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Moderator
So at the moment we’re getting the video camera ready to go again.  Our last group were just really talkative - it was a great group - but we ran about 15 minutes over so I’m running about 15 minutes behind so I want to get going on time so you guys can get out on time and get on with your lives.

My name’s Kristi Winters, this research is in association with the British Academy and this is +name removed+ who is with the  university and is helping me out today, technologically wise and also with organising this room.  With any election there are quite a lot of polls published in the newspapers and people get survey information about the elections but what there hasn’t been up until this point is really an attempt to just talk to people about how they’re making up their minds, what their ideas are about the election, their thoughts and reactions to it just in their own words.  And so my project is an attempt to actually do that for the first time, to record people’s own ideas and impressions and so thank you very much for participating in this research.  Before we start, I want to go over the consent form - you should have received this by e-mail but I just wanted to go over it primarily just to clarify some things and also to give people a chance to ask questions that might come up.  So by signing this form this is what you are agreeing to:  You should have got a project information brochure, if you haven’t for some reason I can get it to you and so you understand what the study is about, who is funding it - things like that.  You can ask questions to me about the project at any time, not only today but also later and in the future so if something comes up and you want to contact me you should always know that I’m available to answer questions about this at any time.  You also, when signing this, you acknowledge that you are agreeing to be recorded, both in terms of the audio recording which is in the middle of the room there and the video recording when we get enough space on the disk.  And this will allow us to get a really accurate transcription of what is being said and also a lot of times in these groups, somebody will make a comment and people will nod their heads in agreement and that doesn’t get picked up by the tape so that’s why we like to do the video equipment as well. Your participation is voluntary and if something comes up and you need to leave for some reason or you get a text and you have to leave you don’t have to justify or explain yourself to me, you just say -I’m sorry, I’ve got to get going- And if you decide to do that, I mean no-one has but you do have the right to do so but anything that you’ve contributed up until the point that you withdraw, I might still use.  So anything you say before that could form part of the research output. And by saying that your participation is ‘voluntary’ doesn’t mean that you are volunteering - everyone here will get the participation fee at the end but it’s just that you can withdraw at any time.
So both the audio and video recordings will be filed with the UK Data Archive.  It won’t be going up on You Tube, it won’t be broadcast on News Night - this is for academic, historical archiving purposes and that means that other researchers can access it so it might be in fifty years’ time people will be interested in how people thought about democracy in the beginning of the 21st century and how did people react to the Credit Crunch and whatever else and this is basically a record of what is going on right here and now.  But your confidentially and your anonymity - whoever uses the research, myself and anyone else - will be bound to change your name, make sure any identifying comments you make are withdrawn.  So for instance if I say- I’m Kristi, I live in Wivenhoe  near the university, the transcript might be changed to say - My name is Susan and I live in a small town in East Anglia near a large university,  so that some of that is captured without it personally identifying you.  I’m also, when you sign this, asking you to assign to me the copyright of your words and that just means that when I do things for publication, if you say something that just really ‘sums it up’ quite nicely or you phrase things in a particular way and I want to capture it then I don’t have to paraphrase you, by assigning me the copyright of your words it allows me to put a direct quote from you and put it in other publications that have copyright.  It’s not so that I can sort of take your words and make lots of money out of it.  If anyone has done any academic publishing you’ll know that you never get paid, it is just more for the legal purposes of being able to use your words.  If you do want to be contacted about any outputs that come out of this just on this form put down that you would like to be contacted or not and how you’d like to be contacted and then when I put the private database that I will keep under lock and key just for my own use and there’s maybe something on the Westminster Hour comes out, I will open up that file and see who wants to be contacted, how do they want to be contacted and that way I can send you the information in the way I’ve corresponded with you up to this point. All your personal details, phone number and address are only going to be with me and that’s why the front sheet you have has your contact details and your participant ID number and then every other thing you are going to be writing on today is just going to be noted with your ID number which I will assign to you afterwards.  So that way, any responses that you give aren’t tied to your personal information it will just be ‘Participant 33007’ or something like that.  And then you’re just confirming that you are freely agreeing to participate, you’ve been briefed on what this involves and that you understand that everything that is done today is protected by a professional code of ethics which is what I’ve tried very hard to aspire to in all of these things of ours.  So what are your questions about the consent form?  Ok, I think we’re just about ready to get going with the video.  Thanks again for coming; I do very much appreciate it.  
Since we’re going to be in here talking politics we have do that ‘ice-breaker’ thing to introduce ourselves.  What I’d like you to do is just say your name and perhaps a bit about you and then, when you first became aware of politics. So while you cast your minds back and think -Oh when would that have been and what was it? - I’ll go.  So, then we’ll start with you Arthur and move our way around but I won’t always start with you I’ll try to make sure that you’re not always getting the first question in this.  When we begin, I want to get everybody’s responses but you should feel, if there’s something that you agree with, you can expand on it or interrupt, also if you feel like your particular views aren’t being expressed -the point of this group isn’t to get everyone to agree- just get a lot of peoples interactions, so the people in here, some may lean towards Labour, some may lean toward Lib-Dem, some might question whether or not to vote, some might want to vote Tory.  Whatever your particular views are you shouldn’t feel like, just because a lot of people are going in one direction that your view doesn’t have a place - everyone’s views have a place so unlike lots of politics, diversity is welcome and we can all disagree and, as we did find in the last group there are a lot of people with differing opinions and it was a very comfortable atmosphere because again, we are not ‘point-scoring’ or trying to convince people, we’re just expressing ourselves.  
Now, that being said, my name is Kristi, I’m American, as you may have picked up,  I came here to study in the British university system which I think is excellent, in 2004 and stayed on and continued to research in British politics which I find very interesting.  I live in Wivenhoe, a small village in East Anglia and I’ve got a partner who I’ve been with for three years.  And in terms of when I first became aware of politics - I do remember the Reagan Party debate, it must have been the election of 1980 and I remember it in particular because for some reason I didn’t like Ronald Reagan during the debate, he just struck me the wrong way and I was probably six or seven at the time, and to show this I just waggled my rear end at the television and my mother was just really shocked and offended at my behaviour - that I was so disrespectful to a presidential candidate - so she sent me to bed for the night.  So I was punished by being sent to my room.  But I think when I really became aware of politics it was probably during Live Aid because it was the first time I saw people were coming together to try to do something about a problem and I think that’s when I started to become aware of politics as a process rather than just as an institution shall we say.  So, Arthur, can we start with you.
Arthur
I’m Arthur and I’m a +removed+ teacher –very geeky - and I live in +city nearby+ just about +removed+ miles outside of Glasgow.  I’ve always been quite interested in politics, ever since I was about maybe fourteen, thirteen. The first election I remember was the ‘97 one when Labour came to power and I remember **  things like that and, as I’ve said I’ve always stayed up all night and watched all the election programmes, usually for the elderly, but I always see the American ones and the British ones.  I’ve always been interested in politics and I took part in various marches and protest throughout the years and so I was quite politically active.


Heather
I’m Heather.  I work here at the uni in the +removed+ department.  I’m from +city nearby+ as well.  I think I probably became interested in politics, well not interested but I was always aware of it.  My dad just used to always watch the Parliament every day.  And just things like Spitting Image and things like that on the TV - you become aware of it.  I think the first election I remember was probably 1992 - that’s about it.

Moderator
That’s great, thank you.

