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The Burden of Voting in the 2019 Canadian Federal Election 
 

André Blais and Semra Sevi1 
 

Chapter 1: Introduction 
 
 

The objectives of this study are to determine how easy or difficult the act of voting is and to 
ascertain the impact of this “burden” in the decision to vote or not. Our study deals specifically 
with the 2019 Canadian federal election. We wish to find out whether, in that election, some/many 
Canadians did not vote because it was too complicated/difficult.  
 
Voting must be as easy as possible for every citizen. Electoral Management Bodies such as 
Elections Canada have to work toward this, while also considering other goals, such as minimizing 
the risk of fraud, that may come into conflict with that of minimizing the burden of voting.  
 
Voting is a fundamental democratic right. Exercising that right should be as easy as possible 
because turnout should be as high as possible. A high turnout contributes to the quality of 
democracy and is often considered to be a crucial criterion of democratic performance (Powell 
1982). The higher the turnout the greater the attention that policy-makers pay to citizens’ 
preferences (Martin and Claibourn 2013; Verba and Nie 1972; Hansen 1975; Hill and 
Matsubayashi 2005; Blais, Dassonneville and Kostelka Forthcoming). As a consequence, all 
qualified electors who wish to vote should be able to cast their ballot. This means that all the 
barriers that prevent people from casting a vote should be removed to the extent possible. 
 
Our objectives are thus simple and straightforward. The first is descriptive. We need to know how 
much of a burden casting a ballot is for Canadians, how many find it (somewhat or very) difficult. 
We also need to find out how many do not vote because of that burden.  
 
We distinguish two basic reasons why a person who has the right to vote decides not to vote in an 

election. The first is that they do not want to; they are not interested, and feel that it is OK to 

abstain, that is, do not feel that they have a moral obligation to vote. A person might also be 

disappointed in politics in general and might not be willing to endorse any of the political parties 

running in the election. In short, they are not motivated to vote (Blais and Daoust 2020). The 

second is that they are not able to; they would like to, but voting is too difficult or complicated. 

This is the burden of voting, which corresponds to the famous C (“cost”) term in the rational choice 

model (Downs 1957; Riker and Ordeshook 1968). Our focus is on the second factor, the burden, 

                                                 
1 This research paper, commissioned by Elections Canada, was prepared by André Blais, Professor, Department of 
Political Science, Université de Montréal, and Research Chair in Electoral Studies, Université de Montréal, and 
Semra Sevi, PhD candidate, Department of Political Science, Université de Montréal, and Member of the Research 
Chair in Electoral Studies. 
 
The observations and conclusions are those of the authors and do not necessarily reflect the opinions of Elections 
Canada. 
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but we need to consider motivations when we ascertain the relative weight of the burden in the 

decision to vote or abstain. 

 

There are “objective” and “subjective” burdens. There is the actual distance between my residence 

and the polling station. And there is my perception of the time that it would take to go to the polling 

station, to possibly wait in a queue, to cast my ballot, and to come back home. This perception is 

informed by things like past experience with similar situations, age, physical abilities and 

limitations, and the environment. What matters in the end is the elector’s subjective perception, 

however accurate or inaccurate it may be, since the decision to vote or not is necessarily based on 

that subjective assessment. We therefore focus on citizens’ subjective perceptions, though we wish 

to determine to the extent possible whether they are misguided or not. 

 

There is a substantial amount of research on “objective” burdens. Many studies have shown that 

distance from the polling station affects turnout (Gimpel, Lay and Schuknecht 2003; Dyck and 

Gimpel 2005; Gimpel, Dyck and Daron 2006). Brady and McNulty (2011) also demonstrate that 

changing the location of a polling station reduces turnout. There is also vast literature about the 

impact of registration laws or early voting (Rosenstone and Wolfinger 1978; Highton 1997, 2004; 

Nagler 1991). 

 

Using survey data, Rosenstone and Wolfinger (1978) examine the effect of state registration laws 

on voter turnout across 50 states in the United States, from 1960 to 1973. States in the United 

States vary greatly in their registration hours and locations. They find that if all states had the 

registration laws that prevail in the most permissive states, turnout would have been about nine 

percentage points higher in the 1972 presidential election. They suggest that registration 

requirements are the most substantial barriers to voting and that turnout would be much higher in 

a European-type system where registration is the state’s responsibility.  

 

Highton (1997) offers a similar observation. Using data from the 1980 and 1992 Voter 

Supplements of the Census Bureau’s Current Population Survey with states that offer election-day 

registration and registration prior to election day, he finds that turnout is 10 percentage points 

higher in states with election-day registration. Highton also compares the impact of education on 

turnout in states that have election-day registration with states that do not, and he finds that 

education has a stronger impact on turnout in states that do not have election-day registration. On 

the other hand, Nagler (1991) uses the 1972 and 1984 Current Population Survey to examine if 

poorly educated individuals are more deterred from voting by registration laws than highly 

educated individuals, and he finds no evidence that more permissive registration laws differentially 

increase registration by lower educated individuals.  

