has some problems as regards social background 
conditions. The non-response rate is sometimes fairly high and there is a 
systematic underrepresentation of older electors and manual workers and a 
systematic overrepresentation of younger voters and white-collar employees. A 
consequence ofthis distortion is that Social Democrats and the Centre Party tend 
to be somewhat underrepresented in Valu's unweighted raw data while 
Moderates, the Liberal Party, the Left Party and the Green Party tend to be 
overrepresented. However, we are not talking about any dramatic indications of 
error, on average only 1-2 percent's deviations from the election results. This is 
something we can live with in unweighted raw data, in particular as we can take 
it into consideration in conclusions and analyses. 

D 
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Chapter 5 

Voting Behaviour According to Valu 

The main purpose of the Valu studies is to enable fast analyses of voting 
behaviour on polling day. Anno dazumal, before ex.it polis, all we really knew 
was how the votes were distributed geographically. We could show and 
speculate about electoral trends in, for instance, Norrland or in areas of high 
unemployment. The analytical technique was a sirnplified version of ecological 
election analysis. In the abscnce of anything better we concentrated our 
attentioo on other things than voting behaviour, for instance, lhe uncounted 
Sunday posta! votes that could change the result of the e!ection by one or rnore 
tenths of a percent. 

Of course we discussed the factors that were really important for how people 
voted more theoretically but ollen in a void since we did not have access to any 
up-to-the-minute information. On election night, we did not know how different 
social groups voted or about the swings between parties, the role of the party 
leaders or the most irnportant issues for the votcrs. Wc were not completely in 
the dark, however. Opinion polis carried out before the election were available 
as well as knowledge about voting behaviour in previous clcctions. Many 
pattems in voting behaviour are repeated from election to elcction. However, 
there is no doubt that the introduction ofthe Valu studies meant a revolution for 
those ofus who are responsible for cornmenting on and explaining the hows and 
whys of election results. Simply being able to know and discuss simple thiogs 
such as how men and women, young and old persons, manual workers and self­
employed voted and switched parties, and the issues that they regarded as 
important, is a radical improvement. The commentaries become much more 
concrete., at the same time as there is less scope for wishful thinking and 
speculation. The reprcsentatives of the parties and others cannot interpret the 
election results un.checked as it suits them, overstating the importance of 
electoral successes and explaining away losses. The Valu results provide a 
framework that restricts the opportunities for propagandistic or idiosyncratic 
interpretations of election results. 
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In the following pages, we present some results from the Valu studies that 
illuslrate their usefulness botb as regards analysing Swedjsh voting behaviour 
and in providiog a basis for commenting on the elections. We concentratc on 
five key phenomena - tloating voters the correlation between social group and 
cboice of party, issue voting, important is ues for voters and the importance of 
party leaders. The results have bceo obtained from all of the Valu studies with 
some concentration on the most recent studies in conjunctioo with the 1998 
Swedish Parliamentary Election and tbe European Parliament election in 1999. 
In a number of cases time series covering the whole of the l 990s are present ed. 

The increased readiness to cbange parties in the electorate is one of the most 
important changes chat have taken place among Swedish voters. The series of 
Election studies thal go back to the 1950s show a long-term increased trend 
towards a greater willingness to witch parties betwcen elections which has 
accelerated during the 1990s. Coupled with this devclopment, there is a 
tendency for the election campaign to become more important. This is shown by 
many voters postponing their decision about which party to vote for until the 
final spurt before the election. In the I 950s and 1960s at most around I 0-15 
percent of the voters changed party and most of them (75-80 percent) decided 
which party to vote for a long time before the election campaigo tarted. The 
picture is quite different today. The Valu results in tables 5.1 and 5.2 and Figurc 
5.1 show - as do the Election urveys - that the electorate is much more mobile 
and uncertain in the 90s. 

The proportion of voters who state thal they had decided which party to vote for 
a loog lime in advance has fallen to around 50 percent in tlie l 990s in 
ParHamentary Elections and to only 40 percent in European Parliament 
elections. Young voters, in particular tend to make up their minds late. 
Pensioners have often known for a long time how they are going to vote. 
However the proportion of late deciders is also increasing a.mong lhe oldesL 
voters. The difference between men and women is small although a somewhat 
higher proportion of womeo dccide later tban men. ew, small parties tend to 
have a greater proportion oftheir voters who decide later (nyd, mp, kd, fp). They 
live dangerously during election campaigns. The final spurt before the election 
can be crucial whether the outcome will be a success or a fiasco for tbem. 
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Table 5.1 Time of Party Choice (percent) 

Question: "When did you decide how to vote in the parliamentary election?" 

Parliamenta~ Election 
lime of (!Br!}:'. choice 1991 1994 1998 
today 11 12 12 

during the last week 16 16 20 

earlier <luring the election campaign 18 16 18 

knew since long how I would vote 55 55 50 

sum percent 100 IDO IDO 

percent no answer 4 2 

Table 5.2 Time ofVote Decision in the 1994 Referendum (percent) 

Queslion: "When did you decide how to vote in the referendum?" 

European Parliament 
Election 

1995 1999 
19 18 

24 24 

16 18 

41 40 

IDO 100 

2 I 

lime of decision Referendum 
today 

<luring last week 

earlier <luring the campaign 

earlier in the year 

knew since long how I would vote 

sum percent 

percent no answer 

11 

21 

13 

19 

36 

100 
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Figure 5.1 Party Changers and Ticket-splitters in the Elections in 1991, 1994 and 1998 
(percent) 
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Comment: Party changers have been defined as voters who switched party between the 
parliamentary elections in 1988-91, in 1991-94 and in 1994-98. Ticket-splitters are voters 
who indicated that they voted for different parties in the parliamenllry and local elections. 

