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Moderator: The last time we started, we started with the consent forms and I’ve decided it’s not been that long since we did it last time.  So what I thought I’d do is just review it again verbally and as long as you are willing to read the same things again, but basically you can ask questions at any time.   You understand that you are being recorded both with video and audio equipment.  The data will be archived but your confidentiality will be protected and any other future researchers will have to anonymise it to protect your identity.  You’re assigning me the copyright of your words so that I can use it in any publications.  You’ve already told whether or not you wanted to be contacted in terms of the research output and I will heed to that, probably the first will come out in the autumn, a draft paper.  I won’t be giving out any personal details but your phone and your address and that you’re agreeing to participate.  Then the other thing is, in order to help facilitate the processing for us, at the end of it, because I think someone has to leave very close to 7.00 pm, underneath your name badges are brown envelopes - those contain your payments - so you can just take those right now, please don’t dash off. (laugh).  I’ll circulate this, it’s the same form you’ve received before, it’s just acknowledging receipt of payment.

So I’ll kind of skip the, you know, ‘when did you first become aware of politics’ and kind of explain that in post-election focus group I’m interested in hearing stories of how you guys came to make your decisions.  Some people weren’t able to be involved, I know some people contacted me and said they weren’t able to vote, even though they wanted to or meant to and things happened.  So I’m interested to hear how you reached your final decision, and if you were undecided, you’re kind of perceptions of it, voting, when to go to vote and then I thought what we’d do is talk a little bit about the outcome - your impressions - of what happened, how it all turned out in the end - your thoughts on the election results.  We’ll have a discussion and your impressions on what happened afterwards, in other words the various negotiations that took place.  We’ll talk a little bit about some of the proposals that the new coalition government has, in particular I’ve got the proposals that I want to ask your impressions about.  And then, finally, looking ahead, are you optimistic or pessimistic or a mixture of both about where this government will take us.  I should also say that nobody has told me it’s an ethical requirement but I just think it’s common sense - your ballot vote is secret - I can’t ethically require you to divulge to me how you voted because it is, ultimately, a secret ballot.  If you feel comfortable divulging that information and you don’t mind saying for whom you voted or whether you spoiled your ballot or whatever else, I would- let me just put it plain- I would like to know how you voted.  But you aren’t required in any way, in order to participate or get your fee, to tell me how you voted.  So how you do it is up to you but what I thought to start off with, if you could take us back in time to when you were making up your mind because many people here were still undecided when you did the leaders’ debates.  And if you could tell me, you’re thinking back to before the election, the things that were going on - What were the issues that were on your mind when you were making up your mind and what ultimately were the things, there may be more than one ultimately, that pushed you in one direction or another and then, if you feel comfortable with it, on how you actually decided to vote in the end and kind of why.  So could somebody be willing, again I don’t want to call on people because this is more of a voluntary element, not a requirement, but could somebody come forward and tell the story about how they came to make their decision?
{Sarah raises her hand}

Sarah
I didn’t know who to vote for to begin with, hadn’t got a clue actually so I was going on line trying to work out who I might to vote for.
Moderator
And did you do that through the newspapers?

Sarah
I was watching tele programmes on politics and little online quizzes -Who should I vote for - They kept telling me I should vote Conservative so that’s what I was thinking -Should I go Conservative even though that’s completely against any principles my family might have had or anything like that.  And then I came to your focus group and watched the Leader’s Debate and quite liked the Lib-Dems actually and then I thought I might vote Lib-Dems and I would have voted Lib-Dems had I not gone on holiday.  (laughter)
Moderator
And what was it about the Lib-Dems that kind of pulled you in that direction.

Sarah
I hadn’t given much weight to Nick Clegg before, I hadn’t thought of him as particularly a good leader, or um.  Not knowing anything really about their policies, although I remember when I was 18, I voted Lib-Dems actually, for my first vote, was Lib Dems because I liked Lembit Opik who was MP for our area. Yeah, then I kind of went back to thinking I might vote for them but I didn’t.  

Moderator
Yeah, because there was a conflict of…

Sarah
And then I liked the policies that the Lib-Dems set out in the Leaders’ Debates, I was impressed with them.
Moderator
Thank you.  Anyone else?  Ok, sorry the first person I saw was Peter.
{Several participants raise their hands}

Peter
Well my big dilemma was not so much over who to vote for but whether or not to vote at all.  And I think that that was really in my mind because what concerned me and had concerned me for a long time is, the unfairness of the system, we have this two-party system, and the poor Liberal Democrats never mind the Green Party and smaller parties get no say.  And I thought this was a chance that something might happen and I thought, I’m going to vote for this- look, if it does happen -good - and if it doesn’t happen I’ll never vote again - just give up on it until the system does change.  So I think that that was really the main thing on my mind, once that decision was made I was quite happy to live with the Liberal Democrats because Bob Russell I think has done quite a good job, he’s quite a nice guy so therefore I had various reasons going on there and it’s probably the closest to my politics and at the same time there was the potential in this vote for bringing about some kind of electoral reform.  So that pushed me to the ballot box.

Moderator
So that was what you were voting for….

Peter
Really, yes - fairness. Regardless of what the outcome is - if it works some people will say it leads to a weak government - well ok, let’s have a dictatorship, because that’s the strongest of all then.  It’s a matter of fairness, I just don’t think it’s fair at the moment.
Moderator
Great, thank you.  John…
John
Yes, slightly different because I went in knowing full well who I was going to vote for, have done for the past however many years.  An, sort of talk about going back in history, it’s going back probably a little further than you meant.  I voted first in ’79 which was Labour, which was influenced through a trade unionist father really and then there was Thatcher of course {laughing} which can only strengthen my convictions and that’s the way it’s been ever since.  So I walked in knowing full well where I was going. 
Moderator
So this time it was….

John
-It was simple, yeah, because sort of Labour - every party that, once they’re in power, is going to struggle, gonna make compromises, going to do things you don’t like, however they’re just sort of my people and I think their ideas of why they’re in politics sits with me whereas I don’t get that feeling with, certainly not with the Tories.
Moderator
That’s very interesting. Anyone else?  Oh yeah.
Diane
I’m similar to Sarah really.  I didn’t know who I was going to vote for. I liked the Lib-Dems and thought -is it going to be a wasted vote?  Then I saw the debate, which was here, and that made up my mind really who I did want to vote for which was Lib-Dem and I don’t think they could have asked for a better result really because they- there was no way they were going to get voted in anyway so for them that’s the best outcome.  I was quite surprised by the fact that I awake at 2.30 in the morning and had to switch the TV on to see what was going on, I was getting quite worried then.  Then that really worried me because they said it was going to be a hung Parliament.  And I didn’t know, I mean what’s that going to bring to the rest of us then.   I think it was the uncertainty for a few days.
Moderator
Yeah, we’ll kind of come on more to that later in the discussion.  Stacey, did I see your hand as well?

