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Abstract

Over the last twenty-five years the Republic of Ireland has undergone dramatic social transformation.  Despite these recent changes, there has been little research focused on examining the social attitudes of young people in contemporary Irish society and relating these attitudes to those obtained among comparable European samples.  The present chapter focuses on the place of religion and life perspectives of a sample of young people in the Republic of Ireland.  A sample of 1065 Irish 16-20 years old (mean age of 17) completed measures of social attitudes as part of a large cross-European study.  The results show how these Irish young people are orientated towards social integration alongside critical integration, which organisations they trust and distrust, how they are generally positive towards Europe and how their orientations and values may be explored through the themes of individualisation, pluralism and Europeanisation.  Moreover, they are generally apathetic towards politics and inclined to turn instead to their private and social worlds.  Personality and gender remain important factors shaping values and orientations, within the context of a religious setting.  These results describe the religion and life perspectives of a sample of young people in contemporary Irish society.  Subsequent analysis is required to determine how distinct Irish young people are in comparison to other samples of European young people.
1. Young people in Ireland: a context of social change

Adolescence, the transitional years between childhood and adulthood, is a time during which important life changes occur, attitudes are formed, and decisions with far reaching consequences can be made (Steinberg, 2001; Petersen, 1988).  The present chapter focuses on the place of religion and life perspectives during this time of development among a sample of young people in the Republic of Ireland.

In order to contextualise subsequent empirical work, a brief descriptive account of contemporary Ireland, in terms of politics, population, religion, education, the economy, and some legal matters is provided.  As such, this provides a context for how the micro-, meso-, and macro-level factors (Bronfenbrenner, 1979) may impact on young people in Ireland.  Finally, data are presented which seek to examine empirically these factors with respect to the religion and life perspectives among a sample of young Irish people.
1.1 Contemporary Ireland

An overview of contemporary Irish society is described below within the context of politics, population, religion, education, economics, and the legal system.

The Republic of Ireland is situated in the North West of Europe.  It is a democratic Republic, having obtained independence from the United Kingdom in 1922.  The Constitution of Ireland (1937) describes the country as a sovereign, independent, and democratic state.  The President of Ireland (Uachtaran na hEireann), whilst being elected by the people, does not have any executive powers, the appointment being more ceremonial.  However, the one important role of the President is that of Guardian of the Constitution, and as such has the authority to exercise these powers on the advice of the Government or Council of State.

The Head of the Irish Government, the Taoiseach (Prime Minister), is appointed by the President on the nomination of the Dáil (House of Representatives).  Ireland is a parliamentary democracy.  The main political parties are: Fianna Fáil (moderate centre-right orientation), which has been in Government more times than any other party, Fine Gael (moderate centre-left orientation), and the Labour Party (moderate centre-left orientation).  Smaller parties include the Progressive Democratic Party (right orientation), the Green Party (environmentalist), the Socialist Party (left orientation), and Sinn Féin (nationalist) (http://www.gov.ie/aboutireland/eng/irstate.asp).

According to the Census of April 2002
, Ireland’s population is 3,917,203, compared with 3,525,719 in April 1991, representing an increase of 391,484 or approximately 11% in 11 years (http://www.cso.ie/census/documents/vol12_entire.pdf).  Twenty-one percent (834.1) of the population are aged between 0 and 14 years; 16 % (642.8) are aged between 15 and 24 years; 30% (1,204.5) are aged between 25 and 44 years; and 33% (1,297.5) are aged 45 years and over (http://www.cso.ie/statistics/popnbyage2002.htm).

The majority of Irish people are Roman Catholic.  According to the Census of April 2002 (http://www.cso.ie/census/documents/vol12_entire.pdf), the number of Roman Catholics increased by 234,300 (7.3%), from 3,228,300 in 1991 to 3,462,600 in 2002.  However, after taking into account the 11.1% increase in the population overall since 1991, the proportion of Roman Catholics in the population actually fell from 91.6% to 88.4%.  The second largest religion in Ireland is that of the Church of Ireland with 115,611 (+29.6% since 1991).  In popularity terms, next comes (unspecified) Christians with 21,403 (+31.1%), Presbyterians with 20,582 (+55.9%), Muslims with 19,147 (+394.1%), Orthodox with 10,437 (+2,815.4%), and Methodists with 10,033 (+99.2%).  The remaining denominations, with less than 5,000 members, include the Jehovah’s Witnesses, Buddhists, Evangelicals, Hindu, Lutherans, and Jews.
Education in Ireland is compulsory for all children between the ages of 6 and 16 years, or until the child has completed three years of second level (i.e., post-primary) education.  All children attend a primary level school between the age of 6 and 11, at which time they move into the second level education sector, which comprises of secondary, vocational, community and comprehensive schools.  Secondary schools are privately owned and managed, the trustees of the majority of them being religious communities or Boards of Governors.  Vocational schools are administered by Vocational Education Committees, while community and comprehensive schools are managed by Boards of Management.  While each of these categories of school may have evolved from a somewhat different and distinctive historical context, and have varied ownership and management structures, they also have a great deal in common.  For the most part they are State funded, and they all follow the same State prescribed curriculum and take the same State public examinations.  For the academic year 2002/2003, there were 339,231 students enrolled in second level education, the breakdown of numbers in the different school types being as follows: Secondary schools - 189,093; Community/Comprehensive schools - 51,905; Vocational schools - 98,233.  During this time, 129,283 students were enrolled in third level education (Department of Education and Science, 2004).

Ireland is recognised as being one of the fastest growing economies in the developed world, “the Celtic Tiger”.  Over the last decade, unprecedented economic growth has seen the level of Irish real GDP almost double in size.  An open economy, dependent on trade, recent years have seen Ireland evolve from being a country reliant on agriculture and traditional manufacturing, to being one which is increasingly based on the hi-tech and internationally traded services sectors.  Further evidence of the changing face of the Irish economy is reflected in an increase of GDP from €103,065 million in 2000 to €134,786 million in 2003 (http://www.cso.ie/statistics/nationalingp.htm).

Reasons advanced for Ireland’s economic success include EU membership and access to the Single Market.  Ireland joined the European Common Market in 1973, and adopted the Euro in 2002.  Other factors cited are Ireland’s low corporation tax rate and a large multinational presence; a high proportion of the population of working age; increased participation in the labour market, especially by females; a trend toward immigration as opposed to the emigration of the past; continued investment in education and training; co-ordinated social partnership agreements and a more stable public finance position.