The new readiness to change among voters expressed as tbe proportion of party 
changers or the proportion of ticket splitters is aJso clearly shown in the Valu 
material. Approximately 25-27 percent of the voters in the Valu studies state 
that they voted for another party in the previous Parliamentary Election. The 
proportion of persons who indicate that they voted for different parties in 1J1e 
parliamentary and lhe local g6vemment elections is somewhat lower, between 
21 and 24 percent. When the system with a common polling day was introduced 
in Sweden at the 1970 election, only 6 percent of the voters were ticket-splitters. 
Tickel-splilling has increased markedly among Swedish voters . One 
interpretation may be tl1at voters have deliberately started to make use of the 
opportunity to send differing ignals offered by the common polling day. 

The Valu results also reveal the pattem ofmovement among party changers - the 
parties they have abandoned and those they have switcbed to. The results in 
Table 5.3 summarises what the swings between the parties looked like at the 
1998 Parliamentary Elections. The analysis is based on information from the 
voters on how lhcy voted in the two Parliamcntary Elcction in 1994 and 1998. 
We can study the parties' gain and losses from and lo eacb other and how well 
the parties succeed among first-time voters (those not entitled to vote in 1994). lt 
should perhap be borne in mind U1at there is one important piece of information 
we cannot obtain from Valu, which is how much the different parties lost to 
non-voting. People who do not vote are not includcd in exil polls. 
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Table 5.3 Party Change Between the Parliamentary Elections in 1994 and 
1998 (percent) 

party choice in pnrtv choice in 1998 
sum 1994 m C fp kd V mp other perccnt 

m 79 I 3 13 2 I 0 I 100 
C 7 58 4 17 5 3 4 2 100 
fp 16 3 53 15 7 3 2 1 100 
kd 7 2 3 80 3 2 2 2 101 
s 3 1 1 3 77 12 2 1 100 
V 2 I I I 13 76 5 2 101 
mp 5 6 4 7 7 14 56 1 100 
other 16 2 2 Il 10 9 8 43 101 

blank 25 2 4 Il 25 18 8 6 99 
non-voting 23 2 5 10 25 21 7 6 99 
not eligible to vote 27 4 7 7 22 20 12 2 101 

The party initials: v - Left Party, s - Social Democrats, c = Center Party, fp = Liberals, 
m = Conservatives, kd = Christian Democrats, mp = Green!\ nyd = New Democracy. 

Commenl: Results from the 1998 Valu Study. Information on party choice in 1994 is based on 
a recall question. Pcl'ccnt no answcr was 3. 

The election wings in 1998 illustrate very we-11 lhat bloc polit ics sti ll plays a 
vcry important role for how voters change paities. The major part of all changes 
between the 1994 and 1998 eleclions were within blocs. The Christian 
Dcmocrats and the Left Party, the two parties that gained most in the 1998 
election, won most of their votes within their own ·blocs. The Christian 
Democrats won most votes form m, c and fp and very few from s and v. The 
converse applied to the Left Party which gained most votes from the Social 
Democrats and only a very few votes from the non-sociali_st parties. The drop in 
support for the Green Party consists mostly of vote losses to the Left Party, i.e. 
another party in the Govemment bloc. 

The results for first-time voters are remarkable insofar as only one of the two 
victor parties in 1998 was really successful in winning votes among the 
youngest voters. The Len Party, together with the Moderales, the Liberal Party 
and the Green Party, clearly gained more support among first-time voters than 
among older voters. The Christian Democrats on the other hand together with 
the Social Democrats and the Center Party, obtained more voter among older 
elcctors. The Christian Democra.ts were most successful in 1998 among older 
voters. 
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As regards the analysis of why Swedish voters vote as they do, occupation still 
is one of the most important factors. While dass voting has diminished, it still 
exists and the level has not fallen during the 1990s. 

The Valu results in Table 5.4 underline the conclusion that dass voting is still 
important in Sweden and it has not fallen during the past decade. This analysis 
shows how members in different trade union organizations voted in the 
Parliamentary Elections <luring the 1990s but also how employers voted. 

Table 5.4 Party Choice Among Trade Union Members and Among Self-Employed 
(percent) 

Group 
blue collar members 
(LO) 
1991 
1994 
1998 

white collar members 
(TCO) 
1991 
1994 
1998 

academic members 
(SACO) 
1991 
1994 
1998 

self-employed 
1991 
1994 
1998 

party choice in parliamenlary elections 
m c fp kd s v mp nyd other 

9 
9 
8 

6 
4 
4 

26 7 
22 6 
22 S 

33 5 
30 4 
30 4 

44 5 
50 5 
45 6 

5 
3 
2 

4 56 9 2 
2 66 10 4 
7 53 21 4 

Il 7 32 7 
10 4 43 7 
7 12 33 14 

24 6 14 6 
18 5 25 9 
12 12 20 13 

Il 7 15 2 
11 5 18 S 
7 15 14 6 

3 
7 
6 

8 
8 
7 

4 
s 
5 

7 
l 

6 
0 

4 
l 

11 
I 

2 
I 
2 

0 
0 

l 
0 
2 

sum 
percent 

100 
100 
100 

100 
100 
100 

100 
100 
100 

100 
100 
100 

The contrast between how LO (Swedish Trade Union Confederation) members 
and self-employed tend to vote is a very dear illustration of Swedish class 
voting . A very clear majority of LO members vote for the Social Democrats or 
the Left Party (74 percent in 1998) while an equally !arge majority of self­
employed and entrepreneurs vote for the non-socialist parties (73 percent in 
1998). The self-employed and entrepreneurs are one of the Moderate Party's 
strongest support groups; approximately half of them vote Moderate. LO 
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members have similarly been among the most faithful supporters of the Social 
Democratic Party. This was still the case in the 1998 elections although the Left 
Party has started to challenge the Social Democrats among LO members. 
According to Valu, as many as 21 percent of LO members voted for the Left 
Party in 1998, a record high proportion. 