Stacey
Yeah.  I didn’t really know who I was going to vote for when it came to this first vote - I knew it wasn’t going to be the Tories - I’m just about old enough to remember the last Tory government.  And I did find that watching the debate kind of helped to make my decision.  I watched the second one as well but I couldn’t watch the third one as I was working and I was really impressed with Nick Clegg, I hadn’t really known much about him or his policies beforehand um, so um I had kind of been thinking of voting Labour simply because we live in a constituency where the Tories have a very strong majority and the Labour candidate at the last election had come second but in the end I did vote Lib-Dem.  It didn’t actually make a difference but like you, {indicates toward Peter} I sort of want a fairer system really where smaller parties have a chance really of getting some kind of power.

Moderator
So rather than voting tactically you said I’m going to vote for the party I support.

Stacey
Yeah, it was kind of a mixture of both, I thought again that there was a chance that possibly voting Lib-Dem might actually make a difference this time.

Moderator
Great.  Who else? Cathy?

Cathy
Just probably the same as everyone else really.  Although I was undecided when it came to the focus group, I had thought possibly, I’d always voted Conservative and I thought probably would do that again but I could have been swayed.  I liked Nick Clegg on all of the debates, I watched all of them, and I live in a really strong conservative constituency and I knew they’d get in again and when it came down to it and I went to put my cross in the box I looked at Lib-Dem and I looked at Conservative and I went with what I always do which is Conservative because I just couldn’t, I don’t know, just something in me was just like ‘I’ve always voted that way’ and probably will always continue to.  And as it was, the Conservative MP, who I don’t particularly like per se but I wanted a Conservative government, he got in with an increased majority.

Moderator
So when it came to that notion of like- moving away -

Cathy
I know, I just couldn’t do it, I just didn’t think Lib-Dem would get - they certainly wouldn’t have got in in my area and I didn’t think they’d get in overall Although I know we’ll move on to that later but I think the current situation is probably the best situation I think.
Moderator
So you stuck with your original…

Cathy
I know, I stuck with it - it’s said isn’t it… (laugh)

Moderator
No, I think everyone - people sometimes vote because it’s their identity - this is kind of who I am, what I’ve done.  You thought about it and you made a decision.

Cathy
I did, I thought about it long and hard. And I felt the same way.
Moderator
Patricia…

Patricia
Similar to Cathy:  My father was a Liberal and quite a strong Liberal and my mother was a Conservative and they came from a farming community.  So, the Conservatives.  I think that is the other thing, we don’t always take into consideration that some of the policies are for where you live, and the sorts of the areas that you inhabit and you tend to forget that obviously industrialised areas you know,  Labour might be the right thing for you.  I was very much open-minded with the first debate and I thought Nick Clegg did a really good job and I was really thinking -ok, you know, I’m going to be as open-minded as I possibly can about this and then I started digging a little bit and I sort of lost confidence down his route and I then looked more of the policies but I also looked as who we have as our leaders and I felt that Gordon had had his chance and I then felt that perhaps it was time to move on.  So I went for a person who I thought would be the best leader for the way things are today and in fact I thought that the outcome - initially I was really worried about the hung parliament and probably still am, like everybody else because we haven’t soaked it in to see yet and I thought Nick Clegg, there’s got to be a change and this is perhaps the stage 1 of the change and therefore, I don’t think I was incredibly unhappy with the result but also there’s sort of slight Liberal tendencies to it so did a bit of both really. Quite happy.
Moderator
With your family situation.

Patricia
Yeah, well I thought it ticked both the boxes. {Laughs}
Moderator
Robert, you’d like to share…?

Robert
I was completely undecided beforehand and I’ve always voted on policy - three actually in my lifetime.  Completely undecided, I was actually torn I’m quite pleased with the result, because I was torn the Tories and the Lib-Dems.. I ended up going Tory basically because I sat down with the things that were important to me policy-wise and couldn’t decide but the ones that really clinched it for me was the Family Tax Credit thing - I have a small family and tax credits are important to me and the Conservatives had sort of set a figure and the Lib-Dems had said we are going to scrap it for people who don’t need it.  That’s what really tore me, that  really decided me in the end, kind of selfish which I felt quite bad about but that’s what I voted.   
Moderator
Yeah, well around the country, I mean, a lot of times people just say - Look I want to know what the policies are going to do for me and my family, ultimately that’s how I’ll vote.  It’s a common reason, people look and make evaluations.  I mean, just as an aside I did see a newspaper article lamenting this -Oh people are voting because of their personal interest- and I’m thinking - Was it never not that… When was this magical time when everyone voted for, I don’t know….
Patricia
One thing I forgot to say which is one thing, which I was wanting to say was that I voted for a person rather than a party because I think a lot of parties really cross over now.  Many, many years ago if you were a Liberal you were one side and the Conservatives were right there and Labour were right in there - but I was really confused.  Because if you start to look at policies in depth, there are so many and you think - well, I like a bit of that, and I like a bit of that, and I like a bit of that, you know it’s like going shopping isn’t it.  You would probably go to a variety of shops.  That’s why I went for personality.
Moderator
And was the leader the national leader personality

Patricia
A national leader personality, yeah because I thought that if you look at various different policies from every party there was some I liked and I thought they were all balanced on each other anyway.  If you vote Labour you might like their policy on ‘such and such’ but not quite agree with ‘that one’ but the whole things are linked, they’re not ‘stand alone’ policies.  If you can give with this hand, you’ve got to take away with the other hand.  So you get more confused the deeper you dug really because if you were just fed sound-bites, you know, all the time and it’s quite difficult to go on sound-bites all the time because we are being fed things from the media etc. and it’s not always our free choice - sorry that’s an aside.
Moderator
No, no, very useful thank you very much.  So I think Diane you were going to mention that you had kind of like - the results started coming in and it was - oohh a hung Parliament.
Diane
It was odd. Yes, I’d gone to bed and everything was fine, and then I’d woken up and thought - shall I see what’s going on- because I thought there’d be some sort of decision by then.  And then I just sat watching it for ages, {laughing} I really don’t understand why, and when they started to say what was going to happen I really did start to worry because it is the uncertainty of what that’s going to mean.  Because so many people were saying -I’m not going to vote Lib-Dem because it’s going to be a hung Parliament - so people were obviously afraid of that, so that obviously worried me even more than, thinking what was it actually going to bring and because there was so many days of uncertainty as well as to what’s going to happen. But. Yeah, it was certainly good watching TV the next day.
Moderator
Can people remember their initial reactions, I mean obviously we keep mumbling about how it played out but when you first saw the results what sort of flashed through your mind.  Peter, were you excited?

Peter
I was disappointed that the Lib-Dems didn’t do better than they did because I was hoping that they would be in a stronger position than they were.  And I was surprised as well that they didn’t do as well; I didn’t expect them to make huge gains, you know, after the debate there was all this talk and I didn’t expect it to manifest itself but I did expect them to do better than last time. They really didn’t, in fact I think they did a little worse…
Moderator
Yeah, they did.

Peter
-So in that sense…
Moderator
Their share of the vote went up.