Andrea
My name’s Andrea, I work in PR so my list of newspapers I read is absolutely …. I think I’ve always been aware of politics as something that’s been going on in the background - this is the first election that I’ve taken an active interest in.  I did vote in the last election but it was kind of based on ‘who’s doing the best for students’ as I was a student at the time.  So this is the first one where I’ve been reading the papers and watching the debates and everything.
Hannah
I’m Hannah, I’m Northern Irish so I think I’ve always been quite aware of politics.  (laugh)  I’ve been in Glasgow for a couple of years and I study International Politics and I’m probably more interested in that than the election.
Rita
I’m Rita, I was brought up in Paisley but I’ve lived in Glasgow for about ten years.  The first politics I remember was the debate in the ‘60s between Harold Wilson and Ted Heath, that’s the first time I remember people talking about politics and about what was going to happen.  And it was kind of the opposite- it was people being worried if Labour would get in that I remember - People talking about what was going to happen to all the small businesses, were they going to be nationalised I remember people saying.  I suppose it was in the ‘80s, yeah probably the 80s that I got more interested in politics.  I’ve always taken an interest and been ‘active on the margins’ I would say, I’ve been quite interested but I’ve never been a fairly involved activist, I’ve been a member of a party and could get kind of involved in elections but not what you’d call a political activist you might say.  I’ve more or less retired now but I used to work in universities too.

Jack
Jack, I work for the +removed+. I’ve been aware of politics since I was at secondary school. The only time I’ve been active is when the SDP was formed and I thought - Here at last is a party that reflected my views exactly - but it didn’t last.  So apart from that my only ‘action’ has been last year to demonstrate against nightclubs in the botanic gardens in Glasgow, much to the rage of my children who thought nightclubs were a very good thing in botanic gardens.
Tracey
My names’s Tracey.  I’m obviously an incomer, I’m originally from London but I’ve lived here for over 20 years.  I was first aware of the existence of politics I guess when I must have been about nine or ten when there was a controversy when Sir Alec Douglas Hume became Prime Minister and the school had each class debate about the issue and that is kind of the last I can really remember having any kind of interest, not even interest but awareness of it until I went to University as a mature student in the mid-1980s and in the classic model I changed a career, changed a husband and changed my politics all in one go and emerged from that system ore or less as you see me now which is an active member of the Green Party.

Moderator
Thank you.

Roxanne
Hi, I’m Roxanne.  I’m from +removed+ which is up in the north of Scotland, near Inverness.  I first became aware of politics really when I travelled with my family when I was younger.  We went to San Francisco and went out to Guantanamo Bay and I suppose I just realised then, like, it made me interested in how this place existed and what powers allowed it to happen and all that kind of stuff.

Amy
I’m Amy, I was born in +removed+ in Ayr but I moved to Bristol when I was small and now I go to +University+ and I do politics.  I think the first time I ever ‘got’ politics is when I understood a joke on ‘Have I Got News for You’ I remember I felt really cool because I laughed at it.  But I’ve never really been that involved in politics - I’ve never voted and I don’t  have any idea on who I would vote for really - but I did meet Gordon Brown the other day. (laughter) On Buchanan Street.
Moderator
So, in terms of the election itself, some people I know are having down a couple of these and some people just have lives, you know, they’re not like me - kind of geeky following this stuff - they have jobs they go to, real lives you know, and so politics is something that is kind of ‘out there’ but not necessarily something they pay attention to.  Other people maybe follow it on the internet, radio, television, catch it in the newspaper headlines.  So again, if you could again go around the room and say to what extent is the election something that you are aware of and how you are following it if you are following it, if you are following it.  Again, if you aren’t following it that’s ok too.  Can we start with you Amy.
Amy
I’m following it more than I’ve ever followed an election before.  I suppose probably because I’m doing politics now but I wouldn’t say that I’m clued up on all the aspects of what’s out there - I pretty much still don’t really have an idea.

Moderator
Sure, and is it television or internet or a kind of combination of things.

Amy
I haven’t got a TV so….

Moderator
-discussions?

Amy
I would say, just word of mouth really.  Maybe newspapers, maybe the internet, yeah cuz things on Facebook and stuff like that - you get an idea of the mood.  I’m not sure, word of mouth more than anything.
Roxanne
I feel like I’m learning more and more and becoming more interested especially since I’ve been studying politics.  This is my first year and I’m at Uni and I think now, probably more through newspapers, I’m starting to read more than I did before and form more of an opinion on it.
Tracey
Like Amy, we don’t have a television at all.  I haven’t actually heard any of the debates, as it happens, not even on the radio but I read the newspapers, listen to Radio 4 and I like Westminster Hour. And I would agree again with Amy, that I find Facebook very revealing.  People that I’m friends with on Facebook, who I know not through politics but through other things, are using it to discuss politics and I think the other interesting place, which I can’t actually, remember this- being so aware of this before, but listening to strangers on the trains and buses talking about politics and sort of picking up on what people are talking about in general, so I suppose.  Not word of mouth in terms of who I’m talking to but my ‘flappy’ ears listening to people.
Jack
I suppose my main source is probably newspaper and Radio 4 and I have read the candidates’ addresses but I wouldn’t have read the BNP’s if I hadn’t been coming here. I thought perhaps I should be fully prepared.
Moderator
Thanks - Rita.

Rita
I do watch Channel 4 News so that’s kind of one of my main sources and reading the newspapers.  But I would only read an article on the election and politics it if particularly struck me, I mean I don’t wade my way through everything in the newspapers.  Yeah, chatting to people as well.  But I’ve been doing a bit of work with the Green Party as well for this election so I’ve been chatting to people much more than I would normally do and that’s been quite interesting because when you chat with a range of people you may begin to think about issues that you wouldn’t normally think of.  And there’s stuff coming through the door that I have read, partly because I was coming here and I realised I wouldn’t normally have read it- but I did read it. 
Moderator
And when you said a ‘newspaper article’ it wouldn’t just be sort of going through every single page but would it be based on like an issue or what would kind of catch your attention?

Rita
It would be more of an analysis, more of an analysis about, yeah maybe following the debates.  I didn’t watch that, I listened to the second debate and I watched the third debate.  It would be more of the analysis of voting trends, voting patterns.

Moderator
Ok. Thanks for that. Hannah.

Hannah
I followed it a bit I think more in the newspaper than the internet.  I haven’t watched any of the debates either.  I think, like you said, somehow you’re just too busy to just sit and watch for hours and I think with newspapers it would be like an issue that caught my eye, I would read it at certain times and I was  listening to people this morning on the bus on the way in.
Moderator
And for you, are there issues that kind of stand out that kind of make your ears sort of ‘prick up’ or with the newspaper you’d pause to read a headline - anything in particular - if not I mean I don’t want to put you on the spot.

Hannah
No, no, maybe immigration, I’ve been reading the papers a bit recently and economic things - I mean there are certain things I’d probably wouldn’t read about - they may not affect me as much as other things.  
Andrea
I’ve watched two of the three debates and I would say that’s where most of my information has come from.  I read all of the papers everyday and I do actually read them but I’m very aware of Murdoch’s stranglehold and I don’t actually believe anything that I read in the papers because of that [Rita laughs].  And you read things in the Sun about how David Cameron ‘won that debate by 99.9%’ and obviously, you just think -what nonsense.  So I’ve been reading the papers, more from an interest in how he’s been managing to spin everything I think, more than what’s actually been said.

Moderator
Thanks.