The relative strong support of the Liberal Party among SACO (Swedish 
Confederation of Professional Association) members is worth noting (12 percent 
in 1998). It is still true to call the Liberal Party the "professor's party". Just as 
you can still jokingly call the Liberal Party the Hallsberg1 of the Parties - a 
waiting room for party changers. No party !ost as many party changers in 1998 
as the Liberal Party - as many as 47 percent of the party's votes in 1994 
switched to another party in 1998 (see Table 5.3). The Liberal Party survived in 
Parliament, despite such serious losses, because a smaller number of voters also 
switched to the Liberal Party. 

Table 5.5 Party Choice in Parliamentary Elections Among Voters in the Public and 
Private Sectors (percent) 

Question: "Do/Did you work in a state, local government, or private employment?" 

Sector 
public 
1991 
1994 
1998 

private 
1991 
1994 
1998 

m 

20 
18 
17 

32 
30 
31 

C 

7 
6 
4 

6 
5 
4 

art choice in arliarnentarv clccl ions 
fp kd s v mp 

12 
8 
7 

9 
9 
6 

7 
4 
Il 

5 
3 
Il 

34 
47 
35 

31 
41 
31 

7 
9 
18 

5 
6 
Il 

5 
7 
6 

3 
5 
4 

oyd 

6 

8 
1 

som 
other percent 

2 100 
0 100 
2 100 

I 
0 
2 

100 
100 
100 

Commenl: Percent no answers on the sector question was I I percent in 1991, 13 percent in 
1994 and 7 percent in 1998. 

Categorising people by social groups and classes originated in nineteenth 
century sociology and Marxist theory. The Public Choice school is a more 
modem phenomenon although it also categorises people by group. However, 
class divisions are not primary. What is important instead is the sector that 
people work in - public or private. As regards voting, the lheory is that 
belonging to a sector rather than to a class affects voters' preferenccs. Public 

1 Hallsberg isa well-known Swedish railway junction 
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sector employees vote socialist to save their jobs while those working in the 
private sector vote non-socialist to reduce taxes and reduce the public sector. 
Empirical data have not so far produced any great support for hypotheses of this 
kind. So far, public and privately employed voters do not vote in particularly 
different ways . Voting differences on class lines are still clearly greater than 
voting differences by sector of employment. However, the results in Table 5.5 
show that there is something in the hypothesis about sector voting. Social 
Democrats and the Left Party tend to receive a somewhat stronger support 
among public sector employees while the opposite applies, especially for the 
Moderate Party which has a stronger support among voters in the private sector 
than among those in the public sector. 

A factor that is often forgotten when discussing what affects voting behaviour is 
religion. Church attendance has declined and Sweden is one ofthe world's most 
secularised countries. However, the link between religious comrnitment and 
voting has not disappeared. The old truth that church attenders tend to vote more 
for the non-socialist part_ies than voters who never go to church still holds good. 
The correlation has weakened over time but not in the past few years. 

Table 5.6 Church-going and Party Choice in the Parliamentary Election in 1998 
(percent). 

Question: "How often do you usually attend a religions service?" 

party choice in the 1998 parliamentary election sum 

Church-going m C fp kd s V mp other percent 

at least once a month 15 7 8 39 20 5 5 I 100 
several times a year 25 8 7 16 29 9 5 2 101 
more seldom 26 4 6 8 36 13 5 2 100 
never 26 2 6 5 32 19 7 2 99 

The results in Table 5.6 clearly show that Christian Democrats in particular but 
also the Centre Party receive a markedly stronger support among church-going 
people than among people who seldom or never go to church. The opposite is 
the case in pa,ticular for the Left Party but also for the Social Democrats - they 
gain more support among voters who never attend church than among those who 
regularly attend service . The Christian Democrats are particularly strong among 
the most regular cburcb attenders (39 perccnt voted for the Christian Democrats 
in 1998); here the party has successfully out-competed the Moderate Party 
which only obtained the support of 15 percent in 199 . Valu does not include 
any survey question on the particular church that people attend. However, from 
other surveys we know that Christian Democrats have their absolutely strongest 
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electoral support among free church attenders. According to the Election study, 
somewhat over 60 percent of regular free church attendcrs voted Christian 
Oemocrat in 1998. Church and religion still play an important role for how 
swedish people vote. 

The ~ain issu~s ar the elcct_ion, th~ issues taking up by the party leaders in the 
ele~t1on c~mpa1gns: ~e obv1o~sly 1mportant for how people vote. Voting on the 
basis of 1ssue op1mons has mcreased among Swedish voters. When we ask 
voters in Valu studies about the issues lhal were most important in tbeir choice 
of party most bad no problems in answering the question. ln the J 998 
Parliamentary Election, Valu participants were presented wilh a list of fifteen 
different issues and asked about thc importance of each one for their voting 
prcference. Th~ ran~e of respon e altematives was from live (highly importanl) 
to one (~ery little nnportance) The results in Table 5.7 show that very few 
people d1d not know or were Wlwilling to answer the questions - between 10 
an~ 16 p~rcent - and that the issues Lhat the voters cited as bcing important for 
their cho1ce of party were to a very high extent thc same as those that dominated 
the election discussion in 1998. Unemployment, lhe Economy and the three 
issues tbat were included in the Social Democrats ' election slogan - Hea lth Care 
Social Services and Educati.on - were tbe issue that the voters regarded as mos; 
important in 1998. lssues that were less relevant as key election i sues in 1998 
which were at the bottom of the voters' list, were refugees, the environment, 
EU/EMU and nuclear power. 