Peter
-yeah, I think their share of the vote went up, seats went down. So that actually disappointed me, that I thought, my first worry was -will the coalition even get off the ground because there’s just not the numbers that really would have said ‘yes’ it’s definitely going to go to a hung Parliament, there was this question mark -will it even go that way? But, uh - or will we be seeing a new election coming up almost straight away.  And so, yeah, I was disappointed in that sense.
Moderator
Anyone else, you know, do you sort of recall waking up the next morning, or being an insomniac….

Cathy
I did watch it first thing in the morning, as soon as I got up I needed to watch this on the TV.  And even though they were saying- there’s no way the Conservatives were going to get 326 seats needed to take the majority something in me, you know there was like 60 seats still to declare and they were like 297 and I’m thinking -they can still do it- even though they were obviously coming in from areas which were Labour ‘through and through’ there was no way but I thought there might be a sudden switch and there’d be a sudden - Oh my goodness, look at all this red has turned blue - until the last minute when they were still on only 300 and there were ten seats to declare - I thought, ok, we’re in for a hung Parliament.  But what I was more concerned about was that Labour would try and form, you know, they called this Traffic Light Coalition with the Lib-Dems, the SDP, and DUP - it was like -Oh my goodness, how on earth is this ever going to happen -not work- even happen because these people are so far apart in their policies that is was-.  Even though it was being talked about as a possibility I couldn’t see how that would ever have got off the ground but I was worried that somehow that would have happened.  When I was thinking oh it’s going to be Tory and Lib-Dem, that seemed obviously the better option, but I thought -Ooh you know, I wondered…. you’re trying to second guess it all the time I suppose…

Patricia
-if they’ve got something ‘up their sleeve’, yes…

Cathy
- you’re thinking -are they going to offer something that they just can’t refuse, we’ll have all these different parties bought in, and it’s not -it’s just going to be horrendous.
Patricia
I think that’s when I started being a little upset because it was almost as if it was ignoring the vote-count really in a sense – you know, how they were making deals and…
Cathy
I think it’s what was going on behind the scenes that we weren’t a party to.

Patricia
Yes, yes. I feel very cross with Nick Clegg because initially he was the one that was so honourable and then he was the one that went and had secret talks with the Labour.  You know, I mean why does it have to be secret - I couldn’t understand that, I was incensed actually.  I was quite leaping up and down -Oh he’s been honourable, he’s gone to the party that had the most votes, and the next minute -I had this on the bottom of my computer- shh, don’t tell anyone, {laughs} and it was ‘What, he’s done what, you know- I couldn’t quite understand that- because I thought the whole thing was that we were after an open and fair forum and the next minute it was -He has rung Labour rather than, I would have thought that perhaps Labour might ring him…
Robert
It was a negotiation tactic wasn’t it - he was just trying to get a better deal for the Lib-Dems really and I don’t blame him to be honest.

Patricia
Yes, but you could still do that - but that was not his political- well the whole thing was, you know -‘I’m open and I’m……’
Cathy
Yeah, he held all the cards and he think he knew it-
Patricia
But did you think that was incredibly fair that someone who got even less votes had suddenly - I’m not saying as a personal thing, but our political system - someone who did worse than they had ever done, suddenly…

Robert
Do you know the figures for the share of the votes?
John
36 - 30 – 24, so 36-Tories, 30-Labour, 24- Lib-Dems  So they’re not miles off.
Patricia
But geographically they are miles off.

Robert
Yeah, but in terms of percentage of vote - that’s the unfairness of the system isn’t it.

Patricia
Yes, yes, - we’re  jumping forward aren’t we.
John
On the morning after, I mean I’m a bit said I treated it a bit like a sporting event, so.  The wife and the kids have gone to bed, I’m there with a couple of cans of larger - (laughter) staying up, trying to keep awake for as long as possible.  It’s funny, the next morning I was doing the exact opposite - Oh god the Tories, let’s get a little bit more Labour - with the Lib-Dems if need be.  I was thinking the same as you but in the opposite - It’s not enough -
Cathy
Yes, exactly.

Moderator
It could have still swayed. Those 60 seats
Patricia
The exit poll was almost accurate to the last couple….

Cathy
It must have been the only time it’s ever been accurate I suppose.

Moderator
I know some of the guys who worked on it so when they were ‘rubbishing’ that I was -‘You just wait’…

Patricia
How did they…?

Moderator
They actually go to bell weather districts and talk to people.  They get some that are sort of safe, some that are marginal and then they used a much more sophisticated way of statistical modelling, its called probability modelling, to estimate so they didn’t assume a uniform swing basically.  The way that they predicted it was based on sort of where it was happening, it was a kind of patchwork so they could pick up on it because they were actually, physically, talking to people in those constituencies.  They’ve really increased the accuracy of the mapping in that sense.
Cathy
And what about the people who never got to vote in the end?  The people who were still at the polling stations and they shut them. Because even if you’d been -Oh I think I’ll go and vote.  If you were then told you weren’t allowed to vote, you’d be incensed wouldn’t you just because it’s your right to be able to do that.

Moderator
There were certainly some surprising stories around that and I hadn’t heard too much since that.  Whether or not there would be legal challenges - I haven’t heard of any constituency was sort of on the ‘knife’s-edge’ such that 100 votes could have changed it.  But yeah, that certainly was….

Patricia
One polling station stayed open until 10.30 didn’t they and there was never heard of again.  I’m not quite sure what they did - were they allowed those votes or, you know.

Moderator
I think that what one person did, they brought them into the building and locked the doors so the processing might have taken to 10.30 but the doors weren’t open.  They were trying to follow more the letter of the law.

Peter
Apparently the big ‘turn out’ time was just after Eastenders. (laugh)
Moderator
Anyone else’s turn to give their reactions to learning there was a hung Parliament the day after or have we exhausted that?

Sarah
 Didn’t know really what that meant - suppose we still don’t know what it means. I just couldn’t -because I was in the airport- and could see it up on a little television screen and sub-titles….
John
I think I was acknowledging, even though I wanted Labour to win I was acknowledging the unfairness of it in terms of when you looked at percentages with the voting system.

Moderator
Yeah, so getting on to that, well we’ve got a hung Parliament now and it ended up not being based any more on the voters in terms of the vote was up but both the parties ended up having to negotiate the distribution of power, the sharing of power as it was.  So before the actual coalition government was announced do you remember thinking it was taking too long, did you think it was taking about the right amount of time, did you just sort of not have an opinion on it.  The tradition here is: the election ends, pretty much the movers are almost there and here, Gordon Brown remained as PM - he didn’t offer his resignation; he waited for the other two parties to see if they could come to an agreement.  From your recollections of that time, does anyone want to talk about - do you feel it was taking too long or was the media perhaps generating….
Sarah
I thought it was all too quick actually. I thought you want to form a government in like a couple of days, I thought that seemed really quick.  I thought that maybe they’d have taken their time on discussing how they could work together rather than like a one-hour meeting in secret.