Heather
I think I’m pretty much saturated with it all.  I think I’ve been taking it in from everywhere. I’ve always been quite interested in politics - I used to work for the Scottish Government so I would watch the FMQs and things like that because I was in the +removed+ Department, the debates and then Question Time after it so I’m completing saturated with it.
Arthur
I’ve watched little bits, I watched the Campaign Show and I go to the BBC website the Andrew Marrs’ blog.  I don’t read the newspapers either because I think they do present a biased view – so like a lot times you buy a right-hand paper or a left-hand paper you get a completely different aspect on the same story so I tend not to read the newspapers because I think they’re so biased.  So I tend to watch the debates and read blogs sometimes by people I respect like Andrew Marr.

Moderator
Right, thanks everyone.  Now one thing I should say it’s absolutely great for the research if you feel comfortable saying what party you support but at the end of the day - it’s a secret ballot so don’t feel any point here that you have to reveal it.  If you do, it is interesting but you shouldn’t feel pressured to do it.  So I just want to say that at the outright.  But in terms of coming to decide how you’re going to vote in the coming election, I assume most people here are planning on voting from what I recall -  If  I  asked:  You know you’re going to vote for a specific party and you’re confident with your vote or, if you’re going to vote for a certain party but you’re not confident, you know, kind of still wavering a bit, or, if you’re really ‘on the fence’ still making up your mind.  Those are the three options.  How many people here would say: I know what party I’m going to vote for and I’m confident I’m going to keep to that. [Arthur, Andrea, and Tracey raise their hands, Rita puts hand up tentatively]-  People here who have an idea who they’re going to vote for but they’re still kind of wavering [Jack and Roxanne raise their hands]- and people who just don’t know who they’re going to vote [no one caught on camera raising their hands].  So we’ll get some people who have generally made up their minds or maybe there’s still a little bit of wavering, in terms of your decision on how you’re going to vote, could you tell me a little bit about how you came to that decision.  Again, if you want to say how you want to vote, that’s great, but if you just want to talk about the things that matter to you in terms of supporting this party that would be great too.  I think we started with Amy last time so how about we start with Siobahn.
Hannah
I don’t- I’m not registered to vote and I don’t know who I would vote for.  I don’t feel like anyone really completely represents me and I don’t know that- I think the seat where I live is a quite safe Labour seat.  That is something that bothers me about the election system and I think proportional representation system would be better.  In terms of issues, I think immigration and also things that affect me, like I’ve read a lot about the Greens and the socialist party are talking about having a higher minimum wage and I was reading about I think the Lib-Dems talking about the income threshold - only because I’m a student, I work part-time and they’re things that would affect me.  So that would influence me, I don’t necessarily agree with all their other policies but those are the things that affect me.

Moderator
That’s great - Rita
Rita
Well I’m going to vote Green for the first time but I’ve been quite a long-time Labour supporter and so that’s why when you said -Are you confident with it- I kind of hesitated because I think I will vote Green, but it’s not without some misgivings in a way because I still want Labour to do well.  But I suppose the reason I’m voting Green, is um, why I’ve changed, I mean partly following the Iraq war and partly because over the last ten years I’ve moved about a bit and my links with Labour seemed a bit… and then I was quite involved in the G8 alternative summit that we had in Edinburgh when the G8 meeting took place at Gleneagles and that’s when I first realised that the Green politics were more than just the environment, you know when I realised there was an economic argument there.  And I suppose I eventually settled back in Glasgow after a fairly unsettled three years and I’ll be voting in Glasgow, and I thought did I want to get involved politically and I thought- who’d I get involved with.  And the reason why I think I’ll be voting Green is to me there’s something kinda phoney about the whole debate that’s going on with the 3 parties, because I think we’re facing a pretty major crisis and I do feel that whole free market mobilisation is out of control and I don’t think actually anybody knows what to do about it and obviously we’re face, partly connected with that, I’d say we’re facing terrible environmental damage as well.  And I suppose I’m really not that sure, when I listen to the debates or the stuff that I do read and I look at the stuff coming through the door, I kinda feel that we’re having all this debating and discussion but we’re not actually discussing the stuff that really matters and that unless we open up that discussion and really look at what kinda world we want and what kind of society we want, it just feels a little bit phoney and all that I can do in making my vote I want to register that.  That is the one thing I suppose that matters to me most is having a more equal society both within Scotland and across the world and that’s the best way I think I can register that is by voting Green.
Moderator
Really interesting. Thank you for that. Jack, how about you?
Jack
I suspect I shall vote Liberal Democrat and I think that the reason for that is that I feel very strongly that the anti-European rhetoric of the Conservative party and the acquiescence of that really for the Labour part is potentially catastrophic.  I suppose I also feel very strongly that Britain is now only a second rate power and it is quite unrealistic to assume that we ought to have an independent nuclear deterrent.  And I very much doubt that if we were to buy something from the Americans we’d never be in a position to use it, unilaterally, anyway so why bother.  I do feel that the credit crisis is also potentially catastrophic beyond the horizon and I can’t help feeling that Gordon is one of the people who is really responsible for that.  I think he is in denial about what he has done over the last ten years.  I ought to be influenced heavily by Green issues but I think possibly I tend to the view that none of the three major parties view Green issues as anything than rather in a cynical kind of way which they pick up and then drop as it seems to be expedient and that fundamentally, voting Green, would therefore be a protest vote. But who knows. Is that enough?
Moderator
Tracey - I saw you nodding quite often with Rita.

Tracey
Well, I’ve already said that I’m a Green activist - not only that but my husband’s a candidate - so - I’m a loyal wife.  But apart from that I thought I’d say a couple of things:  one is, although I’m a Green party member, have been for many years, very active, elected member and all the rest of it - I thought I’d do a ‘double-check’ and went to one of these websites - there’s one called voteforpolicies.co.uk where they anonymise all the policies and they take you through a range of themes and then they tell you at the end who you should be voting for, and I can’t remember the precise percentage but it was 70+ Green.  So I felt that, ok, I am being as honest as I possibly can, and it does still seem to work.  I thought that was a useful exercise but I wish that more people would do that - given that most people actually don’t much care for the stuff that comes through the door for whatever reason I do wish people would put most of their thought towards the policies, promises, manifesto aspect of a political party rather than the personalities because if there’s one thing that really ‘gets up my nose’ is the focus on personalities and their flaws and what.  I think that’s just a complete waste of time because we could just finish the General election with whatever party, having a colossal majority and a bomb could drop on BBC headquarters and all three parties leaders would be out the window and we would have voted on the basis of those debates and actually it is the policies that matter.  So that’s one of the things that really I feel very strongly about and I wish more people would focus on that rather than saying well you know - Brown made a mistake by not switching his microphone off. So what? There can’t be anybody who hasn’t done that kind of thing.  He’s human - oh my goodness.  And the other thing that I wanted to mention in regard to how I come to be interested in the Green viewpoint - I came to it via the environmental aspect but actually, I suppose like a lot of people, you tend to focus on sort of one aspect of policy rather than, well you can’t know everything - I wouldn’t pretend to know all our policies but and I’ve become very interested in the whole economic thing and I’m not a policy geek, I don’t have a politics degree, I’m an engineer by background so I come at this more or less as a complete beginner and one of the things that I feel very strongly about, is that the Green viewpoint is, what keeps me there really, is that the model pretty much used by all the other parties including the very left-wing ones really depends upon infinite growth with just simply isn’t possible in a closed system and the Green viewpoint of politics, the environment and economics takes a very different view that growth is not possible infinitely and therefore you have to tailor your circumstances to the limited amount of stuff you’ve got to work with within the planet.  And I don’t see anybody else offering that view of how we run the world and so that’s why I’m still there.
Roxanne
I guess I agree with Tracey in that the personality on the basis of who you vote for, it does overtake you quite a lot and I find  that you do think, I probably would vote for Labour but there’s something about Gordon Brown that I feel I wouldn’t agree with, he’s not the man that makes me want to vote for that party but I think like in that respect I’m kinda swayed towards the Liberal Democrats and I think, if overall, I’ll probably end up back with Labour for those reasons. And then things like I’d base my decision on are like the immigration - that particularly interests me - and when I’ve been watching the debates that’s what makes me think that’s what I’d base my decision on.
Amy
I don’t know much about the three parties but I’ve always thought I’d vote Liberal Democrats and I don’t know why but I think you’re right, there’s something about Gordon Brown, [laughs] he’s a bit-I don’t know. I’ve always thought I’d vote for the Lib-Dems, I think because of their policies on education -I’m a student- but I don’t know.
Moderator
But nothing in this campaign has made you change your mind, what you have been able to pick up on - leaning toward…

Amy
-it’s made me think that I’d never really vote Conservative, but that’s it.