In m~ny cases, ~oters from different parties agreed about the rnost irnportant and 
les$ 11~portant 1s,5ues. Voter fi-om all parties tended for in tance Lo ci te public 
educat1on and unemployment as being important for party choice and pensions 
and refugees/immigrants as being less important. However in most cases voters 
from differ~nt parties indicated different issues as being important for how they 
voted. The tssues Lhat motivated voters' choice differed rclatively much belween 
tbe parties. Taxation for instance was an important issue for Moderates (2nd 

plaee) For votcrs who voted for other parties than the Moderates, taxation was 
not among the key issue (from I 01

" to 13th place in the different parties). 
Correspondingly, the environmcnt and nuclcar power were very key for persons 
who voted for the Green Party (1 st and 2nd place) but not for other voters (6th to 
14tl• place). Equal opportunities for women aud men were relatively often cited 
as an important elecloral issue för voters who voted for the Lefl Party (4th place) 
or for the Oree_n Party (5

th 
place). ~oters who voted for any of the other parties 

more seldom c1ted equal opportumhes as an importaat election issue (ih to 13th 

place). The conditions for businesses were cited as important issue by a 
relatively large number of Moderate voters (4th place). Among voters who voted 
for _the Social Democrats the Left Party or the Green Party, the conditions for 
bus111esses came last in lhe ranking order of important issues ( 15th place). ln 
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other words, there is a relatively clear correlation between which 
issues/problems are perceived as important and voting preferentes. However, 
electors are not just affected by the issues that happen to be topical at a 
particular election. The way the Swedish electorate votes is also affected by 
more long-tenn factors such as ideology. Party choice in Sweden is structured to 
a very huge extent by a basic ideological divide that has dominated Swedish 
politics throughout the twentieth century, the left-right dimension. In tenns of 
content, the left-right conflict has applied to many different issues although 
with the focus on questions relating to economic power, the reorganisation and 
financing of social welfare, and social and economic equality. The opinions of 
the electors on issues of this kind are usually very strongly linked to how they 
vote. The strongest connection with party choice is found in the voters' own 
subjective view of their ideological position on the left-right scale. Voters who 
view themselves as being on the left ideologically tend to vote for the Left Party 
or the Social Democrats while voters who regard themselves as being on the 
right tend to vote non-socialist. 

Table 5. 7 Important lssues for the Choice of Party in 1998 (percent) 
Question: "How important were the following issues for you when you choose party in 
todays parliamentary election?" 

percent 
answering very rank position among persons 

important among who voted for: 
Issue all respondents m C fp kd s V mp 

I Education 59 5 I I 2 4 2 3 
2 Employment 58 3 2 3 5 3 I 4 
3 Swedish Economy 57 4 2 7 I 7 10 

4 Health Care 55 7 3 4 1 2 3 7 
5 Elderly Care 46 9 5 6 3 5 6 9 
6 Child Care 43 11 10 8 6 6 5 8 

7 Law and Order 40 6 9 9 4 9 13 12 
8 Gender Equality 36 13 11 7 11 7 4 5 
9 Taxes 36 2 13 10 10 10 Il 13 

10 Conditions for Private Business 32 4 7 5 8 14 15 15 
11 Pensions 32 12 12 12 9 8 10 14 
12 Energy and Nuclear Power 30 8 8 13 12 Il 12 2 

13 EU/EMU 28 10 14 Il 13 13 8 6 
14 Environment 27 14 16 15 14 12 9 1 
15 Refugees 19 15 15 14 15 15 14 11 

Comment: The 15 issues were introduced to the respondents. The number of response altematives was 
five. Percent no answers varied between I O and 16 percent for the different issues. 
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The strong correlation between subjective left-right position and party choice 
can also be found in the Valu material. Expressed in statistical terms, with the 
aid of a measure called eta that can vary between 0.00 and 1.00, the correlation 
between voters' left-right position and party preference in the 1998 
Parliamentary Election was an impressive 0.81. The corresponding result from 
the 1998 Election study is in the same range (eta = 0.78). The same applies to 
the SOM survey in 1998 (eta=0.79). The results in table 5.8 illustrate, based on 
Valu data and percentage analysis, how clear the left-right correlation is and 
how little this has changed <luring the 1990s. The analysis shows the ideological 
identification of voters from different parties in the I 991, 1994 and 1998 
elections. 

Moderate voters have consistently (90 percent) placed themselves on the righl. 
Left Party voters have correspondingly been idcologically homogcnous on the 
lett Around 90 percent of Left Party voters have said that they regard 
themselve as being on the left in every election. Tbe voter of other parties are 
ideologically rather more fragmcnted although a clear majority of Liberal Party 
(50-62 percent) and Christian Democrat (56-63 percent) vote.rs regard 
themselves as being ideologically on the rigbt and an cven clearcr majority of 
Social Democrats view themselves as bei.ng on the left (67-72 percent). Centre 
Party or Green Party voters tend to view themselves as being in the centre oron 
the right (Centre Party) or in the centre or on the le.ft (Green Party). During the 
1990s, the proportion of Centre voters who regard themselves as being 
ideologicaUy on the right has fallen somewhat whilc the proportion of Green 
Party voters who regard thcmsclves as bcing on the lcft has incrcascd. 

The ideological polarisation in the 1998 clcction appcars clearly in thc rcsults. In 
Valu the proportion of voters who placc themselve on the len i highest ever 
among Social Democrats, the Left Party and the Green Party. In the same way, 
the proportion of Moderates, Liberal Party voters and Christian Democrats wbo 
place themselves on the right is highest ever in Valu 1998. All rumours about 
the death of the left-right dimension among the Swedish voters are very 
exaggeratcd. 
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Table 5.8 
The Positioning of Party Voters on the Left-Right Scale (percent) 

election sum 11ercent 
left neither nor rigbt 

11arty year 
]00 9 90 

1991 88 100 m 1994 11 100 8 91 
1998 

SI 42 100 
1991 7 

45 100 C 7 48 1994 
50 37 100 

1998 13 

9 31 60 100 
1991 100 fp 37 so 
1994 13 100 
1998 10 28 62 

56 100 
6 38 1991 100 kd 3 34 63 

1994 65 100 
1998 5 30 

29 4 100 
1991 67 

4 100 s 
1994 69 27 

100 23 s 
1998 72 

6 0 ]00 
94 1991 100 

V 9 l 
1994 90 100 7 l 
1998 92 

100 43 14 
1991 43 100 mp 46 9 
1994 45 

8 100 
1998 54 38 

26 40 100 
all respondents 1991 34 34 100 

1994 40 26 100 
21 38 

1998 41 

· · l · hich is strongly linked in 
The EMU issue is a new controversi_al pol~ttca issueg wvoters People on the left 