John
Yeah, it makes you wonder why they spend months and months formulating their policies and then when you look at it -well I think they started their talks on a Saturday so over the three days they seemed to be talking to each other in about an hour or two hour chunk. And you think, well how much are you getting done, so if anything you think -is that long enough.

Cathy
But I do think that prior to that they must have all looked at every option like - what are we going to do, what is our ultimate- if it’s a hung Parliament, what are we going to offer.  They must have had all that, so they’ve just spouted it out in, you know, a short period of time -this is what we want, this is what you’re going to get.

Patricia
There was a lot of talk about being a hung Parliament.

Cathy
Yes exactly, so they would have taken all that into consideration wouldn’t they.  And I thought it was just about right, early the following week we all knew.

Robert
It would be interested to know if there were any discussions beforehand really.

Cathy
Yeah, I wondered that.

Peter
I bet there were.

Patricia
Well I reckon they all work it out - it’s like getting tricks in bridge or something you know, -if I get this many tricks that will do me - and what’s lower down on my priorities and things like that.  They probably all sorted themselves out a lot beforehand really.
Peter
They may have taken more time if it weren’t for fear of the markets, the markets were jumpy.
Patricia
Yes, yes, well something went terribly wrong didn’t it?
John
There was a breach wasn’t there- can’t remember which it was but one of the computers crashed or something.
Patricia
I don’t know, I just remember waking up and them saying -Oh the market and the sudden crash and then they just never told you what it was.  But there was a lot of pressure I thought and I don’t think the public are used to coping with sort of delayed, everything is so instant these days isn’t it?  So I think there would have been, *** much longer I think there would have been ** pressure.
Moderator
Stacey, any further thoughts?
Stacey
Well I was personally fairly indifferent on how long it took to actually make a decision as long as you know, it sort of turned out to be a sensible decision.  So yeah, I’d been a bit disappointed with the result of the election, I thought the Liberals might do a bit better than they did.  So yeah, I didn’t really mind how long it took.

Moderator
So, right, then we’ve got our coalition government.  Was anyone kind of surprised? {Robert nods his head}  Were people expecting more like a minority government with Lib-Dems coming in to supply or did the idea of an actual full blown coalition seem like an obvious option.

Robert
I was surprised.  I thought as soon as the votes were counted, I thought it’s either going to be a Conservative minority government or that the Labour and Lib-Dems would form some form of coalition with the other parties -rainbow thing- I was quite surprised that we’ve ended up with a full blown coalition, um, you know actual sharing of cabinet seats and all that sort of stuff.  Yeah, I think it’s quite good but I think it was surprising.
Peter
I thought it was surprising in as much as if it had gone to a new election quite shortly, the Conservatives, I would have though, would have had the most to gain out of that, and might have got their majority.  So yeah, I was a bit surprised that they went down the route of coalition.
Robert
It might be that they were expecting to do better than they did I think, they were expecting a much stronger swing weren’t they which they didn’t get, so they-  So they got a bit scared, if it wasn’t as strong as they’d thought then obviously they’re not predicting it very well.  There’s a cynical part of me that thinks -they’re just trying to get into power whatever the cost really.  To be honest I feel that about the Tories and the Lib-Dems as well.  I think Nick Clegg - I don’t blame him to be honest.  It’s the system isn’t it?  But for all the talk about sort of talking to the party that had the most votes and the most seats and all of this, yeah.  But yeah, you’ve ended up as Deputy Prime Minister and your party is now in a much stronger position than it has been for years and years. I mean I haven’t got a problem with it but I think it’s an interesting reflection of the system we work in that we have a vote and-  who was it that said, one of the politicians - The public has spoken but we just don’t know what they’ve said-  And then they seemed to make up their own mind what we said and everyone’s quite happy with that.
Patricia
Someone else said – and the people have voted for a hung Parliament- I don’t think we voted for a hung Parliament at all. It’s quite wrong.

John
All the commentators are saying that I’m thinking - it’s not right.  As an individual, you go in and you vote for who you want in power and you don’t vote on that.

Patricia
Vote for a hung parliament, no. Actually I thought the media were actually quite badly behaved in some ways.  

Peter
And they still are.

Patricia
Well yes they are -they’ve damned it already haven’t they, after two hours wasn’t it.

Peter
Yeah, damned it already. It doesn’t sell papers not to you see.
Cathy
I think the worrying part I think the problem was the two leaders, or the PM and deputy leader are coming across as so ‘pally’ and almost sort of sickly sweet with each other and all this back patting and finishing each others’ sentences that it makes me worry slightly they’re going to fall from a great height, have some huge falling out over, probably a tiny policy which is neither here or there.  But it’s unbelievable to think that they’re going to continue - what is it they want- a five year government they’re saying aren’t they…
John
-four year

Cathy
-but they want to change it don’t they, to a five-year.. 

John
No, I thought it was going to be four. - Oh, it’s going to be five.
Cathy
Yeah.  And it’s all going to implode on itself and they’re going to get this fixed term five-years and after eighteen months in they’ll hate each other and call another election.

Robert
It’s happened before hasn’t it, I mean it happened when Tony Blair was in power and Gordon Brown was deputy, it was the same situation -ok -

Cathy
Yeah exactly.

Robert
- they were in the same part but it’s the people at the top and the sort of dynamics of it, the politics of it.

Patricia
I think it’s quite strange isn’t it, all this business about being a Prime Minister and a lot of it does come down to personal relationships and how people get on.  They said Nick Clegg would not find it easy to get on with Gordon Brown, so they removed him.  It was that much of a thing really, it was not down to policies- we have so many policies in agreement we can therefore come to a deal. It was -I cannot work with this person. And I thought that was quite telling really, quite nice really - personal relationships are still very important in our lives.  And the other thing I thought that was I think that perhaps David Cameron did look at it eventually, but if you look at the colour of the country obviously it’s very red at the top isn’t it, so therefore that sort of seems to explain that there are whole areas of the country that are not happy with David Cameron but there’s also there are a lot of people in England that are pro that so you know, he did seem to acknowledge that by,  I think he went to Scotland almost day two, didn’t he, or something.  It’s no good them just saying -Oh we’ve got so many seats.  You’ve actually got to look at how they’re spread out and whom you’re representing and you know, if you’re not representing Scotland, or the top part of the country you can’t just ignore that, you’ve got to look at that, can you?  You know, everyone’s talking about results but it’s not just the results is it? Its part of the country, and how they feel, and how they vote and what it means to them.  And what does it for us down here is jolly different from people at the top.
Robert
But unfortunately that is how it works isn’t it - it’s the first past the post and it doesn’t matter how you get past the post if you get past the post then that’s it, you’re in power.

Moderator
Yeah, that’s an area we’re going to touch on in terms of policy.  So, on this side of the room, you’ve been getting quiet, so just in terms of like the coalition, reactions to….