Moderator
Arthur-

Arthur
So this is kind- I think I’m going to vote this time for the Lib-Dems - it’s a bit of a shock because I’ve always voted for the Socialist party before and I’ve been quite active for them but I’ve kinda felt that it should be seen like a ‘swing to the right’ but I just think they’re the most ** the most socially progressive out of the three major parties, they’ve got the most left wingish type policies.  So I don’t know.  I would vote for the Greens but because it’s not proportional representation I do feel that it’s a bit of a wasted vote in a the ‘first passed the post’ system and Lib-Dems have got a realistic opportunity for making major decisions so that’s why I think I’ll vote for the Lib-Dems this time - they’re saying some socially progressive stuff that I agree with.
Moderator
Can I ask a question.  In terms of you’re deciding to vote Lib-Dem, when did that -I know it’s very hard to say, in things life happens,- but was it before the debates that you were already leaning toward the Lib-Dems or do you think in the days after the debates that the Lib-Dems became more of a viable option for you?
Arthur
Well, even though I watched the debates, I think even since Charles Kennedy and that ** and I could see that Lib-Dems, especially since  New Labour the Lib Dems  seem to be the more left of centre party than Labour did so a lot of their policies I agreed with more than I agreed with some of the Labour policies.  I mean it basically kinda confirmed that- they wanted to reduce the tax burden on people with lower incomes, and they want to raise the tax on people with higher incomes.  They want to create a more fair society, talking about splitting up the banks, talking about certain aspects of the economy like more nationalising things like that so and I do agree about Europe and things like that, I mean working together with people and develop **  I think some of the parties go for the populist view that we should be insular in the country - well I don’t think that should be the case, we should work with other people, we’re just the same, all across the world.  So that’s why I’m going to go or the Lib-Dems this time.
Moderator
Thank you.  Heather, what about you?
Heather
At every election so far I think there’s been three of them, all Scottish ones I’ve voted SNP- I’ve always agreed with their policies and I still do just now but I feel like it would be a wasted vote if I was to vote for them at this election.  I live in the safest Labour seat in Scotland so there’s actually no point in me voting.  I think I’m just so scared that the Tories are going to get in so even though I don’t support Labour, I would vote for them just to try and stop it in some way.  But I’m on the fence, I’m either going to vote Lib-Dem or Labour and I’m note sure, I would like to vote Lib-Dem but I’d rather vote Labour if it’s going to stop the Tories but then you never know if it’s going to work or not - I’m not sure.
Moderator
Right. Jan.

Andrea
I’ll be voting Lib-Dem.  I kinda had a ** waver because I had people at work telling me -You should vote SNP because if the Tories get in England that’s bad news for Scotland so you should do everything you can to get one more Scottish voice in there.  And I did kind of consider that argument for a week or so but then I think someone else mentioned Lib-Dems and education and as a recent graduate I think I agree with their policies toward education.  So I think I will be voting for them.  I think after the debates as well - I grew up in a house where my dad was always ranting -Lib-Dems, wasted vote, wasted vote and everything but I think after the first debate there was quite a ‘high’ for Nick Clegg and everything and I thought yeah, I’m going to vote for them because it seemed to me to be less of a wasted vote after the outcry of how well they did.  So, yeah, that made up my mind.
Moderator
Interesting.  Thank you for that.  Now in terms of - when it comes to assessing the parties and assessing the candidates, people have a little bit talked about some of the ideas or issues or principles in helping them make up their minds. But with the General Election issues that come up and things that people are discussing, you know, given that you are in Scotland, there are issues that are more relevant and less relevant when you’re making up your mind on how to cast a vote in the General Election.  How does that- people talk about immigration - is it the national issues rather than say, education - you know we talked a little bit about Lib-Dems and education policy but with being in Scotland do people kind of take that on board or how has it changed I guess since the Parliament has been going.  Is my question clear?
Heather
I think it’s more national issues that I’d be bothered about because I know the rest is devolved so there is no point in thinking about that in terms of the parties.  It’s just like social equality and having a maximum wage and things like that.  I would like to see them plan defence, not having these nuclear weapons.
Arthur
I think a lot of times, even though I know things like education are devolved to us it’s but the ethos behind the idea sometimes, so if they’ve got a certain ethos, if the Tories have got a certain ethos, that pisses me off even though I know education’s devolved  because the ethos behind some of the ideas it does affect my vote sometimes even though certain aspects of the vote even is to kind of underline demarking I look at it and I think -that goes for all the parties, what the general view is.  It’s not generally the economy or education policies, it’s one of the underlying principles I think that affects my vote the most.
Moderator
Anyone else on that?

Andrea
I agree completely with the underlying ethos.  Maybe it’s quite bad to say but it’s not so much the kind of ‘nitty gritty’ of the policies, it’s kind of how I see the parties as coming across.  And at the moment, in the last couple of years the country’s been in such a mess so part of me almost discounts Labour -Ooh, you made a right mess of that for the last couple of years- and I’d never consider voting Tory, so it’s a process of elimination rather than an actual -This is a good choice-
Moderator
-and Jack…

Jack
Well, I’m obviously an incomer although I’ve been here for 25 years.  I still view things in a most exclusively UK kind of terms and I don’t know if that’s just me or if that’s normal for people who come into Scotland from the rest of the UK.

Moderator
So in terms of when you guys are making up your mind how you’re ultimately going to decide to vote in your local constituency, when you think of the possible outcomes for the UK as a whole and can I just ask, is anyone here -it doesn’t sound like it- but nobody here is leaning towards or considering the Conservatives, or is somebody considering the Conservatives that I’ve missed.  Ok - it’ll just change the way I word things.  So when you think about how the outcome of the election will occur - there’s a possibility for a hung Parliament or there’s the possibility for a majority.  Would you have any thoughts or preferences on how you’d like to see the outcome of the election, what you’d like to see on the morning of the 7th when you wake up.  For instance, ‘I would like a working majority as long as it’s not a Conservative working majority’ - ‘I would like to see a hung Parliament’ and so I’m just wondering whatever you’re going to end up voting locally but what are your attitudes towards the possible outcomes for the country as a whole.
Arthur
I would definitely like to see a hung Parliament only because I think there’s no chance of a Labour majority, there’s no chance of a Lib-Dem majority so therefore a hung Parliament’s is the best situation and I think if the Lib-Dems, if there’s a hung Parliament, I think the Lib-Dems have got a chance to say, hand down proportional representation which means there’ll be more chances for other parties to get their views so I could therefore vote for people like the Greens and the Socialists **  So I think a hung Parliament would be best situation and then we’ll get some political reform.  The last thing we want is a Tory majority because then there will be massive cuts everywhere and everybody will be getting a hard time.
Moderator
Anyone else feel that way?