. . h 1 ft ·ght dimension amon · . 
terms of opinion to t e c -n b h. wh1·1e those on the nght are . S d. h EMU-mem ers 1p . 
tend to be negative to a w~ is b the electors' left-right opimon and 
often positive. The correlat1on (r) . e:e:~u referendum was 0.48 in the yalu 
whether they would _vote yes or no m that the EMU issuc also has a relat1vely 
survey. The results m Table 5.9 show 1th h not as strongly as left-right 

• ·th rty preference a oug • d 
clear correlation w1 ~a . sition on the EMU mainly recrmte 
ideology. The four parties w1th a clear ~o . A clear majority of Moderate 
voters who shared their respective_~arty s ~~;- embership while as cleara 
and Liberal Party voters were positive to m . 
majority of Left Party and Green Party voters were negative. 

I 
J 

\ 

I 
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Table 5.9 How to Vote in a Future EMU-referendum? (percent) 

Questlon: "If there is a referendum on a Swedish membership in EMU, how would you 
vote?'' 

sum 
)'.e5 no don't know percent 

all respondents 39 41 20 100 

party choice 1998 
m 73 13 14 100 
C 25 50 25 100 
fp 66 14 20 100 
kd 41 38 21 100 
s 27 49 24 100 
V 12 72 16 100 
mp 11 74 15 100 
other 25 55 20 100 

gender 
female 30 46 24 100 
male 49 36 15 100 

age 
18-21 32 39 29 100 
22-30 38 40 22 100 
31-64 41 41 18 100 
65+ 40 43 17 100 

Comment: The results are from Valu 98. Percent no answer was 2. 

However, the wait-and-see parties' voters were split betweeo those in favour and 
those againsl EMU. According to the Valu results, the majority of Centre Party 
and Social Democrat voters were negative to EMU membership wl1ile a slight 
majority of Christian Democrat voters were positive. 

The explosive force of the EMU issue among voters - its importance for party 
choice and party switcbing - can be illustrated by studying floating voters in the 
1998 Parliamentary Elections or at the European Parliament election in 1999. In 
the l 998 Parliamentary Elections, for instance, the tendency to leave the old 
party from 1994 and chaoge lo anothcr was clearly greater among volers whose 
opinion on EMU differed from that oftheir party than a.mong tbose who shared 
their party.'s position on EMU. Among the few EMU opponents in the Moderate 
Party and the Liberal Party, as many as 39 and 65 percent respectivcly changed 
to another party in 1998. The corresponding change proportions were only 16 
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and 40 percent among Moderates and Liberal Party voters who were positive to 
EMU. In the same way as many as 39 and 66 percent respectively of the Left 
Party 's and the Green Party's small number of EMU supporters changed to 
another party in 1998, compared with only 22 and 35 percent respectively 
among Left Party and Green Party EMU opponents. The pattern that the EMU 
issue contributed to the structuring of party preferences in 1998 is especially 
visible if we look at how first time voters behaved. Among first time voters, as 
many as 64 percent voted for the Moderates or the Liberal Party. Only 14 
percent supported the Left Party or the Green Party. Among first time voters 
who were negative to EMU the picture was completely the opposite. As many as 
48 percent voted for the Left Party or the Green Party while only 11 percent 
voted Moderate or Liberal. 

The same pattern can be seen in the European Parliament elections in 1999 
although it is even more marked. Among Moderate and Liberal Party voters who 
were critical of EMU as many as 74 and 71 percent changed party in the 
European Parliament elections compared with the 1998 Parliamentary Elections. 
A large proportion of the changers moved to the Left Party or the Green party. 
These are flows that have been very unusual in Sweden until now (see Table 
5.10). 

A majority ofprevious Left and Green Party voters who were in favour ofEMU 
(58 and 61 percent respectively) no longer supported their party from the 
Parliamentary Election in 1998. They had changed to another party, often the 
Social Democratic Party or the Liberal Party. However, very few of the Left 
Party and Green Party voters against the EMU who participated in the European 
Parliament election, left their parties, only 18 and 22 percent respectively. 

The number of 18-year-old first-time voters in 1999 is very few in Valu, only 
some sixty people which makes the results statistical uncertain. However,among 
these few 18-year-olds we can notice av very strong correlation between attitude 
to EMU and party preference. Among the 18-year-old EMU supporters who 
voted in 1999, no fewer than 72 percent voted Moderate or Liberal. Only 7 
percent of this group voted for the Left Party or the Green Party. Among 18-
year-old EMU opponents, the voting pattern was entirely the opposite. As many 
as 73 percent supported the Left Party or the Green Party in contrast to only 3 
percent who supported the Liberal Party and none voted Moderate. Extremely 
strong correlations of this kind are unusual in electoral research. There is no 
doubt that the EMU issue, reinforced by the link to the left-right dimension, 
played a role for how voters voted in the 1998 Parliamentary Election as well as 
in the European Parliament election in 1999. 
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Table 5.10 Opinion on EMU-membersh" 
of' 1.998 and 1999 (percent) lp and Change of Party between the Elections 

party choice 
in the 
parliomeurn.ry EMU-

party choice in the EU 

elcclion in 1998 opinion 
enrliorucnlru-y election in 1999 suru oumberof m C fp kd s V mp other perceot respondents 

m yes 75 I 16 5 2 1 0 0 100 no 26 7 17 8 4 1320 
20 17 I 100 136 

C yes 8 61 19 6 4 0 2 0 100 no 2 58 6 3 4 84 
14 13 0 100 125 

fp yes 8 2 82 5 2 
5 

0 I 0 100 383 no 3 29 Il 3 24 26 0 101 66 
kd yes 22 4 21 46 4 I 2 0 100 no I 9 9 40 4 

312 
16 20 100 224 

$ yes 4 2 10 79 2 I no I 2 0 99 783 I 53 30 13 0 101 726 
V yes 10 4 33 42 9 0 no I 100 79 0 4 82 11 0 100 672 
mp yes 0 7 35 2 15 2 39 0 100 46 no 0 I 3 2 I 14 77 I 99 275 
not eligible yes 48 0 24 0 21 7 to vote 0 0 100 no 0 3 3 3 14 52 