Ireland’s remarkable economic growth over the last ten years or so has led to rapid convergence of output per capita with the EU average.  This has been driven by exceptionally strong growth in employment.  The rate of unemployment has, as a consequence, dropped to historically low levels in recent years (http://www.esri.ie/content.cfm?t=Irish%20Economy&mId=4).
Although children’s lives are influenced indirectly by a variety of changes in government policy and legislation, such as social welfare payments, divorce legislation, and so on, the last fifteen years has seen the passing of a number of significant pieces of legislation which have children as their focus.  These include: the Child Care Act (1991), the Children Bill (1996), the Education Act (1998), and the National Children’s Strategy (2000).  In addition, the Irish government, like most nations, ratified the UN Convention on the Rights of the Child (1989).
1.2 Research on young people in Ireland

Ireland has recently undergone dramatic social changes, including legislation on divorce, a booming economy, increasing cultural and ethnic diversity, and new legislation on children’s rights.  Despite such changes there has been comparatively little research focused on examining some of the fundamental questions about the unique nature of “growing up Irish”.  Indeed there is comparatively little research within developmental psychology, and especially data examining the attitudes of Irish children (for an overview see Hennessy & Hogan, 2000).  Given this, it might be an appropriate time to empirically examine the nature of growing up in contemporary Ireland.  

Placing the development of children within context has been an important challenge for social researchers (e.g., Moen, Elder, & Luscher, 1995).  Bronfenbrenner (1979) offers a conceptualisation of the child’s ecology as a multi-layered set of nested and interconnected environmental systems, all of which influence the development of the child but with varying degrees of directness.  Bronfenbrenner’s systems model can be graphically represented as a series of concentric rings surrounding the developing child.  These rings are arranged from those, which are proximal to the child to those whose influence is distal and indirect, but nonetheless important: these are the microsystem, mesosystem, and the macrosystem.

Greene (Greene, 1994; Greene & Moane, 2000) has recently located the development of Irish children within Bronfenbrenner's systems model (Bronfenbrenner, 1979), and provides a description of how the micro-level, meso-level, and macro-level factors may impact on young people in Ireland.  

The microsystem: the inner ring involves the child’s direct interactions with the important people.  These include the mother, father, siblings, grandparents, friends, teachers and anyone in close relationship with the child.  In the case of Ireland, this may focus on the central place of the family, patterns of child-rearing, family life, experiences of poverty, schooling, and the traditional (changing) roles of men and women.  However, for a small number of children there are likely to have differences experience from the majority of Irish children.  These include may include children of Irish Travellers (gypsies) and of asylum seekers and refugees, and children brought up in care (see Greene, 1994; Greene & Moane, 2000 for review).

The mesosystem: this ring encompasses the links between different elements of the microsystem.  In the case of Ireland this would include the home along with educational, religious, political intuitions, and the media, and the link between them (see Greene, 1994; Greene & Moane, 2000 for review).

The macrosystem: the outer ring consists of the culture-specific ideologies, attitudes and beliefs, which shape the culture’s structures and practices.  In the case of Ireland these include the Irish Constitution, the Catholic Church, and others aspects of Irish history and culture (see Greene, 1994; Greene & Moane, 2000 for review).  However, these culture-specific factors are increasingly being influenced by the process of globalisation through children’s exposure to television and the WWW. 

2. Research questions

With respect to religion and life perspectives of young people in contemporary Ireland four main questions will be addressed in the present study.

First, it will examine the specific personal life perspectives and values (i.e., the micro-level) of young people in Ireland.  This will focus on i) a rank order of the Life Planning variables; ii) the inter-correlations of the Life Planning variables; iii) a rank order of the Values variables; iv) the inter-correlations of the Values variables; and v) the correlations between the Life Planning and the Values variables.

Second, it will describe the evaluation of institutions (i.e., the meso-level) made by young people in Ireland.  This will focus on the rank order of the evaluations of the institutions variables.

Third, it will examine the attitudes towards political life (i.e., the macro-level) of young people in Ireland.  This will focus on the rank order of the Attitudes Towards Political Life variables; Political Action variables; Attitudes Towards Europe variables; Europe and Personal Expectations variables.

Fourth, it will examine the interplay between variables at the micro-level, meso-level, and macro-level, alongside a number of important variables.  This will focus on the correlation between the Life Perspectives, Values and Political Orientation variables by personality, xenophobia, religiosity, relevance of parents, and sex variables.
In addition to these four foci, the data can also be used to compare the religion and life perspectives of the experiences of Irish adolescents, and examined at the micro-level, meso-level, and macro-level, with those espoused by adolescents from other countries.  Such cross-national comparisons provide evidence as to the relative importance with each cultural context of the micro-level, meso-level, and macro-level factors, thus providing data about what may be specific among Irish adolescents, or alternatively what is common among adolescents growing up in contemporary Western Europe.

To examine scientifically these four research questions, an empirical study was undertaken using social scientific methods of data collection and analysis.  Comparable methodologies were employed by each of the national groups.

3. Empirical analysis

3.1 Sample 

Overview of sample

The sample comprised of 1,065 secondary level students.  Of the sample, almost two-thirds were female and one-third were male (see Table 9.1a).  The students were aged between 16 and 20 years of age, with approximately 16 % born in 1985, approximately 50 % born in 1986, and approximately 32 % born in 1987 (see Table 9.1b).


The students were drawn from 16 schools in Ireland located within three major conurbations in Ireland.  These included Dublin, the capital of Ireland, along with Letterkenny and Sligo, two regional towns situated in the North West of the Country (see Table 9.2a).  Two were Comprehensive schools four were Community schools, two were Vocational schools, and eight were Secondary schools/colleges.  Of these schools, 14 were State schools (n=959) and two were Private schools (n=106).  The number of respondents from each of the types of schools is shown in Table 9.2b.

Procedure

Data were collected in the academic year 2003-2004.  Twenty-four schools were randomly selected to take part in the study.  Letters of introduction and a sample questionnaire were sent to these schools.  Sixteen schools agreed to take part in the study.  Prior to undertaking the main study, two pilot investigations were initiated to evaluate the questionnaire among an Irish population.  The first small piloting of the questionnaire was undertaken among three teachers and three parents.  These adults were asked to raise issues with respect to the wording, content, and length of the questionnaire.  On the basis of these discussions the questionnaire was deemed suitable for use with students over 15 years of age.  Following this process, a further level of piloting of the questionnaire was undertaken among a sample of 42 students aged between 15 and 17.  These students were asked to complete the questionnaire, working steadily over a 35-minute class period.  They were instructed that if there were any words that were unclear or unfamiliar to them they should raise their hand and the teacher would speak to them and answer the query.  It was found in this sample that only four students completed the questionnaire in its entirety, with on average students only reaching section 13.  On the basis of this information it was decided that data collection for the study should take place over two school class periods (2 x 30 or 35 minute sessions).  These two periods were not necessarily consecutive.