Stacey
I was quite surprised actually because I don’t think that the Lib-Dems and Conservatives necessarily sit that well together and whilst I realise that sort of the Lib-Dems Labour coalition wouldn’t have made much sense in terms of numbers. I  just I don’t know ** was surprising.
Sarah
I wasn’t sure what the whole hung Parliament thing meant - I mean we discussed it a bit last time in the focus group but I really wasn’t sure what that actually meant -maybe it’s naïve to think that the two biggest parties might have joined but I was thinking why don’t Labour and Conservative make an attempt to get together but obviously they just don’t want to be I guess.  Then that gave Nick Clegg an awful lot of power to join up with a party which I thought seemed quite unfair actually, much as I don’t mind him being there.  And then I thought that maybe with a hung Parliament we don’t have a Prime Minister and that maybe we’d have three leaders or two.  Actually, I thought that all the parties could get together, the three main ones and they’d be a grand coalition, yeah a grand coalition with three leaders and then when David Cameron got in I thought well, the Conservatives have kind of won.  I’m still a bit confused by it, but it’s not quite how I’d imagined a hung Parliament to look like.
Diane
I just think the whole thing is quite confusing as well. I was following it on Friday, that’s a bit sad isn’t it? They were saying that because Gordon Brown was Prime Minister he would be given the opportunity to form a government and if he didn’t want to he’d have to resign and then it would then go to David Cameron and that was totally not what happened and I was kind of confused with what was going on there.  Initially I wanted to have an answer on Friday, I wanted to know what was happening then, but, and I was quite frustrated that we weren’t getting to know that and obviously because of how a big and important decision it was it did need to take time but come Tuesday night I’d had enough and just wanted to know what was happening, so.  But I did feel sorry for Gordon Brown, but he did have a look of relief on his face.  (laughter)
Patricia
I’d never seen him look so relaxed. 
Moderator
Peter, did you have a chance to give an answer.  
Peter
Yeah, I did give an answer.

Moderator
So in terms of moving forward there’s a few options that I’d like to raise, proposals:  
-One is the fixed 5-year Parliament - so peoples’ thoughts on whether you think that’s a good idea or not or if you haven’t made up your mind or maybe sometime only on a Tuesday - whatever you think on that; 
-the idea of making it harder to dissolve the Government from 50% + 1 to 55% - so that it would be harder for the Commons to have a vote of No Confidence that would  dissolve and call another election right away;  
-and then also the proposal to have a referendum on the Alternative Vote.  
So there’s a list of 3 things that I would like to pick your brains about.  So if we take the first one that came up, the idea of the fixed 5-year Parliament.  I mean, it would be a big change obviously, that you would have one government, you’d know you would have it for a 5-year period, then you would, unless you would get 55% to vote for No Confidence in the Government.  So this coalition would, in theory, be around and operating until 2015 and the next election, we would know right now if this legislation were passed, would be the first Thursday in May 2015.  What are peoples’ thoughts - is that too much change
Sarah
What was it before?

Moderator
It has to be called within 5 years but it can be called at any time.  So back I think in 2007 there was the election that wasn’t - the polls were kind of close with Labour having a little bit of a lead and people were giving a lot of pressure to Gordon Brown and saying that he should call an election at that point in 2007 which he probably now wishes he’d done.  And, David, I don’t think it was David Cameron, but someone at the Conservative Conference challenged him to call the election and he never did.  So he had until basically this May and he went the full five years because the last election was in May 2005.  
Sarah
It is normally five years but they can call…

Moderator
It is normally 4 or 5 years…
Patricia
It’s down to strategy really, you know, if you’re half-way through and things are looking really good and everyone’s for you then it’s probably quite a good idea to call one so that you know you’re going to get in for the…

Diane
It does seem quite a long while, particularly because we’ve now got this new government but I think because it is new they need a certain amount of time to get everything done but it is worrying that we could be stuck with them for five years if its not particularly good.

Sarah
It might give stability.

John
I think it’s not within our control, we’ll be stuck with them really because it’s up to the government in power to call it when they want.  I wouldn’t want to change because unfortunately it would be like the American system where you could have six months of electioneering.  As soon as they know the election’s coming up they…

Moderator
Well we did know this election was coming, it had to be called by May, so when you get close when you start giving six months up and you have to call the election and you know it’s coming anyway, but…sorry I didn’t want to contradict you.. Other peoples’ thoughts on this?
Peter
It stops this opportunism when you’re in the front because of one thing or another which can distort the vote so in some ways it’s got this degree of fairness.  And also I think that Nick Clegg, he, that was his greatest fear, that suddenly there could be a decision made by the Conservatives that –‘we could go for this on our own and we could ditch you guys’ you know?  I think in that sense he didn’t have much choice and I think again with idea of fairness at least it stops you pulling of a quick coup because you happen to have some big thing happen which is in one party’s favour.
John
Although he’s still got to be fair because it reflects the country’s opinion at that moment in time so it’s not like it’s a big ‘con’.

Peter
I don’t know because you have all these other factors come in which come in and can affect - Thatcher in the Falklands for example which distorts to a degree where the other policies get pushed so far behind it colours the whole direction of the vote and of course when all that’s out of the way well then you’re back with the other things that perhaps didn’t get enough consideration and have been blanketed by this one thing.

Moderator
Cathy, you were nodding your head in agreement.

Cathy
I just- I would like it not to be a fixed term of 5 years.  I like the uncertainty, I like the fact that it can be called at any time.  I think it makes the parties, whoever’s in power try harder in a way because their term is never a definite, you know, they can call an election when they’re high or they can get forced to call an election when they’re low but I like that uncertainty - I like the fact that they can get pushed to call an election and they not just sitting on their laurels for five years, saying well we’re here for five years, we’ll slow everything down and we’ll strategically do things at the end of that term to see if we can push ourselves up into power.
Peter
Of course a fixed term Parliament doesn’t mean that it can’t be voted out by a vote of No Confidence.

Cathy
Yeah but if you put it in line with the dissolving of Government, a higher level - I’d raise the threshold as well.

Moderator
Anyone else kind of - so we’ve got John and Cathy who are kind of erring on the, a view, preferring to keep it more ‘not fixed’.  Is anyone else with ‘keep it not fixed’ would be your preference.
Sarah
I think it would give the person who’s power a chance because five years is still a fairly short block of time I would say.  So I would stay it would give stability to keep it a fixed term.

Moderator
Any others in favour of fixed terms? (Patricia raises her hand)

Patricia
I think in this case because we’re in such a lot of financial problems that there isn’t a quick fix and if these are going to take time to actually happen, to give them in this economic climate I think, after three or four years they’ll have had a good go by that point, we’re not going to say by this time next year -Gosh we feeling a lot happier- it’s going to take a long time for us to feel happier.  So you can then look over a decent length of time and think -Yes there has been gradual and steady progress in our economic state and that gives them confidence to try out their policies with the security of knowing that they’ll get a good go at them and if they don’t work in the end then that’s that.  Perhaps in other climates a fixed term wouldn’t be such a good idea because I’m rather like you, you know, ‘sitting on their laurels’ but I don’t think Nick Clegg will be sitting on his laurels because he’s going to have to work jolly hard to show people that actually his is a better party to ‘go for’ after five years than the Conservatives.