29 
21 3 99 29 

Comment: The group "not eligible to vote" · 
come from Valu 99. compme persons 17-18 years old in 1998. The results 

f-Iowever, p01Ling day is nol just ideolo d . 
leading politicians also play a role The gy an rssues. Party !caders and other 
effect in the 1985 election when the Lib~;:,t ;:cent exampl~ is th~ Westerberg 
few weeks during the election cam ai n . rty almost tripled its votes in a 
a fresh political facc in TV The Mp lp ~er Bengt ~ esterberg had appeared as 
election in 1999 may be an~ther ex:: ,:u a~en effect IO _the European Parliament 
p~rsonal popularity helped increase iJ1e' Lil:~ur she r not_ a party lcader. Her 
dtfferent pulling power of party lead m vote c_ons1derably. The very 
conjunction with lhe 1998 Parliam:~tacan be s~en m our Valu resul.t. In 
respondents directly about the i ry Elecllon, we asked the Valu 
choice of party The proport·o mphortance that the party leadcr had bad for thcir 

• • • 1 n w o answcred very great · . 
drstmctly between the differem part I d ( unportance vaned very 

Y ea ers see Table 5.11 ). 
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Amoog voters who supported the Christian Democrats and Moderates almo t a 
third said tlmt Alf Svensson (kd) (31 percent) and Carl Bildt (m) (26 pcrcenL) 
had been very important for their party preference. The corresponding scores 
and percentage share for Göran Persson (s) were much lower, onJy 12 percent. 
However, this was not the worst result in 1998, Lars Leijonborg /fp) and Lennart 
Daleus (c) had even lower ratings. Only 7 percent of Liberal Party voters said 
that Leijonborg was very important for how they voted. Amoog Centre Party 
voters an even smaller proportion indicated that the party leader had been very 
important for their choice of party, only 6 percent. 

Table 5.11 The Importance of Party Leaders in the Parliamentary Election in 1998 
(percent) 

Question: "What importance bad the party leader for your choice of party today?" 

Party leader 

Alf Svensson (kd) 
Carl Bildt (m) 
Gudrun Schyman (v) 
Göran Persson (s) 
Språk.rör (mp) 
Lars Leijonborg (fp) 
Lennart Daleus (c) 

percent answering 
very !arge 

among voters 
for each party leader 

31 
26 
17 
12 
7 
7 
6 

Co111me111: The q11es1ion had live response altematives from very !arge to very small importance. The 
Greens hod two •·språkrör" acting as parallell party Jeaders. 

The concluding remark on our walk among Valu tables can be made simple. 
Swedish voting behaviour according to Valu does not differ from Swedish 
voting behaviour according to more tried and tested methods of investigation. 
Valu data is very useful for its main purpose, that is providing data for analysis 
of voting behaviour and to explain the outcome of eleclions. And there is a very 
important advantage. The data is available while events are happening on 
eleotion nigbt. It is difficult to think of being withoul exil poll data when 
covering elections these days. An election night without Valu would be to retum 
to the old foggy days of yesterday when clection nighl coverage consisted more 
of speculations than of analyses. 

D 
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Appendix 1 

Questionnaire Valu 1999 

Al Sveriges Television, we wa111 the elec/101111igl,1 broadcas/ 011 TV ro reflecl 1he opinio,s of 
the voters. We are therefare aski11g yo11 to answer f/,is q11estio1111aire by crassi11g the 
appropriate boxes. You slrould 1101 p11t your 11a111e, 011 1/ie q11estio1111oire since you are to be 
1111011ymo11s ro us. 11,e res11/ts will 011/y be reponcd {11 fig11res. No 011e eon Ji11d 0111 l,ow you 
l111ve a11swered. lfyo11 ji11d it difficult ro a11swer 011y q11e.~tio11, /cave it a11d go 011 ro tl,e 11e,:,.1 
q11es1io11. Tha11k yo11 for helpi11g you us protlttce a good electio11 broadcast an TV! 

1: Are you a woman or a man? 
Woman ... .□ 1 Man ... .□ 2 

2: What year were you born in? 
Year I I I 9 I I i 

3: Whnt party did you vote for today? 
Modem te Party ................... ....... .. .0 J 
Centre Party .................................. □ 2 
Liberal Party ......... ...................... -□ 3 
Christian Dcmocrats .......... ......... .. □ 4 
Social Democrats ........ .... ..... ......... □ 5 
Lcft Party ...................................... □ 6 
Green Party .. .. .. ............................. □ 7 
Othcr Party .............. ................. .. ... □ !Il 
Blank ............................................. □ 82 

4: Did you use the opportunity to vote fora particular candidate on your ballot? 
Yes □ I No 02 

5: When did you decide how you werc going to vote in the EU Parliament cleclion? 
Today ............................................ □ I 
During che past wcck .................... □ 2 
Earlier during the election campaign □ 3 
I lave known fora long time 

bow I was going lo vote ..... O 4 
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6: Wbat party did you vote for in tbe 1998 Parliamentary Election? 
Moderate Party ....................... .. ... .□ 1 
Centre Party .................................. □ 2 
Liberal Party .......... ... ..... ... ....... ..... □ 3 
Christian Democrats ............... ... ... □ 4 
Social Democrats .......................... □ 5 
Left Party ...... .............................. .. □ 6 
Green Party ... .......................... .... .. □ 7 
Other Party ............ ..... ......... .... ...... □ 81 
Blank ...... ................... ................. ... □ 82 
Did not vote ............................ .. .... □ 83 
Not entitled to vote in 1998 .... ...... □ 84 