All students completed the questionnaire booklet during two class periods.  If the classes were not consecutive, the students were also given an envelope in which to put their questionnaire after the first class period.  The students were instructed to seal their envelope.  The student subsequently opened their envelope, and completed the questionnaire in the second-class period.
Not all students answered every question, and hence the valid number of responses is below that of the total sample (n=1,065).  A minimum criterion of completion of section 6 was established in order for a questionnaire to be included in the dataset.  It was also decided that any questionnaires with a preponderance of ‘not certain’ responses, that is, where the respondent consistently chose the neutral response option, should also be discarded.

Data

3.2 Life perspectives of youth – analysis of the dependent variables

This section examines the analysis of the dependent variables.  The responses of the participants are considered in terms of three different levels of Bronfenbrenner's systems model (Bronfenbrenner, 1979), the micro-level, meso-level, and macro-level.  Personal perspectives on life and values constitute the micro-level, the evaluation of institutions relates to the meso-level, and attitudes towards political life reflect the macro-level.

Personal life perspectives and values (micro)

Table 9.3 explores the life planning perspectives of young people.  This exploration differentiates between three time scales; the past, the present, and the future, as between an active or passive attitude towards the challenges of planning one’s life.  In terms of the challenges of planning one’s life, the seven subscales had similar levels of support among the Irish respondents (range 3.66 – 2.90).  In terms of levels of support, the subscales were ranked in the following descending order: Nostalgia, Securing, Future, Planning, Pessimism, Present, and Uncertainty.
Five of the subscales (Nostalgia, Securing, Future, Planning, and Pessimism) had scores over the mid-point score of three, indicating a positive level of responding.  These subscales comprise of both the past and future time scales.  The remaining two subscales (Present and Uncertainty) had less support, just below the mid-point, indicating a rather middle-negative level of responding.  These two subscales were both related to the present.

On the basis of these responses it would seem that the Irish respondents are generally positive about the challenges of planning one’s life, especially with respect to the past and the future.  However, with respect to the present they are more neutral, indicating more uncertainty.  It may be the case that Ireland’s growing economy is mirrored with a growing ambiguity among young people in Ireland.  While they may appreciate growing economic certainty, they may feel a certain longing for the security of the past.

Table 9.4 contains the correlations that examine the relationship between the seven subscales exploring the challenges of planning one’s life.  Scores on the Pessimism subscale were significantly associated with all six subscales, five being significantly positively associated (Nostalgia, Securing, Future, Pessimism, Present, and Uncertainty.) and one being significantly negatively associated (Planning).  Scores on the Present subscale were significantly associated with five subscales (but not Planning), four being significantly positively associated and one being significantly negatively associated (Nostalgia).  Scores on the Future subscale were significantly positively associated with five subscales (but not including Planning).  Scores on the Securing subscale were significantly positively associated with five subscales (but not including Uncertain).  Scores on the Planning subscale were significantly associated with four subscales (not including Present and Future), two being significantly positively associated and two being negatively associated.  Scores on the Nostalgia subscale were significantly associated with five subscales (not including Uncertain), four significantly positively associated and one significantly negatively associated.  Scores on the Uncertain subscale were significantly associated with three subscales (not including Securing and Nostalgia), three positively associated and one negatively associated.

Thus it would seem that in the sample of Irish respondents, in the main each of the challenges of planning one’s life is associated, generally positively, with each other.  This can be interpreted as, issues surrounding the past, present, and future are all inter-related, and hence experiences of the past may colour perceptions of the present and the future.  The inverse relationship between Planning and Pessimism is a finding of some interest.  It seems that those young people who feel that they are able to plan do not share in the pessimism generally associated with other outlooks.

Table 9.5 contains the Values in rank order held by the respondents.  In terms of the eight Values, all are endorsed above the mid-point of 3 (range 4.21 – 3.27), indicating a positive level of support among the Irish respondents.  In terms of support, the subscales were ranked in the following descending order: Professional Orientation, Autonomy, Humanity, Family Orientation, Self-Management, Attractivity, Modernity, and Authenticity.

It can be seen that the present sample of Irish adolescents are positive towards the Values under examination.  It is notable that the most strongly endorsed values (i.e., those scored above 4) are those that reflect thoughts about the future as regards work and family (‘socially integrated’: Professional Orientation, Family Orientation Self-Management), and also those values which indicate a degree of independence, maturity, and concern for society (‘critically independent’: Autonomy, Humanity).  This is perhaps to be expected of young people about to enter the adult world with the challenges of third level education, the job market, and independent living.  Of less value to Irish adolescents seemed to be the ‘trendy’ values (Attractivity, Modernity, and Authenticity), with scores a little over the mid-point.  The booming economy of Ireland seems to be encouraging a generation of young people with a committed professional orientation, yet this does not seem to mitigate against the traditional Catholic value of family orientation.  Here it can be observed that a commitment to work and family may be seen as entirely compatible among young people in Ireland.

Table 9.6 contains the inter-correlations between the eight subscales that measure values.  There are significant positive inter-correlations between all the variables, ranging in size between r = .756 (Family Orientation – Professional Orientation) and r = .102 (Humanity – Authenticity).  Inter-correlations of the Values variables reflect patterns found in mean scores of these variables.  As is to be expected, the ‘critically independent’ variables (Autonomy / Humanity) correlated highly with themselves (.667), whilst medium to high correlations (.479 - .647) were observed between these variables and the ‘socially integrated’ variables (Self-Management / Professional Orientation / Family Orientation).  The ‘socially integrated’ value variables correlated medium to strong (.465 - .756) with each other.  Finally, the ‘trendy’ value variables (Attractivity / Modernity / Authenticity), whilst correlating medium to strongly with each other (.470 - .548), correlated weakly (.102 - .282) with the ‘critically independent’ variables, and weak to medium (.256 - .489) with the ‘socially integrated’ variables. 

