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In addition, with voting behaviors determined by Democratic, Republican and Independent parties, it is Important to follow the factors that affect one’s decision to identify themselves by certain political party. There are varieties of factors that form these distinct identities such as family, region, racial background, religiosity, and culture while these may be key determining causes, this paper will look at education level more precisely as It tends to be the most Internally and externally expansive characteristic that applies to all or most Individuals’ as well as heir in voting behavior or political identification. 
Thus, this paper is about the relationship between formal education and the affects It has on democratic citizenship, moreover it effect on political affiliation. It considers a question that has preoccupied political philosophers, theorists, and political scientists for centuries in understanding party formation and alignment among the masses, especially in Democratic society. To do this, one must consider are, how attentive they are, how regularly they vote, how active in politics they are beyond the vote, and finally how tolerant they are of the free expression of unpopular lattice views. 
Education is shown to have played a great deal in the voting behavior for this last presidential election voting. Statistics released from U. S. 
Census Bureau’s American Community Survey and mentioned in businesses. Com (2012) showed how states, best and worst educated voted either republican or democratic, which residents over the age of 25 with a college degree or higher within the top ten most educated states all voted for president Obama in this last election (Democratic party) while inversely, 9 of the lowest 10 educated states in the U. S. Ted for governor Rooney (Republican). 
While this information, looking solely on education by state alone, cannot give us a clear answer as to how significant education and voting behavior relate, it acknowledges that there is a correlative pattern between these phenomena. Another general social survey provided by secularist. Org (2009) displays party affiliation as a function of education in whites. The statistics study breaks down Republicans, Democrats and Independent based on those with less than $1 ask net worth and more than $1 ask net worth (secularist. 
Org 2009). With people separated based on level of education by less than college or college degree, the proportion of Democrats is highest for whites with the combination of college education or higher and net wealth of less than $1 50, 000 (secularist. Org 2009). Whereas, the proportion of Republican identification was highest among whites with the combination of college education or higher and with a net wealth of greater than $1 50, 000 (secularist. Org 2009). 
Studying these two phenomena together is very beneficial in gaining a deeper understanding of how formal education influences hat citizens know, how much they pay attention to politics, and how politically active and tolerant they are, with important implications for both democratic theory and long-term efficient educational policy. Additionally, for those who are working for a campaign in any level, determining whether education plays a role in political affiliation will help develop an idea in how citizens will vote serving as a campaigning prediction tool for political candidates to garner more votes for their political party. 
As society rapidly changes with an influx of new ideas and issues, studying the allege educated and those who are not will help evaluate behaviors and attitudes towards the government, ultimately, clearing the way to adoption into a modern society that perhaps offer remedies of educational and voting discrepancies or even close the gaps between political ideology or identification. Hence, this paper proposes the research question: How does education level influence political party identification. 
Literature Review While there are many hypotheses and theories as to why education is important for democratic citizens, there is common and consistent agreement within the iterate since the sass. There is consistency in the belief that education provides both the skills to become politically engaged and the knowledge to understand and accept democratic principles leading to correlative effects on party identification on both individual and aggregate levels (Glassblowers 1995; Gallstone 2004). Angus strongly and positively correlated with a host of valued civic attitudes and behaviors such as political party or ideology formation. 
One literature found that despite the steady increase in the average years of formal education attained by Americans, and he shrinking gap in education among citizens leading to a strong connection between individual measures of good citizenship and education, contradictory findings or aggregate indicators of civic involvement (electoral participation) show little evidence of increasing, and in many instances they have declined over the past several decades (Nine, Juan, and Settles-Barry 1996). 
Nonetheless, despite this apparent paradox, Norman H. Nine, Jane Juan, and Kenneth Settles-Barry (1996) explored party alignment and found that it has been a consistent guide among people with differing educational backgrounds, even with voting apathy involved, hen it is centrally affected by education’s ability to increase the cognitive capacity of citizens. This in turn, gives people the motivation and tools to appreciate both the logic of democratic norms and the potential legitimacy of views different from their own in that civic engagement. 
It also displays the ability to understand one’s own interests and effectively pursue them through the political system, is largely connected to education through one’s social position and the resulting access to centers of political power and decision-making dividing people across party lines (Nine teal. 1996). The theory that colleges and universities function as important socializing agents in the development in tolerance, and a belief in civil liberties and equality would not normally lead one to hypothesize a positive correlation between educational attainment and identification with the conservative republican party. 