Hannah
Yeah, yeah. Because there’s a lot of things in the paper about how a hung Parliament would be a disaster, but I actually think it would mean more cooperation.

Tracey
I agree with Arthur for a different reason: I think a hung Parliament- I would like to see a hung Parliament because I think it would force them to grow up.  The first Scottish Parliament had a majority, the second one didn’t and I think the second one is having to work in a different way and I think that’s how grown ups operate and you don’t see an awful lot of grown up behaviour in Parliament on the whole because they’re just kind of point scoring off each other.  If they know that nothing’s going to happen unless they find a way of reaching some kind of agreement, a consensus or bargaining, I think that’s the way mature people would behave and would I hope a hung Parliament would force them to do that.  Now, if we go back to the past, when there have been hung, or very nearly hung Parliaments, everybody behaved appallingly, I’m just hoping they’ve grown up a bit since then.
Moderator
Anyone else on that. Andrea?

Andrea
No, I just agreed, yeah.

Moderator
Anyone else leaning toward - favouring, open to the idea of a hung Parliament?

Jack
Yes, I would be happy to see a hung Parliament - I’m probably the least hostile person towards the Conservatives in the room, but I do think that if there was a Lib-Dem/Tory coalition the Lib-Dems would at least prevent the Tories doing some of the things that I think are misconceived or stupid although it does worry me that- I was listening to Radio 4 the other night and there was a economist who said -if you took into account all aspects of debt in Britain, each household, the equivalent was £90,000-  Well if we’re in that sort of mess we just can’t go on assuming that somehow or other we can’t cut left, right and centre and it does worry me that if there’s a coalition it might be much more difficult to get decisive action on something that is quite critically urgent.
Moderator
Rita did you want to come in on that.

Rita
I think if there’s coalition then there are going to be massive cuts and I think it’s quite good if there’s not one party because otherwise the party in power will be blamed and the others would say -we would never have done that-  so I think it’s better if there’s shared responsibility for whatever has to happen.  And it might be moderated a bit, I mean, hopefully any kind of action might be moderated.
Moderator
So Jack, you mentioned some of the possible problems with the possibility of a hung Parliament.  So does anyone favour an outright, just, you know, moderating it obviously - but does anyone favour seeing a working majority.  Is anyone like thinking that a working majority would be… 

Heather
I wouldn’t mind that as long as it’s not a Tory one.

Moderator
So if there was another sort of four or five years of Labour.

Heather
I think it’s almost just preferring that over the Tory one so I wouldn’t mind it.

Moderator
Anyone else on that?  Great, so we’ll kind of switch gears a little bit.  This has been the first election with organised, well I guess the BBC call them Primeministerial Debates - I was calling them Leaders’ Debates but we can talk about the debates I think on a number of different levels.  One is: Are the debates -I’m just kind of going to go through some of the things that I want to talk about and we can go through them.

Are the debates a good thing?  There’s been some talk about, it’s becoming quite focussed on the people and issues and policies.  But just in general are debates a good thing for British democracy and British elections.  And then also we can talk about the debates themselves and how they were structured, if people thought that the way they ended up being was problematic, fair or maybe kind of a bad solution.  And then the debates themselves- if people had a chance either to watch them, which it sounds like some people have, or just some of the news coverage of them or just have an impression of them.  So in terms of just having debates: did you people have- I mean some people here might think they were quite a good thing, some people might think they were a distraction.  Where are people here -can we start with Roxanne..
Roxanne
I think they were a really good thing because just putting the candidates on the spot, like without, I mean they can prepare so much but they can’t, they have to give- their true opinions are going to come out about their policies and just to see them interact with each other.  There’s not other place really they can do that and have the public right there as well.  I think it’s a really good thing to be able to do that.
Moderator
And Tracey…

Tracey
Well, I haven’t seen the debates.  In principle, I think proper organised structured debates are a good idea.  I’m not sure the way it’s been done has been all that democratic.  I both understand the BBC’s reluctance to involve the SNP and the SNP’s fury at that but I also think that by focusing on the Lib-Dems, Conservatives and Labour exclusively it makes it seem as though nobody else has anything serious to say and I think the public miss out in that way as the BBC seem to be making decisions on what matters, and I don’t like that or Sky, whoever.  But whoever is putting on the debate has essentially made a choice that nobody else’s views are important.  Thinking back to what Jack was saying here he’s looking at it as if everything is a UK thing but the debates spent large amounts of time over which the UK Parliament has no control and I thought that was wrong.  Because if they’re going to exclude the SNP from debate and indeed Clyde Cymru, that they should therefore restrict the topics to only those which are entirely Westminster topics and which aren’t devolved anywhere else.  And I also think that they ought to find a way of involving people other than those three men, to have either leaders of other parties of perhaps shadow spokespeople on different topics, you know, going head to head on…
Arthur
The BBC did do that on the Politics Show.
Tracey
-sorry I’m…

Arthur
-the BBC did like a Chancellor’s debate and there was like a Foreign Secretary overshadowing it and then it was like 2.00 in the afternoon when nobody would see it because everybody was working but it was only because I happened to be off the week before because as a teacher I need several holidays before we go into the holidays (laugh)
Tracey
It’s a bit like what Andrea said at the beginning about how Murdoch controls the media; it feels as though the media is controlling what we’re allowed to consider as serious and that’s my biggest misgiving.

Moderator
Jack..

Jack
Yes, I can see but I only I watched two minutes’ worth because I find it so irritating.  I feel that if you went beyond having the three parties, if you had the SNP then why shouldn’t you have Clyde Cymru and if you have Clyde Cymru why shouldn’t you have the ones from Northern Ireland so then the whole thing gets completely out of hand.

Arthur
And there’s the Greens, there’s everbody…

Jack
Uhhm, the only way round that it seems to me is to have thought through the consequences of devolution in a way that it didn’t sort any politicians to do at the time and have a proper federal system instead of beats of devolution grafted on or grafted off, depending on where you look at it - and now I’ve lost my thread…(laugh)

Moderator
But you were saying that the debates were a reflection of this…
Jack
-of the mess that we are in constitutionally.  I think the only other thing I would say is that in a way you run risk of one or two of the three being tripped up because they don’t have the encyclopaedic knowledge of everything and in the real world if you don’t happen to know much about finance and you’re Prime Minster, if you have a good chancellor then that wouldn’t really matter too much but because you run the risk of the whole thing being channelled through one individual I think that’s perhaps a bit risky and unfair.
Moderator
Yeah, I hadn’t heard that one before, thank you for that.  Rita, what are your thoughts on the debates, generally, are they a good thing?

Rita
In general, I think they did increase the tendency to view it through the personalities, I think that was quite a big effect.  And I don’t think the Lib-Dems would’ve been in the same position if we hadn’t had these debates, I think it’s changed the nature of the voting.  The only thing that people say that there’s more interest in the voting and that more people registered and more people are interested and so I suppose there will be the argument it made the election seem more relevant and made people feel that it was something they should be taking an interest in, I don’t know.  But I didn’t, as I said earlier on, there was something very stage-managed, I felt we were just getting the standard responses, I didn’t feel I really learned anything different or that it would have changed my mind about things.
Moderator
Right.  Siobahn…

Hannah
I think they are a good thing but I can kind of see both sides of it because I think that it would be better if they were a bit wider.  I don’t really like the fact that it’s just three parties and, like you said about the newspapers, they’re kind of all saying -‘so and so’s won this one- I don’t really like that side of it.  But then I think it is another source of information for people and maybe some people have watched it and it has changed their mind.  This whole thing about no-one knew who Nick Clegg was and now he’s really popular;  I think it’s a good thing.
Moderator
Andrea..