Inter-correlations between the Values variables provide further evidence that Irish adolescents value their independence, are oriented towards caring for others and society, want to provide a sound future for themselves both professionally and as regards the family, and place less value on the superficial (‘trendy’) aspects of modern life.  The high correlation between Autonomy and Humanity is heartening.  Here can be seen young people who are committed to thinking for themselves, yet who also endorse generally pro-social humanitarian views.  The young free-thinkers of a modern Ireland value the opportunity to freely choose to act in a socially desirable way.

Table 9.7 contains the correlations that examine the relationship between the seven subscales examining the challenges of planning one’s life and the eight subscales that measure values.  There is no consistent pattern of correlations between the Life Planning and Values variables, with significant positive, significant negative, as well as non- significant correlations being found.

Both Autonomy and Humanity are significantly correlated with six of the seven   Value subscales.  Of these, five are positively correlated (Pessimism, Future, Securing, Planning, Nostalgia) and one significantly negatively correlated (Present).  Self-Management is significantly positively correlated with three (Securing, Planning, Nostalgia) of the Value subscales.  Attractivity is significantly positively correlated with four (Present, Securing, Planning, Nostalgia) of the Value subscales.  Modernity is significantly positively correlated with two (Present, Planning) of the Value subscales.  Authenticity and Family Orientation are both significantly positively correlated with four (Future, Securing, Planning, Nostalgia) of the Value subscales.  Professional Orientation is significantly correlated with six of the Value subscales.  Of these, five were significantly positively (Future, Securing, Planning, Nostalgia) and one negatively correlated (Present).

From the present data it would seem that there is no consistent pattern in the relationship between Life Perspective variables and the Value variables.  Although most correlations were weak, there were some associations, which were moderate or above.  The ‘critically independent’ Value variables (Autonomy / Humanity) were positively correlated with Securing, Planning, and Nostalgia, three Life Perspective variables that highlight planning for the future whilst valuing lessons learnt in the past.  From this perspective these associations are intuitive.  Similarly, Securing, Planning, and Nostalgia were also positively associated with the ‘socially integrated’ Value variables.  Again, this would seem to be intuitive insofar as valuing job security and family structure (Professional Orientation / Family Orientation), and the ability of the individual to manage their own life (Self-Management), encourages an emphasis on Life Perspective variables that highlight one’s future role in society whilst acknowledging the role of the past.  Finally, the association between the ‘trendy’ Value variables (e. g., Attractivity / Modernity) and the Life Perspective variable of Present highlights perhaps the emphasis on the here and now inherent in some aspects of 21st century living. 

Evaluation of institutions (meso)


Table 9.8 examines the level of trust that young people have in certain key institutions.  The different institutions are considered under five different headings: Personal interest; Issue Related; Regulation; Media; and Politics.  In terms of support, the subscales were ranked in the following order: Human rights groups; Employer organisations; Environmental protection groups; Citizen’s action group; Unions; Churches; Courts; Police; Television; Military; Newspapers; Government; Parliament; Political parties.
In terms of the Trust in Organizations, there was some variability between these 13 groups among the Irish respondents (range 3.79 – 2.40).  Ten of the organisations (Human rights groups, Employer organisations, Environmental protection groups, Citizen’s action group, Unions, Churches, Courts, Police, Television, and Military) had scores over the mid-point score of three, indicating a positive level of responding, although, the latter three were marginal.  In contrast, four organisations (Newspapers, Government, Parliament, and Political parties) scored just below the mid-point, indicating a rather negative response.

With respect to the five different headings, it is clear that those organisations with the most trust are drawn from the area of Issues Related and Personal Interest.  Those related to Regulation and Media are around the mid-point, that is, just below or just above 3.  In contrast, those at the negative end concern Politics.

It is evident from this sample of young people in Ireland that they do not have universal trust in organisations, especially those that can be seen as part of the state (Politics): Government and Parliament Political parties.  The Media is also seen with some disdain in terms of Newspapers, which are not trusted and Television, which is viewed more neutrally.  There is ambivalence shown to those organisations that may be seen as being ‘controlled’ by the state (Regulation) such as the Police and the Military.  However, in contrast, those organisations that are Issue Related (i.e., Human rights groups, Environmental protection groups) or of Personal Interest (i.e., Employer organisations, Citizen’s action group), do seem to be supported.  Interestingly, Churches were scored around the mid-point (3.31), indicating a level of ambivalence.  This may be viewed as somewhat surprising given the traditional high level of trust placed in the Catholic Church in Ireland.  One interpretation for this loss of trust may relate to the ongoing child abuse scandals surrounding a number of Catholic priests. 

Attitudes towards political life (macro)


The third area of the study concerns political orientation.  As already demonstrated in Table 9.8, political institutions are not highly trusted among young people.  Table 9.9 explores in more detail the political orientations of the current sample.  In terms of support, the subscales were ranked in the following order: Alienation, Indifference, Anomie, Non-Conformity, Private Sphere, Distance, Polarity of Generations, and Conformity.

Of the eight subscales examined in Table 9.9, all of the subscales are evaluated positively by the respondents (i.e., scores above the mid-point of 3), and all had similar levels of endorsement (range 3.61 – 3.23).  Five of the eight subscales (Anomie, Indifference, Distance, Alienation, and Polarity) are negatively worded, hence higher scores indicates a more negative orientation towards politics.  The remaining three subscales (Private Sphere, Conformity, and Non-Conformity) are more positively worded and represent the ‘Reaction’ concept.  These items relate less directly to politics and more to the orientation of the individual (e.g., Item 7: ‘I would like to try to break out of the uniformity of this society’ [Non-Conformity subscale]), hence higher scores indicate a more individualistic attitude to life, and thus a decreased orientation toward politics. 

It would appear that, whilst the Irish youth represented by this sample are somewhat negative in their view of politics and political institutions, and prefer to adopt their own views regarding their role in society.  This finding would support the notion that politics is something of an adult preoccupation.


Table 9.10 explores the likelihood of the respondents taking part in different kinds of politically motivated action.  In terms of support, the subscales for the Political Action variables were ranked in the following descending order: ‘Petition’, ‘Wear a sign/symbol’, ‘Boycott’, ‘Demonstration’, ‘Contact a politician’, ‘Occupy building’, ‘Member of party’, ‘Paint slogan’, ‘Destroy property’, ‘Distribute propaganda’, and  ‘Use violence’.  In terms of the Political Action variables, only three are endorsed above the mid-point of 2 (range 2.58 – 1.24), indicating a positive level of support among the Irish respondents.  The majority are endorsed between the negative and middle anchors.