7: What party did you vote for in the EU Parliament election in 1995? 
Moderate Party····················- · · ·· ··.□ I 
Centre Party .. .... .............. .. ... ... ...... □ 2 
Liberal Party ................... ..... ........ . □ 3 
Christian Democrats ... ....... : .... .. ... .□ 4 
Social Democrats ......... ..... ............ □ 5 
Left Party ...... ..... .. ... .. .. ..... ..... : ... .... □ 6 
Green Party ...... .................... ....... .. D 7 
Other Party .................................... □ 81 
Blank .............. .... ............. ... ... : ....... □ 82 
Did not vote ..... .................... ... ...... □ 83 
Not entitled to vote in 1995 .... ...... □ 84 
Not sure (can't remember) 

whether/how I voted ......... .□ 85 

8: What party would you vote for if it was a Parliamentary Election today? 
Moderate Party ..................... ....... . □ l 
Centre Party ... ....................... .... .... □ 2 
Liberal Party ........................... .... . . □ 3 
Christian Democrats .......... .. ......... □ 4 
Social Democrats .................... ..... .□ 5 
Left Party ...................................... □ 6 
Green Party .... ..... ......... ........ ... ...... □ 7 
Other Party ..... ... ........ ... .......... ....... □ 8 

9: How would you vote ifthere was a referendum on Swedish membership in EMU? 
Y es to Swedish membership in EMU D 1 
No to Swedish membership in EMU D 2 
Don 't know/Have no opinion....... D 3 

10: Do you think it would be positive or negative if the EU developed into a federal state, 
a kind ofUnited States ofEurope? 
Verypositive ...................... ........... □ 1 
Fairly positive ... .... .. .... ........ .. ...... . .□ 2 
Neither positive nor negative ...... .□ 3 
Fairly negative ......................... .... .□ 4 
Very negative .. ...................... .. ..... .□ 5 
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11: Do you lhink that weden should 1 
Sweden sbould leave EU .............. □ 1 eave EU or remain a member of EU? 
Sweden should stay in E U .......... .. □ 2 
No opinion on Lhi issue ..... .. ........ □ 3 

12: Sometimes people talk ofpolitical O • • • 
place yourself? pmions m terms of left-right. Where would you 

Clearly on the left ......... : .. ............ .□ 1 
Somewhat to the left .................... .□ 2 
Neither left nor right ....... ... .. ...... .. .□ 3 
Somewhat to the right... ... ........ .... .□ 4 
Clearly on the right .. ...... ..... ......... .□ 5 

13: Gencrally speaking, ho111 much trust do you h . S . 
Very grca l .............. ........... ...... ...... □ 1 ave m Wed1sh politicians? 
Fairly great... ....... ........ ........... ....... O 2 
Fairly small .................. ................ .□ 3 
Very small .... ............... .................. □ 4 

14: How much trust do you have in the decision-makin . 
Very much ................................... .□ 1 g processes m the EU? 
Fairly much .............. ...... .. ........... .□ 2 
Fairly little ........ ... .... .... ....... ... ...... . □ 3 
Very little .. .... .............. ........... ....... O 4 

15: How often do you usually attend a service or a meetin gin a ch h? 
At least once a month .......... ......... □ 1 urc · 
A couple oftimes a year .............. .□ 2 
Less frequently ........... ....... .. .. ...... .□ 3 
Never ..... .... .... .. .... .... ...... ............ .. □ 4 

16: Are you a member of a trade union? 
Y es, a LO union. □ I 
Yes, a TCO union D 2 
Yes, a SACO union D 3 
No ........... .... ...... . 04 

- -- (Tum page here, please continue on the next side) -------------

~7: ~hic.h of these groups do you belong to at present? 
mp oyed ....................... ................................. □ 1 

Work in labour market programme ...... ....... ... □ 2 
Undcrgoing training organised by AMS .. ... .. □ 3 
Undergoing training with assis1ance from 

the special adult education programme □ 4 
Unemployed ..... ....... .. ..... .. ....... ............ .. .. ........ □ 5 
Old age pensioner ......... ..... .......................... ... □ 6 
Disability pensioner.. .............. ............... ......... □ 7 
Working al borne ............................................ O 81 
Student ................... : ..... ..... ........... ....... .......... .. □ 82 
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18: Which of these occupational groups do you/did you belong to? 

White-collar employee ······· ····· ·· ········· ··· ·····- ·· □ I 
White-collar employee with supervisory 

responsibility ... ... .. .. .... ......... ... ... ..... D 2 
White-collar employee with senior executive 

responsibility ... .......... ... .... .......... ... □ 3 
Manual (blue collar) worker. .. ......... ...... ........ . □ 4 
Manual worker with supervisory responsibilit)D 5 
Self-employed manual worker ... ..... ......... ....... D 6 
Farmer: no employee .. ... .. ......... .. ... ....... .. ... .... . D 7 
Farmer: one or more employees ..... ...... .......... D 81 
Self-employed/entrepreneur: no employee ..... □ 82 
Self-employed/entrepreneur: l-9 employees .. □ 83 
Self-employed/entrepreneur: l O or more employees □ 84 
Never been employed .. .. ... .... ..... .. .... ..... .......... D 85 

19: Are/were you employed by the state, local government o r a private employer? 
State .... .. ... ...... ..... ...... ........... ... ... ..... ...... .... ..... . □ l 
Local govemment (including county council)D 2 
Private ................................... ... ..... ..... .... .. ... .. .. □ 3 
Never been employed ......... ..... ... ...... .............. □ 4 

Very How important are the following reasons 
for your choice ofparty in the EU 
Parliament Election? 

great 
Fairly 
great 

Neitlier 
great 

nor small 
Fairly 
small 

Very 
small 

20: The parties' policies on EU-related issues ..... . 0 l .. ... ...... 0 2 ...... ... .. 0 3 ... .. ...... . 0 4 .. .. .... . 0 5 
21: The parties ' policies in Swedish politics ......... 0 I .... .. ..... 0 2 ... .. .. .... 0 3 ... ... ...... 0 4 ... ...... 0 5 
22: Habit/loyalty to my party .... ... ...... ....... ... ....... .. 0 I ... ...... .. 0 2 ... ... .... . 0 3 ... ......... □ 4 .. .. .. ... 0 5 
23: The candidates on the ballot... ..... ... ......... ...... .. O I .. .. .... .. . 0 2 ... .. ... ... 0 3 ...... ... ... 0 4 ........ . 0 5 

How important are the following issues for 
your choice of party in the EU Parliament 
election? 