Andrea
I think they’re a very good thing.  I watched the first two; I wasn’t in for the third one and I didn’t go back to watch it because I liked following it on Twitter as well, I was interested to see what people were saying about them.  I think they’re a good thing because I think there’s a lot- I hate apathy - I think if you can vote you should vote, there’s a lot of people who don’t pick up a newspaper, who don’t listen to the news and   I just think, like not to be patronising, but it’s the easiest way to get that kind of information to people - everyone sitting on the couch, you’ve just watched Coronation Street - next thing the Debates are on - ‘Can we change the channel’.  I just think from that point of view I think that not having the debates televised a bit kind of ignorant of the fact that we live in this society now with all this technology.  If you can do it you should do it so I think it was good from this point of view.

Moderator
Heather, what’s you view on the debates?

Heather
I think overall they’re a good thing but there wasn’t enough thought put into them.  I think the audience should have been allowed to interact, I think the presenter should have been able to question them, push them, like when David Cameron was clearly completely ignoring the questions
and would change the subject.  What’s the point of having the debate if they’re not going to answer the questions and not actually debate it.  I thought that was really bad.  I think they should have maybe had one in each region, so a Scottish one where SNP, Lib-Dems, Labour, Greens, Socialists could have been there and then Ulster, Clyde Cymru.  They should have had one in each region that would have made it fairer and then you wouldn’t have had to have had ten parties you would have just had the relevant parties to that regions.  But overall, they were a good thing; they raised awareness.  If only you didn’t have all the press.  I think if you just had people watching them and making their own decision and not having all this other stuff coming at them it would have worked really well.
Moderator
What about you Arthur?

Arthur
I had fairly mixed feelings when I first hear the idea I was kind of, thought against them because I thought they were kind of very presidential, you just hear you know when they’re talking Nick Clegg looked at the camera **  about 
a good prime minister or not and people focused on these body language experts in and I mean some people ** and ** rubbish around the country so I was very against them at first but I’m getting mixed feelings about them now.  I do feel like it’s increased people’s awareness, like among the staff, people are talking about it - it’s not like some days you can’t talk about politics you just see people turn away, even in the pub -Oh Arthur, shut up- (laughter) that sort of thing. I do think it’s going to increase people’s awareness, make it a less taboo subject.  And I kind of quite like the structure even though I would like more parties to go in it but I don’t - something is needed like Paxman or someone doing it- I feel every time a politician tries to say something he would be down their throat and you’d never get him off their face- I do think there’s a place for that kind of interrogation.  Because sometimes I do like the politicians to get a wee too ** to tell us what they’re actually thinking, what their actual policy is. The audience participation- they could have done it without an audience to be honest because I know what you got something ** all the camera ** could have stuck somebody on that, but the audience was just there for no reason apart from asking the questions, they could have got a tele-prompter asking the questions for the actual involvement in the debate.  But I do like the fact that they got by chance. 90 minutes, maybe a little too long too I think for the spectacle, 60 minutes would have been better.    But it’s better for the third debate, a lot of the same stuff is coming up over again and again so 90 minutes, an hour for politics people ** they’re eyes will start to close a wee bit.
Moderator
For those of you, Andrea you saw two debates.  Did anyone else get a chance to watch them from beginning to end.  I’m just wondering if, in terms of the time, you felt it was too much…

Andrea
Yeah, I felt it was too much.  Like, it may be a bit crude to say, but there wasn’t any toilet breaks on both of them (laughter) for God’s sake, you couldn’t go and make a cup of tea, there was nothing.  So I think that they could have been broken up better.  
Moderator
How much time do you think would have been sufficient?

Andrea
Maybe an hour as well.

Moderator
Right, very interesting.  So do you think this is sort of a turning point in terms of debates as part of an election, do you think that if there is another election they could say -No we’re not going to have debates any more, or do you think this has really changed and it’s going to be part of the process now.  I see a Heather you are nodding…
Heather
I think it has to be in there, it has changed things it’s a three-horse race now so you would discriminating I think against the minority party if you didn’t give everyone an equal standing now.
Arthur
I do think we’ve all become ** the only problem I see with that is after the Liberal Democrats have influenced proportional representation then that would open up a lot more.  People would be potential candidates all over the country so then you could maybe have some more argument about that but I think it will be very difficult for the next Prime Minister to say when the next election comes round  -We’re not having debates any more because I did so well in the last lot I don’t want to have them anymore (laughter)  I think that’s why …….
Andrea
Yeah, I think it would be seen as a step backwards if the next time the election came up we weren’t doing it I think.

Moderator
Anyone think we could go back to just not having debates?

Tracey
Something I do wonder about and thinking about the sort of fuss about the SNP’s concerns, our party doesn’t have a ‘no platform’ policy with regards to the BNP and the like and I can’t help wondering if getting them into a position on national television where they can be properly grilled might actually be quite helpful in exposing their views for what they truly are.
Heather
But then unfortunately some people will agree with them and then they might give support.

Tracey
Well actually some of their policies are so thread-bare that I’m not sure that even people who think they support them might find that they are not as robust as they thought they were.

Arthur
I’ve seen that on Question Time and they really got hammered and people were booing them, ** and things like that.
Heather
But then people started saying they were bullied so you don’t want anyone feeling sorry for them.
Moderator
Right, ok.  One other thing I think before we move on.  With the debates, do you people feel,  I kind of heard some comments about it being maybe about the person than the policies.  Would people agree that people had become more about the individuals rather than the parties and this and that.  Or do people think that the party leaders, a prime minister or a lady prime minister with a good chancellor shouldn’t have to know everything about economics because that’s why you have a Cabinet.  But I noticed that people also think well a person is up there that’s how you can kind of judge how they’ll be as a leader and we do need to see what these people are like, you know, not just the parties.  Who knows, maybe if Tony Blair hadn’t been in, the decision to go to Iraq may have been different.  So, when you guys think about it in terms of, did someone say, presidentialization at some point, of the elections - do you think that’s something that really bothers you or do you think that’s it’s not something that kind of gives you a bit more information?  Am I being clear, I haven’t had that much coffee in days…my questions are very long - I’m trying to be succinct but yeah basically - too much on the people and not enough on the policies or is understanding who the leaders are an important part of understanding the ethos of the party.
Heather
I think the fact that they take their wife tag along with them and have photos taken with their kids and everything means it is too much on their personalities and not their policies.  What’s the point in that, who cares?  
Arthur
I do think the personalities, I do think the debates but a lot of the policies did get talked through, well, I wouldn’t say in depth but you’ve got a better general idea. Who got a better general idea? You know well I think nine million people, I don’t think for a long time that nine million people would have watched a politics show for instance the first debate.  So I do think some of the policies did get talked about, like I say, all the analysis, body language and that kind of thing and all the analysis after it and all these different polls they’ve talked about 5 or 6% between them but there’s a margin error in the polls and they don’t tell you that there’s this margin error.  You should really make your own kind of decisions about things like that.
Hannah
I think sometimes there’s a bit too much focus on personality: quite small things, what they’re wearing, what colour tie they’re wearing and what their wife’s wearing.  It’s nothing to do with the policies of the party.