Cathy
Yeah, but if they get seen to be doing something about this big hole that we’re in then they’ll be re-elected anyway.  So whenever the election is called, if they’re going in the right direction….

Patricia
It may not be as a coalition so they’re both going to be want to be looking good aren’t they. 
Cathy
Yeah, I agree. 

Peter
The other thing with the fixed term, they could legislate that it’s a fixed term for this particular parliament it doesn’t mean it’s forever does it.

Patricia
No.

Robert
That’s not what they’re talking about as I understand it though, is it.  

Peter
Yeah, the law is changed, ** just re-legislates for a period.
Patricia
I mean I gather that most of Europe have got hung Parliaments?

Moderator
Well they have some sort of proportional, or they have coalitions.

Patricia
-I don’t really know much about it but I sort of thought is it a good thing, is it like a family like an extended family - where you’ve got a child and you know normally mother and father say what time child goes to bed or what it eats and you’ve got an aunt saying -No, no, I want it to each ‘that’ because I’ve got a right to say what happens.  
Cathy
Yeah, somebody just make a decision. 

Patricia
And therefore I was wondering if we’re all going to get incredibly muddled with ‘bits of this’ and ‘bits of that’ and therefore no one scheme is going to take off and be tried at every level because they all interact.
John
Certainly more like a large family of unruly children because you don’t know what those children are going to do at any one time.

Patricia
No, but it seems to work in Europe so it will be interesting.

Peter
At least it offers more representation, you won’t end up with a situation where a government can determine without having to take consideration of other people and yet they’ve only got 35% of the votes or something because that leaves a big question mark on what’s going on.
Cathy
Isn’t that part of our identity a little bit to have one government, you know.  Do we have to be the same as Europe - we’re a country on our own - I don’t like to be lumped into this bigger picture all the time.  I like the fact that we’re an island, that we’re British we should be, and we have our own way of doing things.  I don’t necessarily want to have just what everyone else is having.  I just think you just get bogged down in discussion all the time and nothing ever gets done.
Patricia
All the bureaucracy.

John
I think we’re on dodgy territory I think.  There’s a slight difference between us and Europe - it’s mainly proportional representation in Europe isn’t it. Therefore as I understand it, they haven’t got a local constituency as such whereas we vote for our own local MP.  I think our MP’s are tended to be more independently minded then or more likely go against ‘party policy’. So you can imagine, if things are going to fall down it will be rebel Lib-Dem MP saying -This is not what I want, I know my constituents won’t want this, I’m going to be voting against… - whereas in Europe, if I’m right (laugh) I think they’re more aligned to their party because they don’t have a constituency so they’re responsible for ‘towing the Party line’ more so than our MPs. 
Patricia
Well that really worried me, I thought what happens, what do you do, who is your MP?  I mean you could get someone that’s never visited… I don’t think you have an MP do you of your own?

John
You could get an MP parachuted in here…
Moderator
I think it depends, there are a lot of different systems- 

Patricia
I mean, but if you’re in the middle of an industrial area you don’t want somebody who lives in the country to act for you and have feelings of history ‘cause they’ve lived there all their lives and they know what’s going on.  I wanted to know more about how that’s going to work.
Moderator
Well, moving on I guess that is a nice segue what’s being offered isn’t proportional representation it’s alternative vote which, if I understand this correctly means that you have to have a threshold of 50%.  If you don’t win 50% of the votes in the constituency, well you rank your preferences in order 1,2,3,4 down the line and then your first order preference is put on and if you don’t get 50% the lowest number of votes is discarded or that person is dropped out and those votes are then re-distributed and that happens again and again until you have somebody who has 50% of the vote.  So it’s not really clear it still veers from the first past the post except that the post would not just be the most votes it would be 50%.  That’s kind of complicated, so I don’t want to talk about AV because I don’t.. you know, I do more on political behaviour not electoral systems - I have a working knowledge of it but more on the idea of having a Referendum, that’s to do with people and that’s what I’m interested in.  Would people be in favour of having a national debate sort of around a Referendum and having this put out as a proposal and a discussion.  So, one of the proposals is to have a Referendum on having an Alternative Vote system.  I don’t know what the wording of the referendum would look like, if it would be binding, I’m not terribly sure.  But just the idea of consulting- So the issues that come up would be about fairness and the electoral system, if it would be binding and how things work.  So do people have opinions on that….
Peter
Oh, I do of course…{laughs}
Moderator
Some people may feel we need a referendum, other people may not…

Peter
Things don’t become fair by referendum, they may become fair by referendum but there’s no guarantee that they will.  I mean, if we gave a referendum, for example on capital punishment, we’d be hanging people today; so things don’t become fair through referendum. If we want ‘fairness’ then we have to apply what is fair.
Robert
How do you define ‘fair’?  I’m not being funny but if more than 50% of the people in the country voted for capital punishment, which I’m against, let’s not go down that route, if more than 50% of the people voted on a referendum for it, you’re saying ‘that’s not fair’- how is that not fair.

Peter
Well, I think if a person on ‘Death Row’ didn’t vote for it that would be enough to outweigh the others.

Robert
That’s a completely different issue and I’ll have to disagree with you but I think in terms of the political system and the idea of a referendum, if you ask 25 people and 13 of them say ‘yes’ then one of the 12 say ‘no’- getting their opinion to count actually is less fair than the 13.

Moderator
Maybe we can think about it in terms of things being democratic so just because something is democratic and popular or democratic and supported…

Robert
I know you don’t want to talk about this particularly but I still have an issue with, because we’ve heard a lot about fairness in the build up to the election and it seems to me that fairness is entirely dependent on where you stand.  
Moderator
Right

Robert
It’s one of those issues- it’s a similar phrase to the one that’s being bounded about- I can’t remember now how did they say it, what’s that phrase that’s been bounded about-  ‘In the national interest’- what’s that mean…
Moderator
You know actually I was just going to say that just because something might be voted for by the majority of the people it might not be considered fair depending on what your views are.  

Robert
But I think in any system we need to have, they talk about AV in general and the referendum in particular, for me, any system where a question is asked and more than 50% of the people give an answer then that’s the fair answer whether I agree with it or not - that’s the voice of the people if there is such a thing. 
Patricia
Well-


Robert
Sorry- so I think something like AV, I think a referendum is a good idea, whether it would be binding or not I don’t know but I think it’s an issue that would affect everybody and it’s an important issue and I think I might not like the answer that’s given and I might disagree with the people that vote for it but that’s actually-
Moderator
You would like to see the option…

Robert
- it’s a democratic and it seems to me the fairest possible way, it’s not particularly fair but it’s the fairest way we can do these things so I’d quite like to see a referendum on it.
Moderator
Patricia and then I also want to come back to Peter.