However, in most national and regional studies on voting behavior, exempting the south, reveal such a relationship is typically observed (Knock and Hoot 1972). In attempts to uncover social and demographic factors in American political party affiliations, they delimited a set of causal variables. The first of which observed that the effects of socioeconomic origins on party preferences were completely mediated by respondents’ socioeconomic status achievements gained from education and occupational status (Knock and Hoot 1972). 
Their analysis indicated that change in the variables might cause change in individual party affiliations over time. For example, the higher the educational or occupational status, the more republican respondents tend to be. 
David Knock and Michael Hoot (1972) explained if the functional form of these relationships remains stable, individuals who acquire more education or are upwardly mobile in the occupational hierarchy, would change their affiliations towards the Republican Party. 
Moreover, Terry S. Winner and Bruce K. Auckland (1979) conducted similar research and express that the positive correlation between educational attainment and being a republican does not reflect the direct effects of higher education, but that it can be indirectly accounted for by two social processes. Both of which are unrelated to the direct influence that college has on political values, whose similar-minded political ideology plays a role leading to party identification. 
The first of these being selective recruitment into higher education of persons from middle and upper-middle class republican backgrounds, paired with the tendency for party preferences to be acquired early in life from parents and both educational attainment and adult partisan loyalties have common antecedents rooted in the family of origin, the association between going to college and voting could be entirely spurious, yet evidence still finds an indirect co-variation. 
Terry S. Winner and Bruce K. Auckland (1979) acknowledges a second set of conditions that loud very much produce a positive correlation between years of schooling and identification with the Republican Party. Upon the completion of formal schooling people tend to adjust partisan loyalties to match those of the dominant status groups to which they belong and where at times membership depends on educational attainment. 
In turn, higher educational is a powerful determinant of occupational status and social mobility through marriage. 
If colonization were to continue after college and conservative political-economic values are associated with high status bobs and upper middle-class status, or conversely, if the Democratic Party is the worker’s party, educational attainment would be expected to correlate with the Republican Party (Winner and Auckland 1979). 
Another good determinant in understanding the relationship between education and party identification is to take into account of attitudes towards welfare reform such as governmental assistance or welfare often a contentious topic in modern day democracy in which the direction is often positive among less educated and lower income individuals with Democratic Party alignment (Banner 2011). Inversely, Kristin S. 
Banner (2011) determined negative attitudes towards welfare and big government are often found among people with higher education and ensuing republican notions even when controlling for income, age, employment status, gender, and race. In other words, respondents residing in neighborhoods with a higher concentration of African-Americans and other non-whites (with little to none education) are more likely to endorse positive attitudes toward welfare policy aligning with the Democratic party that appeals to their interests, plight, or goals with income serving as a interaction effect (Banner 2011). 
Given the exploratory nature of this study, the author concludes with implications for such findings and proposes future research in the relationship between with education level and party identification in which the findings shows indirect if not direct linkages due to interactive effects from other controls (Banner 2011). William A. Gallstone (2004) does not connect education to a specific political party, but rather explains it is vital in keeping political interest in America’s young adults, affecting the voting turnout for the future; influencing the vote of a democrat or publican. 
He explains why civic education is important by saying education by civic knowledge promotes support for democratic values. The more knowledge we have of the workings of government, the more likely we are to support the core values of democratic self-government, starting with tolerance. Civic knowledge promotes political participation. 
All other things being equal, the more knowledge people have, the more likely they are to participate in civic and political affairs. 
In addition, civic knowledge helps citizens to understand their interests as individuals and as members of groups. There is a rational relationship between one’s interests and particular legislation: the more knowledge we have, the more readily and accurately we connect with and defend our interests in the political process (Gallstone 2004). Political participation in our governmental affairs and provide an understanding of their own interests and political legislation, which are important as a result of their relation to political participation and affiliation. 
Theory/Hypothesis The literature above displays empirical findings, providing many consistent evidence that tie education and party identification together whether directly or indirectly exists, yet there are conflicting evidence indicating that such co-variation is spurious or weak when controls are added into the equation. 
These literatures will be valuable to future research as well as providing cumulative and empirical evidence on education’s effect on party identification. 
However, outdated data and inconsistencies or contradictions exists within the findings between education and party identification on both individual and aggregate levels suggesting the need for further research and retesting to see the actual direct or indirect relationship teen the variables if evident. Despite this, the findings still suggest an empirical relationship between the variables do exist. There is evidence that absolute levels of educational attainment is vital to shape levels of political knowledge, which in turn affect the acceptance of democratic principles, attitudes toward specific issues, and political participation. 