For the most part, this sample of Irish adolescents favoured less politically active means of expressing their views.  This is evident in that the Parliamentary and Demonstrative concepts were more strongly endorsed than the Political Activist or Violent Activist concepts.  This perhaps demonstrates a mature and healthy approach to political activism in Ireland’s young people; that is, they recognise that it is preferable to make a political statement via socially acceptable means (e.g., by ‘signing a petition’) than by resorting to more antisocial tactics (e.g., by ‘destroying private or public property’).  In view of the violent process that brought about the independence of Ireland, the fight to establish a parliamentary democracy, which still threatens Northern Ireland, it is perhaps reassuring that these young people are not supportive of parliamentary means of action.


Table 9.11 examines the responses of the young people to the growing unification of Europe.  Scores in attitudes towards Europe ranged from 3.79 to 2.72.  Mean scores on the four items reflecting positive attitudes towards Europe were all in the middle to positive range, thus indicating positive attitudes to Europe.  Also in this range was one of the items reflecting negative attitudes towards Europe (‘For me it will be hard to find a good workplace in a united Europe, since competition is growing’).  The remaining negatively worded items were in the middle to negative range of scores, thus indicating a weaker endorsement of negative attitudes to Europe.

Young people in Ireland primarily endorse the positive aspects of European integration, highlighting benefits in terms of increased opportunities, which are facilitated by the introduction of the Euro.  Also highlighted by Irish youth is the need for past conflicts between countries to be resolved in order to encourage unity throughout Europe, which in turn will make for better conditions for all.

The negative aspects of European integration are less strongly supported by Irish adolescents, the exception being the concern that the opening up of Europe may make it more difficult for young people in Ireland to be competitive in the job market.  However, of less concern to young people in Ireland is the disappearance of the Irish language though, to some extent it may be argued that the Irish experience has already been one of loss of language due to cultural, economic and political influences from overseas (most notably Great Britain), the threat to the personal interests of Irish youth as a result of the growth of worldwide economic zones, or the fear of a loss of cultural identity, with Irish adolescents scoring mostly in the ‘not certain’ to ‘disagree’ range on these items.

Table 9.12 explores the expectations which young people have in relation to the uniting of Europe.  The majority of respondents were split between those who expect no change in their personal situation as a result of European unification (45.1%), and those who expect both positive and negative consequences, just under one in five (39.3%) of.  Substantially fewer respondents expect mostly positive consequences (12.4%), and only a small number expect mostly negative consequences of unification (3.2%).

These findings suggest that the young Irish are divided between those who expect little change as a result of further European integration, and those who believe there will be both positive and negative consequences.  This can be interpreted as a realistic view of the likely consequence on Ireland of further European enlargement.

3.3 Main results in relation to background characteristics

Whereas the ‘Secular typology’ has been utilised as an independent variable within the analysis and related chapters reported from the other participating nations in the study, Ireland is constituted of a largely religiously homogenous population.  There is insufficient variety in the sample to employ this variable in a meaningful way.  For this reason in the current chapter, ‘secular type’ is not used as an independent variable.

Table 9.13 contains a range of background variables, and their impact across the variables already discussed in this chapter.  Neuroticism was found to be significantly positively associated with Future and Uncertainty, and significantly negatively associated with Planning.

Extraversion scores were significantly positively associated with Nostalgia, Planning, Autonomy, Humanity, Attractiveness, Family Orientation, Professional Orientation, Self-Management, and Regulation Institutions, and significantly negatively associated with Uncertainty.

Scores on Xenophobia were significantly positively associated with Uncertainty, Present, Pessimism, Attractiveness, Modernity, Authenticity, Indifference, Distance, Alienation, Anomie, Private Sphere, Conformity, Polarity of Generations, Non-Conformity, Europe-Negative, Political Activist, Violent Activist, and Media, and significantly negatively associated with Autonomy, Humanity, Europe-Positive, Parliamentary, Demonstrative, Politics-Parties, and Issue Related Groups.


Church Attendance scores were found to be significantly positively associated with Nostalgia, Humanity, Family Orientation, Professional Orientation, Self-Management, Alienation, Anomie, and Interest Groups.  There were no significant negative associations between Church Attendance and any of the subscales.

Relevance of Parents scores were significantly positively associated with Nostalgia, Planning, Autonomy, Humanity, Attractiveness, Family Orientation, Professional Orientation, Self-Management, Distance, Anomie, Private Sphere, Conformity, Interest Groups, and Regulation Institutions, and significantly negatively associated with Political Activist and Violent Activist.

Scores on Religious were significantly positively associated with Nostalgia, Pessimism, Autonomy, Humanity, Family Orientation, Professional Orientation, Self-Management, Anomie, Conformity, Europe-Negative, Parliamentary, Interest Groups, and Issue Related Groups, and significantly negatively associated with Present and Non-Conformity.

Regarding sex differences in the various subscales, females scored significantly higher on the following: Nostalgia, Future, Autonomy, Humanity, Family Orientation, Professional Orientation, Self-Management, Europe-Positive, Parliamentary, Demonstrative, and Issue Related Groups, whilst males scored significantly higher on: Present, Modernity, Authenticity, Europe-Negative, Political Activist, and Violent Activist.

Irish youth scoring high on Neuroticism have concerns and uncertainties about the future, but at the same time are less inclined to plan ahead.

Respondents scoring high on Extraversion are confident of, and planning for, the future whilst acknowledging the importance of the past.  They are both critically independent and socially integrated, and have a regard for regulation institutions. 

Young people scoring high on the Xenophobia scale are both pessimistic and uncertain, and live in the present.  They are neither critically independent nor socially integrated, instead valuing the ‘trendy’ values.  Whilst being somewhat ambivalent towards politics in general, they endorse a negative attitude towards Europe.  They are also more inclined to exhibit a preference for political and violent activism over more socially acceptable expressions of political action.  Whilst being negative towards political parties and issue related groups, they demonstrate a trust in the media.

Young people scoring high in Church Attendance demonstrate a respect for the past.  They are also more socially integrated, evidenced by their endorsement of interest groups, and they exhibit a degree of critical independence.  Regarding their political orientation, they are largely ambivalent, but demonstrate a degree of alienation and anomie.

High scores in Relevance of Parents are associated with an acknowledgement of the past whilst also planning for the future.  Young people who acknowledge the importance of their parents are both critically independent and socially integrated, whilst placing less value on ‘trendy’ values.  This is perhaps expressed in their endorsement of interest groups and regulation institutions.  Whilst being somewhat indifferent towards politics, they express negative attitudes towards political and violent activism.