Patricia
Mine is just well it depends on the question.  I mean, you’re quite often asked when you come out of the supermarket -Do you like ‘this’ or do you like ‘that’.  Well that may not be the issue, you know, they might be putting feed- you’ve seen questionnaires etc. where you’re then part of a group that’ve said they’re voting for ‘this’ and ‘this’ is what the people want.  Well, actually it’s not - it’s just that there was only ‘A’ or ‘B’ I didn’t like actually ‘A’ or ‘B’ but I had no voice. You know, it depends on how they phrase the question.
Cathy
And also in a referendum it’s so- you get such a small proportion of the population actually vote in a referendum.  Yes, it’s fair because you might get more than 50%, but 50% of the proportion of the people that vote could actually be just a tiny part of the country as a whole because if you look at any referendum that happened in Ireland, in Europe or anywhere else, they’re just -what’s the word I’m looking for- 
Others
Turnout.
Cathy
Yeah, the turnout is just tiny in comparison.  You think that in a general election that would have a 60-something percent turnout and in a referendum you might have 30-30% turnout but that’s 20 or 30% of the population and I know it’s easy to say - oh well if you can’t be bothered you just have to go with the majority - but 70% of people might not say one way or the other so you could be going with such a minority verdict.  That’s just the way a referendum works, I’m not saying its right or wrong I’m just clarifying that.
Patricia
So a referendum would actually give you a question would it - an A or B response.

John
It’s yes or no.

Moderator
There might be several responses, you might have three or four options.  It might be a yes or no, kind of -would you like to move to ‘this’ given ‘this’.  Referendums can be worded in lots of different ways.  Or you might have 3 or 4 different questions that give you options.  Kind of like when they voted on whether or not they should have a House of Lords, do you want 50% of the House of Lords elected, do you want 70% - do you want 100% of it- So that’s very much of an **.  But I think back, because Peter’s talk, I think was about fairness - it was an interesting exchange.
Peter
Well, the point is if you go for a referendum on democratic principles that’s fine.  You’re applying democratic principles- you’re saying OK 50% or over 50% that determines it.  When you’re saying over 50% to determine a voting system which is not going to be reflected in only 50% when put into practice because the alternative vote is still not a lot better than first past the post, you’re using a democratic measure to vote in a non-democratic system.  Why not then apply the same logic and say- Right, we want to have a democratic majority vote, well OK then the question’s answered- if you value that value it for your political system.  Don’t vote on whether or not you should have an alternative political system which is less than that because then there’s no reason to have the first democratic vote really, we can just ** and there it is.
John
I don’t feel the need for a referendum.  In a sense we have a referendum roughly every five years - we elect a government to make decisions for us and that’s a point.  There could be various- you know, capital punishment and stuff like that.  The whole point of the democratic electoral process is we’re voting in people to then take the decision for us because we’re not in a position all the time to be able to take the decisions, we don’t know everything.  And I think that if we know a certain party represents something, they’re in the majority, if they then implement that change then that’s fine because we voted for it.

Moderator
So just to clarify do you think that a referendum isn’t necessary that the parties can…
John
No, I think if they decide it.  We vote for them um, we vote for them to take responsibility from us in terms of how the country is run otherwise why not have referendums, just, for every minor policy.  If we want to play a part in it we’d have referendums for everything - be like Switzerland.

Patricia
But there was a big uproar about this wasn’t there.  I mean this was a real, when David Cameron’s gone against what he wanted to do so it was obviously a big enough issues so it obviously does mean a lot to a lot of people.
Cathy
But they only seem to offer us a referendum if it’s going to be an unpopular decision for a party to make.  So they say -we don’t want to make that decision, it’ll make us truly unpopular so we’ll ‘throw it out to the public’ and then we can say -well it wasn’t our decision.  It’s like anything they don’t want to do - because they want to have a referendum to re-open the fox hunting debate, which again is something we’re not going to get in to, but, it’s because it’s something that’s already been agreed by a previous government so really we should stand by what that previous government has said but because the Tories have tried to get that proportion of the electorate they’ve said -Well we’ll put it out for referendum, we’ll give you another option - because they don’t want to make a decision, they don’t want to be seen to open up another whole can of worms and they seem to want to offer a referendum on any unpopular or really unpopular undecided policy, like for example, what was the name of it - the alternative vote. 
Sarah
I’ve got to say, I don’t fully understand the whole change to the voting system because I don’t know precisely what is it at the moment or what it’s going to be in the future.  I think a referendum might be a good idea but I think they need to set it out quite clearly and accessibly what the change is you might for.  Sorry, it seems that the system we’ve got at the moment doesn’t seem quite fair.  Again, it might be naïve to think that the person who gets the most votes gets in but it doesn’t seem to be that way.
Moderator
Yeah, but it’s also about lines, and how they’re drawn and where they are and how many people are in a constituency.  It’s more complicated…

Sarah
It just seems that the person who is Prime Minister should be the person with the most votes.

Moderator
Stacey, I see you’re nodding your head, did you?
Stacey
Yeah, I think it’s a step in the right direction but I think what you said is really important, that it’s actually explained, so that people can understand what they’re voting on. So yeah ** good point.
Sarah
Otherwise it’ll be, the people who vote in a referendum will be only people who are particularly passionate and understanding and everything so if you want to get the whole public to vote on it and get a representative vote on it,  it’s got to be made accessible.

Cathy
Bring in a dictator and tell everyone they have to do it.  (laugh)
Sarah
But they need to know what they’re voting on. 

Peter
They’re talking about that as well, they’ve been talking about that for the past few years.

John
Yeah, they’re talking about making people vote haven’t they, even if you attend but you actually don’t vote and you spoil your ballot I remember them talking about it, conversation around it.
Moderator
Compulsory voting.  Diane, did you have any thoughts …
Diane
It’s not something that I’ve really known anything about to be quite honest.  When we’re sitting talking, when I’m listening, and everything that people say, when you’re actually bringing it to the forum and talking about it, it all makes sense.  It’s true what you’re saying about the proportion of people, although it may be more than 50% it may only be 30% of the population that is voting.  I even think with the election that 67% is really low, I think that’s quite poor really. Yeah. You would think that it would be a lot higher than that because it was such a big decision to make.  I suppose it is true in as much as you vote for your government and they’re the ones who would make the decisions for you but I think sometimes you do kind of lose interest because you think -well what I think isn’t going to make any difference anyway, so when things like that come on TV I tend to switch off anyway because I know that whatever I think won’t make any changes anyway.
Moderator
Interesting.  So, to close we’re going to look forward and, you know, we talked a little bit about- you know, we don’t have to go to 90 minutes, you’re paid for 90 minutes- are you - your thoughts looking forward:  I mean, it sounds like one of the themes that came up in terms of the discussion is the need for stability and the idea of stability behind this new coalition government, worries about whether or not it can last the full five years or for a significant amount of time and also there’s the economic situation that everyone is worried about and the financial problems that the country is facing.  If you kind of had to put yourself on a spectrum and say well I’m generally pessimistic, I don’t think things are going to work out very well, or I’m generally optimistic- I know things are difficult but I things may go better, or maybe in the middle- we’re facing a lot of problems, we doing the best we can, I don’t know what’s going to happen I think we’re going to muddle through.  Or maybe something else, I don’t want to limit you to just those things, but when you think about in six months’ time, in one years’ time - are you hopeful, trepidatious, cautious, trying not to think about it.
Diane
I think the Budget is a worry because you just don’t know what it’s going to bring.  I am optimistic.  Obviously I do want things to go well but there is that worry you just don’t know what’s going to happen and it does affect us in our everyday lives, financially and everything like that.  So that’s a worry that I’ve got.
John
I think I was surprised on last Monday night how, what an emotional response I had when I realised what was happening and the fact that it was going to be a Tory-Lib-Dem pact and it brought back to sort of those feelings, and I’m not being dramatic, of the ‘80s when I was moping around thinking -my voice doesn’t count.  So I think I’m quite pessimistic now and I’m not sure how the two parties are going to last.  ** for a year.
Moderator
Anyone else?