This paper’s theory will replicate those works that found a correlation between education and one’s political party affiliation. It is theorized that the higher the level of education one receives, the more politically engaged they are tit current events consistently on their minds that in turn align with a particular political party that will advance similar-minded goals and interests (such as the Republican party). 
Families with higher education levels at a college degree or higher make up a large percentage of the middle and upper class and desire less economic changes or interference to be brought upon their lives such as governmental assistance and higher taxing codes that will create greater economic negative costs or burdens for them. Republican views towards welfare are similar in the belief that cause of religious organizations, charities, and fraternal benevolent societies in fostering benevolence and patriotism, they should not be subject to taxation, and donations to them should continue to be tax deductible. 
In this sense, higher educated people desire small government intervention and practice conservatism aligning with the Republican Party due to similar minded economic conservatism agendas as well as social morals. On the other hand, less educated people tend to align with the Democratic Party due to similar-minded attitudes towards government’s role being much highly involved in providing welfare assistance or infinite, increasing one’s reliance on the government as lower educated families often lack the income to provide for a better standard of living. 
Since less educated persons need more assistance from the government through benefits like food stamps will in turn align with the Democratic party’s platform of social equality. 
These little-to-none educated people ask government to play a larger role in the citizen’s lives, ultimately for big government involvement and Join the Democratic Party to advance and preserve a higher standard of living (including education, health welfare, and so forth). Such a relationship forms the hypothesis that, the herself as a Republican. 
Analysis As previously stated the original hypothesis (HI) states, “ The higher the level of education one has, the more likely he or she is to identify him or herself as a Republican. ” A second, alternative hypothesis which explains the covariance between a control variable (XX-race) and the dependent variable (Y-political party identification), symbolized as H2O, states, “ Individuals that identify themselves as white Americans are more likely to affiliate themselves with the republican party, whereas hose that identify themselves as black are more likely to be a democrat. The null hypothesis (HO) states that there is no relationship or statistical difference between the variables. 
The primary independent variable is highest form of education degree, the control variable is race, and the dependent variable is political party affiliation. The unit of analysis used in this research is people. The dataset in which the information is found is ASSESSES. Save. In examining the respondent’s highest form of education degree (XSL), there are five categories based on an ordinal level of agreement: (O) limited high school, (1) high school graduate, (2) Junior college, and (3) bachelors degree, and (4) graduate degree. 
By looking under the frequency column, one can see that 293 and a valid percent of 14. 
5% of the people identified their level of education as O (some high school). 1025 and a valid percent of 50. 7% of the people identified their level of education as 1 (high school degree). 180 and a valid percent of 8. 9% of the people identified their level of education as 2 Minor college associate degree). 
338 and a valid percent of 16. 7% of the people identified heir level of education as 3 (bachelors degree). 187 and a valid percent of 9. 2% of the people identified their level of education as 5 (graduate degree). 
The modal category (most frequently chosen) category is 1 (high school degree), which was found by locating the largest number under the frequency column which it had 1025 respondents and a valid percent of 50. 7%. The median is category 1 (high school) with a cumulative percentage of 50. 7 that divides the distribution in half. The mean is 1. 56 that falls between categories 1 (High School) and 2 Minor College). 
This graph splays high external validity as only 1 respondent, representing 0. 1% of the data are missing out of the total of 2023 making this sample size representative of other targeted populations observing the same phenomena. 
It also displays high internal validity because it only has a few categories that are mutually exclusive and exhaustive. The categories measure what they are supposed to measure, and the number of respondents for each category is roughly equal in their distribution of responses, so recoding is not necessary. Tables: I and O here When looking at the respondent’s political party affiliation (Y) there are seven disgorges based on a nominal level of measurement: (O) Strong Democrat, (1) Weak Democrat, (2) Independent Democrat, (3) Independent, (4) Independent Republican, (5) Weak Republican, and (6) Strong Republican. 
By looking under the frequency column, one can see that 379 people identified their political party affiliation as O (Strong Democrat) with a valid percent of 19. 2. 344 people identified their political party affiliation as 1 (weak democrat) with a valid percent of 17. 4. 
244 people percent of 12. 4. 316 people identified themselves as 3 (independent) with a valid percent of 16. 0. 
63 people identified their political party as 4 (independent republican). 317 people identified themselves as 5 (weak republican). 211 people said the affiliated with 6 (strong republican). 
The modal category (most frequently chosen) is O (strong democrat), which is found by locating the largest number under the frequency column that is 379 with a valid percent of 19. 2. The median category is 3 (independent) with a cumulative percentage 65 that divides the percentage in half. 