Those respondents scoring high in Religious value the past, but are somewhat pessimistic, and negative about the present.  They are both critically independent and socially integrated, this being demonstrated also by their endorsement of interest groups and issue related groups.  However, they eschew the ‘trendy’ values. Regarding Political Orientation, whilst being somewhat indifferent and conforming, they are also negative in their attitudes to Europe.  These respondents endorse a Parliamentary approach to Political Action.

Regarding sex differences, whilst Irish females acknowledge both the past and the future, Irish males tend to focus on the here and now.  Females also tend to be more critically independent and socially integrated than are the males, this being further demonstrated by the value placed by females on issue related groups.  Males by contrast endorse more of the ‘trendy’ values.  Irish females have a more positive view of Europe than Irish males, and there are stark contrasts in the way young people in Ireland view political action.  Whilst the females favour the more socially acceptable means of making a political difference, the males endorse both political and violent activism.

3.4
Evaluation of the research question(s) 

It is important to acknowledge that the research questions and methodology employed in the present chapter were developed within the context of an international research agenda involving multiple research partners.  This has both methodological and theoretical strengths and weaknesses.  

The opportunity to compare the responses of the young people of Ireland with those of comparable European samples clearly provides a powerful way of examining key variables under examination.  This is, of course, both empirically and theoretically demonstrated in the data and accompanying critical reflection presented in the final chapter ‘Youth in Europe: Correspondence and Diversity’ (Ziebertz & Kay, this volume).

The weaknesses are apparent in the posing of questions that have less relevance to young people in Ireland, than perhaps other national samples.  For example, some of the questions were formulated in a context of economic uncertainty and against the spectre of political extremism.  The situation in Ireland is so radically different with its rejuvenated economic confidence and political stability.  Moreover, certain questions were not as relevant to the Irish national context.  It was therefore not feasible to generate fully comparative data for this international study.  For example, the religious homogeneity of Ireland means that it was not possible to explore this key variable in the way that, for example, colleagues in more secular countries, such as Germany and the UK have done. 

However, by and large the questions shaped by different cultural contexts have provided a fascinating opportunity for Irish adolescents to share their views on these issues, with the expectation that these voices will be heard.  The methodological challenges of this project have been met in a manner that supports the view that multi-national comparative ventures of this nature are of key importance to impacting the domestic research agendas of each of the participating nations.  

4. Interpretation and discussion
This study set out to examine four key questions in the life experiences of young people in the Republic of Ireland. 

First, it was decided to examine the specific personal life perspectives and values (i.e., the micro-level) of young people in Ireland.  This focused on the Life Planning and the Values variables.  Second, the young people evaluated the institutions of the meso-level.  Third, attitudes towards political life (i.e., the macro-level) of young people in Ireland were raised as a research focus.  This focus was on the rank order of the Attitudes Toward Political Life variables; Political Action variables; Attitudes Towards Europe variables; Europe and Personal Expectations variables.  Fourth, it was decided to examine the interplay between variables at the micro-, meso-, and macro-level, alongside a number of core variables.  This focus was on the correlation between the Life Perspectives, Values and Political Orientation variables by personality, xenophobia, religiosity, relevance of parents, and sex variables.

Having raised these research questions, it is now possible to reflect on the empirically derived answers to these questions, and through this dialogue to generate conclusions.

First, the research explored the Life Planning and the Values variables.  It was discovered that the dynamism, political and economic, which has come to characterise the Republic of Ireland, exists along a life perspective of nostalgia, and a desire to secure the past.  From this it can be concluded that a rapidly developing economy, which is coupled with changes in political identity, may lead to young people clinging to the past rather than embracing the future.  An educational agenda can thus be drawn to ensure that young people in Ireland retain the confidence to explore the future rather than attach themselves to the past.

Exploration of Values has shown that the traditionally perceived dichotomy between work and family is not apparent among young people in Ireland.  The young people in the survey have shown a values orientation toward professionalism, while at the same time supporting the view that they hold a values orientation toward the family.  Through the economic redevelopment of Ireland, it can be seen that traditional values have been retained and combined with economic ambition.  From this it is concluded that the role of the traditional Irish family is not threatened by rapid change to the economic infrastructure of the country.

Second, the research explored the perceptions of young people with regard to their confidence in institutions.  It was clear that the institutions that were not readily supported were generally political institutions.  It can be concluded that there is an urgent need in Ireland for politicians to be trusted by young people.  They cannot take such trust for granted.  Rather, they need to actively seek and earn such trust.  Democracy can succeed only with the consent and trust of the people.

Third, having shown that political institutions are not highly trusted, it can be seen that the political orientation of the participants represents the view that political parties are indifferent to, and alienated from, young people.  These findings strengthen the conclusion reached above; that politicians need to re-engage with young people and show that young people are stakeholders in the democratic process.

It is noted that parliamentary and demonstrative political actions are those favoured by the young people in the survey.  However, if young people are disillusioned and alienated from the political process, how long will it be before various forms of activism are adopted?  Once more it is emphasised that politicians must, as a matter of priority, reinforce the view that young people are a part of the political process.

With regard to Europe, it was shown that the respondents are largely confident in their place in a growing Europe.  This is a healthy outlook that reflects a successful international integration, rather than assimilation.  It is concluded that young people in Ireland may be seen as having a realistic perspective on what Europe can offer, and what it can cost a nation.

Fourth, the research explored the correlation between the Life Perspectives, Values and Political Orientation variables by personality, xenophobia, religiosity, relevance of parents, and sex variables.

It is concluded that the personality factors of neuroticism and extraversion are core to the development of attitudes and values among young people.  It would be wise to take into account these differences when educating young people in Ireland for citizenship.

Young people scoring high on xenophobia reject social integration, they follow trends.  These young people are generally ambivalent toward politics; they display a propensity toward extreme politically motivated behaviours.  It is concluded that these young people must be enabled to make their voices, generally voices of dissent, heard within the democratic political realm.  While these young people have no faith in politics to recognise their needs, they may then feel that activism is the only route open to them.  These young people demonstrate a trust in the media.  It can be concluded that the media have a duty to take their role of socialising young people seriously.  They can exert much influence over the formation of attitudes of young people, and must do this responsibly.  Furthermore, there may be a need for educators to recognise the influence of the media, and it may be wise for the education establishment to teach children about media representations and motivations.