Sarah
Generally pessimistic I think.  Even though the Lib-Dems are in there I don’t actually think they’re going to make too much of a contribution.  I kind of think that the Conservatives might bully them a little bit maybe.  That’s kind of how I see them, the Lib-Dems are like ‘hmmmm’. (laugh) How I kind of envisage it as such - the little bully group and they invited some little guy into their group -Oh you can join our gang, but really we’re going to tell you what to do so I kind of see the Conservatives as being more dominant, far more dominant than Lib-Dems and I can see it not necessarily working out.

John
The Tories are flash and the Lib-Dems are the fags.

Moderator
Anyone else?

Peter
I’m mostly concerned by the fact that the press behaviour it seems almost trying to destroy-

Patricia
Destroy, yeah.

 Peter
- and, uh, before we’d had any decision come out from the government they’d already had the knife in the back.  And you’re thinking -well what’s going on here- and that’s threatening not just this government but threatens all governments I think, there just seems to be so negative an attack which is a way to try and sell newspapers but its damaging.

John
There’s some small example of it, completely off the subject, but a small example of it was a British newspaper leaking the story about the British FIFA chairman, telling- leaking that news which is going to scupper our World Cup bid and you think –

Cathy
Yeah.

John
Why’d they want to do that- and it’s the same sort of thing, because it makes news and that’s all they’re concerned about.
Patricia
I mean it isn’t just newspapers, if you watched the BBC election coverage- they were all throwing in all sorts of things.  I mean they were on for a long time so they had to fill the gaps and they had some extraordinary things going on, on the television; I can’t remember his name but the chap who had all these paving stones to paint - he was getting smaller and smaller and rounder and rounder..
Moderator
My favourite bit was the staircase. 
Patricia
-and so to keep on airtime they gave such a lot of time to it that they’d got to come up with all sorts of different ‘well I suppose this could happen’ and everybody is latching on to things.  So I think you’re right, I think the media need to calm down, I’d like to be optimistic, I’m reasonably optimistic by nature and as I said, I still don’t think the differences between all three parties are that incredible.  There are certain policies that probably are quite different.  But I mean they’ve all merged quite a lot but I think it’s an opportunity for five years - if you’ve only been given two years or could be chucked out you’d only make policies that would get you quick votes whereas with a 5-year term you could perhaps put in a proper scheme and implement it, you know, without the pressure of having to have quick results so therefore you might be slightly more thorough, they’ve got a lot to prove.  They’ve both got to come out in the end, you know, wanting to carry on or prove to the country that they can continue.  Um I don’t think they’re stupid enough to ignore the band of red throughout the country so I think there’ll be policies taken into consideration of all the Labour voters, etc. etc.  So I’m reasonably optimistic because I think they’d be absolutely daft not to look at the signs that the public have shown them really.
Moderator
Anyone else?


I would say that I am, like Patricia, cautiously optimistic.  I think everyone knows that we’re in a hole and we have to get out of it and that it’s going to be hard, I think they’ve resigned themselves to that.  So I think there will be support- I think the government will be supported in making big changes because everyone’s expecting them, whether they’ll be able to continue 
[Participants speaking over each other]  

Cathy 
Yeah, exactly and it almost harks back to when Labour first got into government and they said –‘We’ll never let this country go ‘boom and bust’ again’, that’s never going to happen again- and then here we are again, however many years later…So, right, ok, back we go let’s start something else to try again.  I’d like to hope for the best but it’s like anything isn’t it - all peaks and troughs, isn’t it?
Moderator
Anyone any thoughts, optimistic, not sure yet?

Stacey
Just intrigued as to how it’s going to work out really.  I’m slightly more sort of tending towards optimistic than pessimistic but fairly sort of in the middle.  So yeah I think it will be interesting and I’m quite glad that the Conservatives didn’t get the overall majority and that they’ve got the Lib-Dems in there as well.
Moderator
Just very quickly, because it came up briefly and I want to give it some space as well in case people want to comment on it: other reactions to media coverage - would other people agree with the assessment that the media has been focusing mostly on the divisive or feel that the media has been just covering things…
John
No, I think they’re always going to focus on the negative and they’re going to be searching- the first report or the first sign of a little split in the tension between the two parties, they’re going to leak on it.

Patricia
They did it straight away didn’t they, when they, when both of them were in the garden - Clegg and Cameron - and somebody said to Cameron  - Oh do you remember, what was that joke, was it the best joke - and it was Nick Clegg.  That isn’t it a positive affirmation- they were already trying to stir up trouble weren’t they and get a reaction.
Cathy
They just wanted to see**

Robert
At the end of the day though it’s not the media’s job to be positive is it, it’s not their job to…

Patricia
No, their job is to report.

Robert
It’s not really, it’s their job to sell papers and to sell air-time, that’s what they’re doing it for.  They’re not responsible to us as the public are they, they’re responsible to their shareholders - it’s the same as anyone else, that’s the system we live in.  They’re in it to make money.  The only impartial media that there is the BBC - and they’re in it to make money as well, but they have to be more impartial than the rest of them but at the end of the day they’re not resp- we have this grand idea that the media is responsible to us and has to be sort of honourable and honest and all the rest of it and it’s just not true.  It’s like any other business, they’re just doing it to sell papers and sell advertising and all the rest of it and so, unfortunately, you know them reporting the facts as they stand isn’t very interesting so putting a ‘spin’ on it and making it miserable and ‘down’, you know, making people fearful - it’s a way to sell papers.  I know its rubbish but there it is.  Sorry… (group laughter)
Patricia
The system- there’s just no way at getting back at it apart from not buying any of the newspapers.
Robert
Well, yeah.

Moderator
Any thoughts on that?  Right, thank you all for your time.  I’ll let you out a bit early- you’ve already signed all your paperwork - feel free to take some biscuits on the way out.  Yeah, and I’ll be data-entering madly all the details so I guess that the first.. -I’ve been in contact with the British Academy but they haven’t organised any media coverage unfortunately.  So the first thing will probably be a publication that Edzia and I are going be working on which we will be bringing up to the Elections Public Opinion and Party’s Conference in the autumn.  There’s like slides, a draft paper also and the e-mail will provide contact details.  Other than that, thank you again for your time. 
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