The mean is 3 that roughly falls under category 3 (independent). This graph displays low external validity because 49 respondents representing 2. % of the data are missing out of the 2023, making representatives of the categories questionable. 
It displays high internal validity because the numbers of respondents’ responses are equally or evenly distributed between the categories since the categories are recoded into seven classifications that differentiate between strong and weak in both parties, sustaining mutual exclusiveness and exhaustiveness. Tables: Ill and O here When analyzing the respondent’s race (XX) there are 2 dictatorial/nominal categories. These consist of (O) white and (1) black. 
A frequency of 1570 people identified their ace as O (white) with a valid percent of 85. 7. 
A frequency of 262 people identified their race as 1 (black) with a valid percent of 14. 3. The modal category (most frequently chosen) is O (white), found by locating the largest number under the frequency column that is 1570 with a valid percent of 85. 7. 
There is no median category with only two, white and black. The mean is . 14, which falls between categories O (white) and 1 (black). This graph displays low external validity because a total of 191 respondents, representing 9. 
4% of the data are missing out of the total of 023 that could make representatives questionable. 
This graph displays high internal validity because it is evenly distributed and because the categories are mutually exclusive and exhaustive, measuring what they are supposed to measure, so no recoding is necessary. Tables: II and O here The correlation between an individual’s level of education degree (XSL) and their political party affiliation (Y) is a very weak to none, positive relationship of . 025 and this relationship is not statistically significant based on 95% confidence because the observed gig value is . 266, which is greater than the expected gig of . 1. 
Therefore, the null hypothesis cannot be rejected. 
In regards to an individual’s race (XX) and their political party identification (Y), there is no positive relationship with . 0 and this relationship is not statistically significant based on a 95% confidence because the observed gig value is . 00, which is the same in relation to the expected gig of . 
00. Therefore, the null hypothesis can be rejected. Between an individual’s level of education degree (XSL) and their race (XX), there is a weak to little and positive relationship of . 405. This relationship is statistically significant based on 95% inference because the observed gig is equal to . 00, which is less than the expected gig of . 
05. Due to the fact that both are statistically significant together increases the chances of a spurious relationship. Table IV here According to Table V, between an individual’s level of degree (XSL) and their political party affiliation (Y), the adjusted RE is . 001. This means that formal education explains 1% of the variance in strength of political party affiliation, leaving 99% of the the variance unexplained, indicating that there are other factors or variables that could better explain affiliation too political party. 
Table V here The unsubstantiated b coefficient, or slope, in the first abbreviate regression for XSL(level of degree education) is . 043. This means that for every one unit change or increase in education, there is a . 043 increase in political party affiliation (from strong democrat to strong republican). This indicates the higher the education degree a person has, the more likely he or she will be a democrat. According to the t-statistic rule, the relationship between XSL and Y is not statistically significant at 95% confidence because the observed t-score is 1. 
13, which falls within or below the radical value of В±2. 461. Thus, we cannot reject the null hypothesis. The relationship between XSL and Y is also shown to be statistically insignificant based on the gig-rule, which requires the observed gig to be below the expected value of . 05, based on the 95% confidence interval. 
The observed gig value between XSL and Y is equal to . 266, which is greater than the expected value of . 05. Therefore, we cannot reject the null hypothesis. 
The relationship between XSL and Y is again shown to be statistically insignificant by observing the confidence interval values of -. 033 and . 118 including O thin this range, so the relationship is not statistically significant at 95% confidence and the null hypothesis cannot be rejected while rejecting hypothesis one instead. Table VI here For the second abbreviate regression, consisting of XX (race) and Y (political party affiliation), there is an adjusted RE of is . 111. This means that race explains 11% of the variance in political party identification, leaving 89% of the variance unexplained. 
This is a better model fit summary because it leaves 89% of the variance unexplained, but indicating that there are other factors or variables that could better explain trench of religious affiliation. Table VII here The unsubstantiated b coefficient, or slope, in the second abbreviate regression for XX (race) is -1. 958. This means that for every one-unit change in race, there is a -1. 958 decrease in political party affiliation (from strong democrat to strong republican). 
This indicates the more likely an individual is black, the more likely he or she will affiliate themselves as an independent to strong democrat. 
According to the t-statistic rule, the relationship between XX and Y is somewhat statistically significant at 95% confidence because the observed t-score is -14. 61, which falls higher and above of the critical value of В±2. 906. Thus, we can reject the null hypothesis. The relationship between XX and Y is also shown to be statistically more significant based on the gig-rule, which requires the observed gig to be below the expected value of . 
05, based on 95% confidence and the observed gig value is . 00, which is less than the expected value of . 05. Therefore, we can reject the null hypothesis. 