Church attendance is shown to remain important as a predictor of attitudes and values among young people.  The church has traditionally held a role of attitude formation.  It is concluded that this role remains intact in Ireland.  Religious leaders may be satisfied with this conclusion, yet they would be wise to work to maintain this position, and not take it for granted.  The churches still impact on Irish life, and they should be aware of the need to carefully manage this impact.

Respondents with a secure perception of relevance of parents are generally content with their past and happy to face the future.  As a means of primary socialisation, parents remain key to the formation of pro-social values.

Respondents scoring high on the religious measure value the past, yet they are less secure about the future.  It is concluded that the churches may wish to re-cast themselves, not as guardians of tradition, but as being at the cutting edge of Ireland’s future.

While sex differences continue to divide the young people, it is possible to see the latent effect of traditional sex roles.  Females are still more likely to take pro-social roles and attitudes, whereas young males are likely to adopt a more hard-line approach in various regards.  It can be concluded that it would be socially beneficial for young males to be made aware of the potential consequences of asocial behaviours, and the possible benefits of socially acceptable attitudes.  An educational agenda is clear here.

The aim of this research was to gain insight into the values formation of young people in the Republic of Ireland within the context of a cross-national collaborative research programme.  Future replication of this study would be useful in order to check the stability of findings, and therefore to be able to identify subsequent changes in the Religious and Life Perspectives of young Irish people growing up in the new millennium. 
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Table 9.1a: Sex of respondents
	Sex
	Freq
	%

	Female
	748
	70.4

	Male
	315
	29.6

	Total
	1063
	100


Table 9.1b: Age of respondents

	Year of Birth
	Freq
	%

	1983
	1
	.1

	1984
	2
	.2

	1985
	159
	16.1

	1986
	507
	51.3

	1987
	319
	32.3

	Total
	988
	100


Table 9.2a: Number of questionnaires returned from each region

	Region
	Returned questionnaires
	%

	Letterkenny
	702
	65.9

	Sligo
	158
	14.8

	Dublin
	205
	19.2

	Total
	1065
	100.0


Table 9.2b: Number of students attending by type of school

	Type of school
	Freq
	%

	Comprehensive (11-18)
	117
	11.0

	Community (11-18)
	344
	32.3

	Vocational (11-18)
	118
	11.1

	Secondary school/college (11-18)
	486
	45.6

	Total
	1065
	100.0


Table 9.3: Life Planning 

	Concept
	Scale 
	Mean
	S.D.

	Past-active/passive
	Nostalgia
	3.66
	.88

	Past-active
	Securing
	3.56
	.60

	Future-passive
	Future
	3.54
	.80

	Future-active
	Planning
	3.52
	.69

	Past-passive
	Pessimism
	3.29
	.84

	
	
	
	

	Present-active
	Present
	2.94
	.87

	Present-active/passive
	Uncertainty
	2.90
	.83


5-point scale: answers mean 1=negative, 3=middle, 5=positive

Table 9.4: Life Planning Correlations

	
	Pessimism
	Present
	Future
	Securing
	Planning
	Nostalgia

	Present
	.20**
	
	
	
	
	

	Future
	.13**
	.10**
	
	
	
	

	Securing
	.17**
	.10**
	.18**
	
	
	

	Planning
	-.11**
	
	
	.21**
	
	

	Nostalgia
	.13**
	-.07*
	.12**
	.22**
	.19**
	

	Uncertain
	.23**
	.29**
	.34**
	
	-.23**
	


** = p<.01; * = p<.05

Table 9.5: Values 

	Concept
	Scale 
	Mean
	S.D.

	Socially integrated
	Professional Orientation
	4.21
	.67

	Critically independent
	Autonomy
	4.15
	.58

	Critically independent
	Humanity
	4.10
	.60

	Socially integrated
	Family Orientation
	4.08
	.70

	Socially integrated
	Self management
	3.79
	.61

	Trendy
	Attractivity
	3.59
	.70

	Trendy
	Modernity
	3.42
	.85

	Trendy
	Authenticity
	3.27
	.72


5-point scale: answers mean 1=negative, 3=middle, 5=positive

Table 9.6: Value correlations

	 
	Autonomy
	Humanity
	Self management
	Attractiveness
	Modernity
	Authenticity
	Family

orientation

	Humanity
	.67**
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Self management
	.48**
	.54**
	
	
	
	
	

	Attractiveness
	.28**
	.22**
	.41**
	
	
	
	

	Modernity
	.17**
	.14**
	.37**
	.55**
	
	
	

	Authenticity
	.17**
	.10**
	.30**
	.52**
	.47**
	
	

	Family Orientation
	.52**
	.54**
	.47**
	.49**
	.32**
	.27**
	

	Professional Orient
	.65**
	.63**
	.51**
	.43**
	.35**
	.26**
	.76**


** = p<.01

Table 9.7: Life planning and values

	
	Autonomy
	Humanity
	Self manage
	Attractiveness
	Modernity
	Authenticity
	Family 

orient
	Professional

orient

	Nostalgia
	.19**
	.28**
	.18**
	.14**
	
	.09**
	.26**
	.27**

	Planning
	.28**
	.24**
	.24**
	.21**
	.15**
	.07*
	.22**
	.28**

	Securing
	.33**
	.29**
	.12**
	.07*
	
	
	.24**
	.28**

	Future
	.17**
	.15**
	
	
	
	
	.13**
	.13**

	Pessimism
	.09**
	.08*
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Present
	-.08*
	-.13**
	
	.12**
	.07*
	.22**
	
	-.12**

	Uncertainty
	
	
	
	
	
	.14**
	
	-.08*


** = p<.01; * = p<.05

Table 9.8: Trust in Organisations

	Organisation 
	Mean
	S.D.
	% who trust

	Human rights groups (e.g. Amnesty International)
	3.79
	1.09
	34

	Employer organisations
	3.46
	1.04
	33

	Environmental protection groups (e.g. Greenpeace, WWF)
	3.41
	1.18
	30

	Citizen’s action group
	3.40
	.95
	37

	Unions
	3.36
	1.04
	36

	Churches
	3.31
	1.28
	27

	Courts
	3.28
	1.18
	33

	Police
	3.08
	1.27
	29

	Television
	3.03
	1.22
	20

	Military
	3.02
	1.18
	24

	
	
	
	

	Newspapers
	2.70
	1.24
	20

	Government
	2.53
	1.15
	16

	Parliament
	2.50
	1.12
	15

	Political parties
	2.40
	1.15
	12


5-point scale: answers mean 1=negative, 3=middle, 5=positive

Table 9.9: Politics

	Concept
	Scale 
	Mean
	S.D.