Andrea
I find it’s the wives that are really annoying.

Moderator
You say about the tie - I was getting ready this morning and my partner came in and said ‘Nick Clegg is wearing a red tie’ (laughter)  I’m sure he’s got lots of coloured ties in his closet really - it’s feels like some sort of code, you know.
Arthur
That’s funny that ** kind of take that as that’s a move to the Left ** formation of a Labour coalition-
Moderator
Well we could do a new study about leaders’ ties and people’s-
Arthur
And after the first debate I did go buy myself a nice gold tie.  (laughter)


Jack
On the other hand, say David Cameron was somebody who was really forceful because it would be difficult to tell what he was really like unless you were in a meeting with him I suppose.  And say you felt that he was so forceful, perhaps like Mrs Tatcher, that regardless of what the party rank and file felt he is going to go and to do ‘that’- that might make you, depending on how you thought his views actually were, either more or less fearful of a Conservative administration mighten it, because if you felt that he was going to say to the ‘back woodsman’ -Well that’s just tough, you’ll just have to do what I say’ and you felt reasonably confident that he wasn’t that far from the mainstream, that’s rather a different issue than if you felt he was so ‘limp’ that he would actually be pushed around by all these people who crept out of the woodwork with their fox-hunting and so on.
-----
Hmm, it’s true….

Arthur
 I don’t doubt David Cameron’s competence but it’s the direction he wants to go with that competence.  I think he’s a competent guy, I think all three of them are competent.  I know Gordon Brown -he’s made a lot of errors- but after thirteen years, you know a lot of errors are going to occur.  Politicians aren’t perfect and make mistakes, we all make mistakes and he’s not got the most friendly personality.  But I bet if Tony Blair was the leader of the Labour party now he’d have probably won because I think he would just be-  even though people have car planed off him a wee - but he’d have won the debates hands down.  Peter Mandleson, Peter Mandleson’s good in the Labour party, even though he’s
Tracey
-The Dark Lord-  (laughter)
Arthur
...he’s basically a Tory but I bet he could pull back middle England - they’d vote for him a lot more.  He would wipe the floor with David Cameron and Nick Clegg in one of these debates.  So I think…
Heather
I don’t think you should elect them on their debating skills.

Arthur
I know, but people, I think, I don’t doubt their competency but I think the direction they’ve gone is the problem with David Cameron…

Jack
Yes, I was only using him as an example. (laugh)

Moderator
Yes - anyone else on the persons - people versus the party?  So we’re going to keep to time.  I guess the last thing is that I’ve got a bit of an exercise here and one of the things - because it says the first time that there is a debate and people are looking at, the leaders are standing up there and you’re getting a chance to get more of an impression of them.  I’ve got a sort of an exercise here and we’re going to pass this out- it’s got, within Scotland a group with each- and in Wales we had Yann Wynn Jones as well- just to get some impressions.  The idea here is to look at the picture but don’t necessarily react to the picture, you can react to the person in the picture.  And the idea here is the things you associate with the individual men here.  So if I were to say - and the idea is just to get off the top of your head reactions, assessments, don’t think about it too much - don’t censor yourself- if something ‘silly’ - if balloons comes into your mind because maybe he gave you a balloon on the street yesterday, whatever.   So if I was to say Barack Obama - if words come to mind or phrases…
Arthur
Motivational, he motivates people, I think

----
Progressive

----
Fluent, articulate

----
Down to earth

Moderator
So if I said Jeremy Paxman..   (laughter)

-----
Bulldog

----
Vigorous

Moderator
So again, these aren’t thought through too much - they’re more just reactions.  And then once you’ve sort of done for each of the guys, I don’t know how long it’s going to take, I don’t want to influence you or anything - go back and look at the words you’ve written and if there are some that stand out as having more weight, more important to what you really capture - if it’s a positive association put an ‘up’ arrow next to it - if it’s a negative association put a ‘down’ arrow and if it’s strong, very defining but you can’t really define whether it’s a positive or negative- just put an asterisk next to it.  I’ll pass these sheets around - if you want to get a drink or anything, now would be the time to do it.  
Jack
Sorry, my attention might have wandered.  (laugh) What about the upward facing arrows?  
Moderator
Yeah - If it’s a positive association, you know like maybe ‘motivational’ for Obama would be a really positive word.

Jack
-so you don’t give us words?

Moderator
No you have to come up….

Jack
-Oh, I have to write the words

Moderator
 -everyone just does their own, brainstorming, like quietly. Positive, neutral or negative, the really important words

Jack
So you want some positive associations…
Moderator
No, it’s just anything - open your mind up - whatever kind of comes to it and then go back to it and decide which ones are the most important.
Arthur
I don’t really have strong feelings about that … it’s the policies

Moderator
It’s whatever you associate with it - if it’s policy - it’s whatever you associate

Arthur
Policies - I associate policies, ok

Moderator
Yeah, definitely, it’s whatever you associate.  I did this with Tony Blair, Iraq and Obama online - so….

Jack
Sorry it’s me again - so are these actual personal qualities or are these like policies…  

Moderator
It’s whatever you see in them, anything that comes to mind, so it could be in any category - so it could be balloons or whatever else.  Don’t think about it too much, but then decide which ones are important after you’ve kind of had the brainstorm.

…..break for 5 minutes while completing exercise…

Moderator
Right, if we start with Gordon Brown, we’ll start with Positives and see what people had to say.  Also, if you could do it slowly because the last group - people were just saying things and I couldn’t really catch - I don’t want to have to call on you because, for instance, you might not have said anything neutral about Gordon Brown.  So I might ask you to repeat what you said if I didn’t hear you clearly.  So if we take in order - Positives, did anyone have positive comments about Gordon Brown they’d like to share…

Andrea
I thought that in contrary to everything that I might have thought of him before - in the debates he came across as being very kind of knowledgeable and you shouldn’t doubt him on the facts- as soon as anybody brought anything up he had the numbers and hard facts to throw back and I think that prior to the debates and everything that’s happened over the last few years you’d have thought of him as being anything but competent but he certainly came across that way. 
Moderator
Any other positives?

Jack
I think he’s well meaning
Arthur
Yeah, but hard-working

Moderator
Are you going to tell us about how it was when you met him?

Amy
He was just nice. He was.
Tracey
Mine was just similar to Andrea’s.  I put down economics geek.  And I put this down as well -He should just stayed as Chancellor- because this where he was doing what he clearly set out to do, dealing with facts and numbers and stuff.

---
I had ‘economics’ but I had it as neutral
Moderator
Ok - so it was more a description - Rita…
Rita
I had him as serious and competent and both of them as positives.  I think he does try to do everything but I don’t think he always does it but I think he does mean to do the right thing.

Moderator
Neutrals? -we have one ‘economics’- are there any other neutral kind of comments?

Arthur
**   I think he has a hard time off the media but I think **   I feel bad for him sometimes even though I think he’s made a pure hash of it I think he has such a hard time - I think - ahh poor Gordon -  (laughter)
Tracey
Well actually, my neutral one is something about poor Gordon because as a mother, the thing that comes to mind is his bereavement, the loss of a child, who are still carrying on with this amazing national role.

Rita
Yeah I put he’s human.  And I’ve also commented, I think he kind of seems bored.  I mean he’s also quite short-tempered and I think the level of his ambition - that he wanted to be Prime Minister - he’s quite flawed in some ways but I don’t see that -I mean everybody’s flawed-  so I think it’s just that you see it with him because of the situation he’s in.  So I think that’s neutral.
Moderator
Other neutrals?  How about negatives?