Very 
great 

Fairly 
great 

Neither 
great 

norsmall 
Fairly 
small 

Very 
small 

24: The Environment.. .. .... ..... ... .. ... ... .... ..... ....... .... . O I ........... 0 2 .. .. ... .... 0 3 ......... ... 0 4 ......... 0 5 
25: The Economy ........... .. .... ................ ........ ... .. .... O 1 ........... 0 2 .. .. .... .. . 0 3 ......... ... 0 4 .... .. ... 0 5 
26: Employment.._ .......... .... .... .... .. ...... ... .. ....... .... .. O l .... .. ..... D 2 .. .. .... ... 0 3 ... ....... .. 0 4 ..... ... . D 5 
27: Agriculture .......... .... .. ..... .. .... ... ....... .. .... ..... ... ... 0 I .... ..... .. 0 2 .. .. ....... 0 3 ....... ..... 0 4 .... .. ... 0 5 
28: Peace in Europe .. ...... ..... .. ... ..... .. .......... ........ .. .. O 1 ........... 0 2 ... .. .... .. □ 3 ....... .... . 0 4 .. .. ... .. 0 5 
29: National Independence ...... ...... ... .. .. .. ...... ......... D I .... ....... 0 2 ... ... ..... 0 3 .. ...... ... . □ 4 ...... .. . □ 5 
30: Economic and Monetary Union (EMU) ....... .. 0 I ... ...... .. 0 2 .. ... ...... D 3 .. ...... .... D 4 ..... .... 0 5 
31: Refugees/Immigration .... ................ ......... ..... ... D I ....... .. .. D 2 .... .... ... D 3 .... ...... .. 0 4 ......... D 5 
32: Expansion ofthe EU with new Member States ... .. D I ........... 0 2 ....... .. .. 0 3 .......... .. D 4 ......... 0 5 
33: Conditions for Businesses ......... .. ... ...... ..... ...... D l ........... 0 2 ........... 0 3 .. ........ .. 0 4 ......... 0 5 
34: Equality of Opportun ity for Women and Men O I ........... 0 2 ... .... .... 0 3 .... ........ D 4 ......... 0 5 
35: Defence lssue in the EU .......... .... ...... ..... .... .. ... 0 I ........... 0 2 .... .... ... 0 3 .... ... .... . 0 4 ......... 0 5 
36: Democracy in the EU .............. ........... .. ....... .... 0 I ......... .. 0 2 ........... 0 3 ....... .. ... D 4 ......... 0 5 
37: Social Welfare ... .. ........ .......... ... .... ... .. .. .... ... .. ... D 1 ... .. ... ... 0 2 ... ..... ... 0 3 .. ..... ... .. 0 4 ...... ... D 5 

V Af.U - SWEDISH EXJT POLLS 59 
38: On the whole are you very atisfied f . 1 . 
ull saf fi d · h h ' air Y Sabsfied 15 _ic WII t . e way dcmocracy works in Wcde . ? not especlally satisfied or not at 
Ve~ sausficd .. □ I Falrly saris fied .. □ 2 Nor ........!.! : 
sat1sficd .. □ 4 cspcciolly satis fied . .0 3 Not 

81 
all 

39: On the whole, are you very satisfied fairly ati fied 
all satisfied, ith lhe way democ.rac wo~ks in lhe E~ • not especiolly satisfied or notat 
Ve~ satisfied .. 0 I Fai rly sa tisfied .. O 2 Not r~pean U~~? 
sauslicd □ 4 cspe<trn ll y sansfied □ 3 N 

· ·· ·· ot at all 

Tlumk you for taki11g part ;11 tl,i. survey! 
Please put your que.~tian11aire in the sealed box! 

!'he result of this survey wi/1 be show11 in the electio1111ight braad 
111 SVT cast on Sunday, 13 June 

SVERIGES TELEVISION 
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Appendix 2 

Sveriges Television (SVT) 

Sveriges Television is the Swedish public service television company. 

Sveriges Television was officially founded on 4th September 1956, hut it was a flying 
start, the culmination of scveral years' trial programme transmissions. 

As from 1969 thc company for many years has operated two national channels. The 
channels are distributed via the analogue terrestrial network, via a digital 

terrestrial network and, as of April 1999, digitally via satellite. 

As of 1st April 1999 Sveriges Television offers services via new digital channels that 
are transmitted via the terrestrial network, by satellites and bay cable. 

SVT24, a 'round-the-clock'news channel, is transmitted nationally. 
SVT dominates the Swedish TV market. The corporate structure is a limited 

company owned by a foundation. It is financed by a compulsory licence fee for 
possession ofTV-set. The licence fee also finances public service radio (SR) and the 

Swedish Educational Broadcasting company (UR). 
60 % of the revenues from licence fee provides for SVT. 

SVT programming is non-commercial. 
Advertising is not allowed however sponsoring of sports events is. 

SVT programming is subject to the provisions of the Radio Act, lo terms set out in 
the charter between SVT and the state as well as internat programming guidelines. 
The SVT charter was renewed January 1st 2002 fora four year period. No major 

changes were made in the public service instructions. 

The charter guarantees SVTs independency of all pressure groups, political or 
otherwise. One of the most important points in the agreement is "to scrutinize 

authorities, organizations and private firms which ex ert influence over policy affecting 
the public, and cover the activities of these and other bodies". 

SVT Election night coverage based on Valu analysis 
is the major media event on election nights. 
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