	Political parties
	Alienation 
	3.61
	.75

	Political parties
	Indifference 
	3.55
	.73

	Public life
	Anomie
	3.51
	.73

	Reaction
	Non-conformity
	3.46
	.65

	Reaction
	Private sphere
	3.42
	.75

	Political parties
	Distance
	3.32
	.90

	Political parties
	Polarity of generations
	3.24
	.63

	Reaction 
	Conformity
	3.23
	.65


5-point scale: answers mean 1=negative, 3=middle, 5=positive

Table 9.10: Political Action 

	Concept
	Item 
	Mean
	S.D.
	% have done

	Parliamentary 
	Sign a petition
	2.58
	.60
	64

	Demonstrative 
	Wear a sign/symbol expressing an opinion
	2.02
	.73
	27

	Demonstrative 
	Take part in a boycott/consumers' strike
	2.01
	.62
	19

	
	
	
	
	

	Demonstrative 
	Take part in demonstrations
	1.98
	.69
	23

	Parliamentary 
	Contact a politician
	1.92
	.64
	17

	Violent activist 
	Occupy buildings or similar actions
	1.54
	.58
	4

	Parliamentary 
	Be member of a political party
	1.48
	.59
	5

	Political activist 
	Paint political slogan in public places
	1.34
	.60
	7

	Violent activist 
	Destroying private or public property as a protest
	1.29
	.59
	7

	Political activist 
	Distribute extreme political propaganda
	1.29
	.54
	4

	Violent activist 
	Use violence for political purposes
	1.24
	.55
	6


3-point scale: answers mean 1=negative, 2=middle, 3=positive

Table 9.11: Attitudes towards Europe 


	
	Mean
	S.D.
	% agree

	Europe growing together will open up many doors, particularly for young people.
	3.79
	.80
	54

	The introduction of the euro as a currency will help the Europeans integrate.
	3.73
	.93
	49

	I think it is very important that old European enemies now unite with one another.
	3.67
	.97
	37

	The uniting of Europe will improve the conditions of all people in the long run.
	3.50
	.88
	39

	For me it will be hard to find a good workplace in a united Europe, since competition is growing.
	3.24
	1.03
	28

	
	
	
	

	It is only a question of time before the languages get so blended into one another that my language will disappear.
	2.94
	1.09
	20

	The greater the economic zones in the world become, the smaller my chances of fulfilling my personal interests become.
	2.83
	.85
	15

	A united Europe will mix the cultures in such a way that noone will really know where they come from anymore.
	2.72
	1.00
	15


5-point scale: answers mean 1=negative, 3=middle, 5=positive 

Table 9.12: Europe and personal expectations

	A united Europe…
	%

	…will not change anything for me personally
	45.1

	…will affect me mostly negatively
	3.2

	…will affect me mostly positively
	12.4

	…will have both negative and positive consequences for me
	39.3


Respondents could give one answer

Table 9.13: Life Perspectives, Values and political orientation by personality, xenophobia, religiosity, relevance of parents, and sex 

	Column
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7

	
	Neuro- ticism
	Extra-version
	Xeno- phobia
	Church attendance
	Relevance parents
	Religious
	Sex

Diffs

	
	corr
	corr
	corr
	corr
	corr
	corr
	T-Test

	Concepts
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Outlook on Life
	
	
	
	
	
	
	T-value
	sig

	Nostalgia
	
	.11**
	
	.08*
	.18**
	.18**
	4.13
	***

	Securing
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Future
	.10**
	
	
	
	
	
	2.38
	*

	Planning
	-.17**
	.14**
	
	
	.10**
	
	
	

	Uncertainty
	.17**
	-.11**
	.16**
	
	
	
	
	

	Present
	
	
	.20**
	
	
	-.13**
	-2.11
	*

	Pessimism
	
	
	.11**
	
	
	.13**
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Value Orientation
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Autonomy
	
	.15**
	-.09**
	
	.10**
	.08*
	5.55
	***

	Humanity
	
	.13**
	-.18**
	.09*
	.14**
	.18**
	8.05
	***

	Attractiveness
	
	.14**
	.20**
	
	.12**
	
	
	

	Modernity
	
	
	.17**
	
	
	
	-3.65
	***

	Family Orientation
	
	.17**
	
	.11**
	.19**
	.17**
	3.73
	***

	Professional Orient.
	
	.14**
	
	.08*
	.14**
	.12**
	5.69
	***

	Self Management
	
	.13**
	
	.11**
	.16**
	.15**
	2.38
	*

	Authenticity
	
	
	.29**
	
	
	
	-3.35
	***

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Political Orientation
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Indifference
	
	
	.17**
	
	
	
	
	

	Distance
	
	
	.34**
	
	.09*
	
	
	

	Alienation
	
	
	.25**
	.10**
	
	
	
	

	Anomie
	
	
	.20**
	.11**
	.08*
	.10**
	
	

	Private Sphere
	
	
	.26**
	
	.07*
	
	
	

	Conformity
	
	
	.35**
	
	.12**
	.12**
	
	

	Polarity Generations
	
	
	.20**
	
	
	
	
	

	Non-Conformity
	
	
	.12**
	
	
	-.13**
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Europe-negative
	
	
	.44**
	
	
	.11**
	-3.95
	***

	Europe positive
	
	
	-.23**
	
	
	
	4.67
	***

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	 Political Action
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	 Parliamentary
	
	
	-.23**
	
	
	.13**
	3.63
	***

	 Demonstrative
	
	
	-.19**
	
	
	
	2.03
	*

	 Political Activist
	
	
	.17**
	
	-.14**
	
	-8.33
	***

	 Violent Activist
	
	
	.23**
	
	-.12**
	
	-9.34
	***

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	 Institutions
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	 Politics-Parties
	
	
	-.08*
	
	
	
	
	

	 Interest Groups
	
	
	
	.18**
	.15**
	.27**
	
	

	 Media
	
	
	.15**
	
	
	
	
	

	 Regulation Institutions
	
	.07*
	
	
	.13**
	
	
	

	 Issue Related Groups
	
	
	-.26**
	
	
	.07*
	2.61
	**


*** = p≤.001; ** = p<.01; * = p<.05
� The Republic of Ireland conduct a census every five years; however the 2001 census was postponed for one year owing to the foot and mouth disease outbreak, hence the eleven year gap between the 1991 and 2002 censuses. 