---
I put that I feel sorry for him as well but I thought that was negative - I don’t think you should feel that about a Prime Minister but I just feel, especially in a week when he called that woman a ‘bigot’,  I mean everybody has done something like that, sent an e-mail to the wrong person and I just feel sorry for him.  I think he has a hard time, and I don’t think he has any backing at all.

-----
I had like ‘sad and unhappy’ he’s just got a sad face.

Tracey
He looks tired

----
Le he doesn’t really want to do it.

Arthur
I put ‘fumbling’ - in media terms he’s a bit of a ‘fumbler’.  And his face when he smiles, its like……
Rita
Yeah, I put that he has to pretend to appeal to people.

Hannah
I had ‘beleaguered’ which I think is like a kind of- he always seems like he’s having a bad time but I put that as a negative as well….
Jack
I think he’s self-deluded.  I don’t think he was a great Chancellor - and I think all our chickens are coming home to roost there.
Arthur
He’s not the best leader we’ve had but I thought **
Moderator
Mr Cameron - Positives, any positives?

Tracey
Bicycle  (laughter)

-----
With several cars following him..

Tracey
One with his shoes and all - but yeah ‘Bicycle Man’

Moderator
Any other positives?

-----
He’s fairly competent I guess.
Jack
Anti-bureaucratic 

Moderator
That was a ‘positive’..

Jack
Yes.

Rita
**  is, I think he’s articulate and I think he’s quite good at conveying his points.  And I think he is quite earnest, I think he comes over as being quite earnest.  He really believes I think, in what he’s doing.
Moderator
Neutrals…

----
Christian, I don’t know, I don’t think it’s positive or negative.

Moderator
Right, but it’s something that you associate - it’s one of the words that came up.

----
Yeah.

Tracey
Tough

----
Is that a ‘neutral’

Tracey
Yeah, because you can’t help where you’re born can you, you can’t do anything about that.

Roxanne
I had ‘impactual’ because if he was in power he probably would have an impact. I think there would be a little change.
Moderator
Right, ok.  Negatives…

----
Slimy

----
Yeah, I put slimy as well.  (laughter)

----
I had ‘evil’ but I thought that was a bit…..

----
He’s quite bitchy I think

----
Yeah, there’s a lot of kind of ‘snidy’ remarks

----
I felt he was kind of ‘getting at other people’ more than he was saying anything about himself.

Jack
Populist

----
Unfair

Arthur
The thing with him, he’s so hyper-critical over economic regulation, like they ** but the Tories always called **  and all the time, something goes wrong and they wish they’d regulated it a bit more.  But that was one of the things, I mean, especially for a lot of the debates is - we did right for the Banks  **    But the Tory party always appeared to say -we should have less regulation- **  and that’s one of the things that first comes to me it really annoys me about him.
Jack
Naïve.

Moderator
Naïve?  

Amy
Yeah, I’d put naïve 

Moderator
You had naïve as well Amy.  And Hannah…

Hannah
I’ve written ‘posh’ as in ** but I’d written it as a negative just because I’ve written beside it that ‘inequitable society’ - and I think he’s a bit out of touch with working with people.  I don’t think he really cares much.

Moderator
And you’d agree…

----
I had out of touch as well. I just don’t think he’s got any concept of what most people’s lives in this country are like.
----
I think one of his downfalls is he looks like a Tory.  Maybe if he didn’t look like that then people might warm to him a bit more but he looks upper class.

Arthur
** I think he’s got over-confident.  It’s a ‘smarmy’ thing.

Moderator
I’m just curios here, but did anyone write ‘smug’.  Ok - don’t write it down its just one word that tends to come up - I thought perhaps I’d missed it.

Right, Nick Clegg - Positives

----
Fair


Realistic

Heather
I think he must be hard-working to get to the position that he’s currently in or that the party’s currently in, in what it feels is a short space of time from when people were saying - Oh no, wasted vote - to now thinking it’s actually kind of conceivable kind of thing.  So I think he must be hard-working
Moderator
Ok

Jack
I think he’s either brave or stupid to put forward things like higher taxation on flights and immigration amnesties - can’t work out which. 

---
I think he’s more honest than the other two.

Arthur
I think he’s got a strong team behind him.

Moderator
He’s got a strong team?

Arthur
Yeah, I think so.

Moderator
Rita did you have one…

Rita
I’ve got ‘young and energetic’.

Roxanne
I had young but as a neutral

Tracey
Yeah, I had young as neutral

Moderator
Ok. Any other neutral comments.

----
He’s mocked a lot, he’s not really taken seriously, but I don’t know if that’s a good or a bad thing.

----
I had ‘little victim’ 

Rita
I had that he’s ‘easily wounded’.  I think he gets kind of ‘harped’ - I don’t think he’s not quite as tough as the others.

Moderator
Negatives…just so you know, I’ve had other groups where they didn’t have any negatives about Nick Clegg, so you guys…
----
In a way I think he’s a bit inexperienced.

Moderator
‘Inexperience’, you have as a ‘negative’  
And then Alex Salmond.  Positives - do people …

Heather
Passionate and proud - I think he always believes in what he votes for

Arthur
Passionate and cheeky, funny too.

Joanna
I had ‘a good sense of humour’ for him as well.

Tracey
I had the positive that I don’t agree with what he wants to do but I do agree that he really cares about Scotland.

Moderator
Right.  Neutrals…

---
I’ve written ‘old bull-dog’ because he reminds me a bit of a bull dog but I’ve written it as a neutral because I think it’s good, in a passionate way but then he can also be a little bit aggressive.

Tracey
Well I’ve got something also on the ‘animal’ line I’m afraid - not quite so positive.  He always reminds me of Toad, of Toad of Toad Hall.  But he is also very profligate with resources and I find him very smug.
----
I put ‘Mafia’.  He looks like someone from the Mafia.

Moderator
I don’t know if I mentioned it but I got all these photos from the parties’ websites - these were the images that the candidates wanted to put across - I didn’t pick them.  
Negatives - negatives on Alex.

----
He’s a heart attack waiting to happen, he’s not really producing a healthier Scotland.

Arthur
I thought he was not relevant to the UK.  I had ‘independence’ as a negative.

Amy
I was going to say ‘ugly’.  I don’t think he’s got a very good image, I know it’s not anything to do with politics.
----
But if he’s saying to people -‘You should be fit, you should be healthy’- it’s a bit hypocritical.

Tracey
One of the thinnest politicians we had was Donald Dewar and he didn’t last ten seconds.

Moderator
Right, I want to keep you guys to time, I’ve already taken you five minutes over.  The last thing I want to ask you to do is I have one last sheet which looks worse than it really is, it’s really not that bad.  Again, this is related to the leaders and how the campaign has your perceptions in the last few weeks.  And then on the last page, I’ve got a note here - I will be organizing a post-election focus group and if you’d like to participate in this, having been through one now, you can indicate ‘yes please contact me’.  I was very ambitious I thought I was going to be having this basically every single day after the election but I’m a little bit too tired - so I will re-schedule them now but it will be a week to ten days after the General Election.  So if you say ‘yes, please contact me’, otherwise, ‘no, please don’t contact me’ - and that will be it.  When you’ve finished with this you can take this completed form with all your other paperwork and I’ll be stood at the door.  I’ve got the envelopes with your participation fees and I just want to have a receipt.  I just need you, for Birkbeck, to show that I did post these, I didn’t abscond with envelopes full of cash.  You sign your name just so I can hand that in to the Accounting Department as evidence, documentation.
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