The relationship between XX and Y is again shown to be statistically more significant by observing the confidence interval range values of -. 2. 
And -1. 701 that indicate O does not fall thin this range, the relationship is statistically significant at 95% level confidence and the null hypothesis can be rejected while hypothesis two is rejected instead. Table VIII here of . 111 when examining how both XSL (level of education degree) and XX (race) explain the variance in Y (political party affiliation). Combined together, XSL and XX accounts for . 111% of the variance in political party affiliation, leaving 89% of the variance unexplained. 
Therefore, this is not a great model fit because it leaves 89% of the variance unexplained, meaning there are many other variables that can better explain the variance in Y. Table IX here The multivariate regression also reveals an unsubstantiated b coefficient of -. 033 for XSL, meaning that, for every one unit increase of formal education, there is a . 033 decrease in political party affiliation (from strong democrat to strong republican) when controlling for race. When controlling for race, the higher one’s education degree, the less likely he or she will be strong republican (or greater education equals stronger democrat). 
The unsubstantiated b coefficient in regards to the control variable (XX) is -1. 
968 and this indicates that for every one unit increase of total family income, there is a -1. 968 increase in democrat when controlling for level of education. This means that even when accounting for education, the more likely oneself is black, the more likely he or she will be a strong democrat. In determining the statistical significance of XSL on Y and XX on Y with respect to the controls, one must again reexamine the t-statistic rule, the gig rule, and the confidence interval ranges. 
First, looking at XSL (level of education degree), it has an observed t-score value of -. 833 when controlling for XX (race) that falls below the radical value of В±1. 98, therefore it is not statistically significant on a 95% confidence. The gig value of . 405 is well above the expected gig value of . 
05, meaning again that the relationship between education and political identity while controlling for race is not significant at a 95% confidence. Also, O does fall within the confidence interval ranges of -. 110 and . 044 that makes the relationship between XSL and Y insignificant when controlling for XX based on a 95% confidence. 
This means that the null hypothesis cannot be rejected based on 95% confidence and rejects hypothesis one. 
Now looking at XX (race) and its relationship with Y (political party affiliation) when controlling for XSL (level of education degree), it has an observed t-score value of -14. 947 that falls above the critical value of В±1. 96, and therefore it is more statistically significant at a 95% confidence. The gig value of . 
000 is not above the expected gig value of . 05, meaning again that the relationship between race and party identification when controlling for race is more significant at a 95% confidence. 
Also, O does not fall within the confidence interval range of -2. 226 and -1 . 10 which makes the relationship between XSL and Y insignificant when controlling for XX based on a 95% confidence. 
This means that the null hypothesis can be rejected based on 95% confidence and instead accepts hypothesis two. Thus, XSL (level of education degree) has no statistical effect on Y (political party affiliation) whereas XX (race) does. In analyzing the Beta (standardized coefficient) levels for XSL (level of education degree), it can be determined that the Beta level for XSL is -. 19 which indicates the relationship is negative and very weak to no association when controlling for XX race). The Beta level for XX is -. 
336 that indicates the relationship is negative and has better association when controlling for XSL (level of education degree). Race seems to have a stronger affect on political party identification than education does is statistically significant relationship between the variables since both XX is statistically significant with the dependent in all abbreviate and multivariate regressions, not supporting the null hypothesis based on 95% confidence. 
Table X here Conclusion Based on the above findings, my proposed hypothesis that the greater an individual’s level of education, the more likely he or she is a republican was not confirmed as true based on 95% confidence despite the inconsistencies in the above empirical literature. Therefore, I cannot reject the null hypothesis, so there is no statistically significant relationship between education and political party affiliation. 
In return, the data included in this research did show that race was an important determining factor, much greater than education, in addressing one’s political identity. Altogether, the second alternative hypothesis which explains the covariance teen a control variable race and the dependent variable political party identification, which stated Individuals that identify themselves as white Americans are more likely to affiliate themselves with the republican party, whereas those that identify themselves as black are more likely to be a democrat, did prove to be true. 
Therefore, I can reject the null hypothesis, as there is a statistically significant relationship between race and political party affiliation. However, it does show that in general there is no significant relationship between education and political party affiliation. This paper will contribute to empirical literature because it is broad in its scope and observes the relationship between education and party affiliation in general as opposed to most of the previous literature. 
Hopefully, this research will lead to more empirical trends in this direction to allow for a better understanding of the relationship between the two variables in general. 
I found the conclusion of this research fairly surprising. I really expected to find a causal relationship between education and one’s political party identification. 
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