 

In yet another article Highton (2004) reviews the recent literature on registration in the United 

States and argues that a number of reforms, including poll taxes, literacy requirements, registration 
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closing dates and motor voter programs, influence voter turnout rates. He suggests that states could 

extend polling place hours and allow mail-in ballots to further reduce voting costs.  

 

Much less is known about the “subjective” burden of voting, that is, about whether people feel it 

is difficult to vote. The Making Electoral Democracy Work (MEDW; see Stephenson et al. 2017) 

project, which includes 27 single-election surveys conducted in Canada, France, Germany, Spain 

and Switzerland, includes a question asking respondents to indicate how (very or somewhat) 

easy/difficult it is for them to vote. All in all, 40% responded that it is very easy and 38%, 

somewhat easy; only 4% answered that it is very difficult (Blais and Daoust 2020, 67). It thus 

seems that few people see the act of voting as a burden. This is an encouraging sign.  

 

We cannot rule out, however, the possibility that the burden is perceived to be substantial in some 

subgroups of the population. Furthermore, the MEDW question provides only a general 

assessment. Voting entails a number of steps. In order to vote, one has to be registered on the 

voters’ list, to research information about the candidates and parties, to find out where, when, and 

how one can cast a vote, and, finally, go to the polling station and cast one’s vote. Each step 

involves physical and cognitive efforts; some require information and documents that are more or 

less accessible to different electors. As a result, many of these steps may be very easy but others 

may be challenging, at least for some voters.  

 

In short, we need to distinguish different kinds of burden. In another study, Blais et al. (2019) 

distinguish what they call direct and indirect burdens (or costs), the former being associated with 

the act of voting as such and the latter with the effort to make an informed choice. The authors 

find that the great majority of people find it very easy to go to the polling station and to make up 

their mind about the parties and their leaders. As expected, both types of burden have an impact, 

though small, on the turnout decision. The distinction between direct and indirect burden is 

interesting though not fully satisfactory, since it does not take into account the various steps, 

starting with registration, that a voter needs to undertake in order to cast their ballot. We fill some 

of that gap in this study.  

 

Using data from the National Electors Study (NES) 2019 (see methodological details in Chapter 

2), which was conducted by Elections Canada, our analysis will proceed in three steps. The first 

step is purely descriptive (see Chapter 3). We provide an accurate assessment of the subjective 

burden of voting among Canadian electors. Is it correct to say that, all in all, voting is viewed to 

be quite easy by the great majority? We then distinguish the various steps to determine which ones 

are perceived to be the easiest and the most difficult. We then compare pre-electoral perceptions 

of the burden of voting with post-electoral assessments of the actual act of voting to determine 

whether Canadian electors tend to overestimate the burden of voting. 
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In a second step, we examine whether the burden of voting is higher for some subgroups of the 

population (see Chapter 4). We focus on four groups: Indigenous electors, persons with 

disabilities, those who have never voted before, and people with less education, particularly those 

not in education, employment or training (NEET) who also are within the 18–34 age group. From 

the existing literature and the previous Surveys of Electors conducted by Elections Canada2, we 

know that turnout is lower among youth and those with less formal education (Wolfinger and 

Rosenstone 1980; Blais 2000; Leighley and Nagler 2014; Blais and Daoust 2020) as well as in 

Indigenous communities (Fournier and Loewen 2011). We look at whether members of these 

groups perceive voting to be more difficult and which specific steps leading to voting are deemed 

to be particularly burdensome. 

 

Finally, we address the “Does it Matter” question (see Chapter 5). Some people may find voting 

easy but abstain because they are not really interested or don’t care. Others may find voting 

difficult but vote anyway, because they are strongly motivated to vote. We thus need to sort out 

how much of the abstention, among the whole electorate but also among different subgroups, is 

due to lack of motivation (people do not vote because they are not interested and/or they do not 

feel they have a civic duty) and how much is due to the perceived difficulty (people would like to 

vote but they are not able to because of the obstacles). The bottom line and toughest question is 

thus about the impact of burdens on turnout. How many more people would vote if the burden was 

nil (or minimal)? Which specific burdens are the most consequential for the decision to vote or 

abstain? Finally, for which groups is the burden most important, that is, in which groups would 

turnout increase the most in the absence of any obstacle? 

 

The final chapter (Chapter 6) summarizes the main findings and makes suggestions about what 

could be done to make the act of voting as easy as possible for as many Canadians as possible. 

                                                 
2 https://www.elections.ca/content.aspx?section=res&dir=rec/eval/pes2015/surv&document=p6&lang=e#a1 
https://www.elections.ca/content.aspx?section=res&dir=rec/eval/pes2011/elsvy&document=p6&lang=e#a49 

https://www.elections.ca/content.aspx?section=res&dir=rec/eval/pes2015/surv&document=p6&lang=e#a1
https://www.elections.ca/content.aspx?section=res&dir=rec/eval/pes2011/elsvy&document=p6&lang=e#a49
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Chapter 2: The Data 
 

Our analysis is based on the 2019 National Electors Study (NES), which was conducted by 

Elections Canada. The survey was conducted by telephone and online with eligible electors 

(Canadian citizens at least 18 years of age on election day) in the context of the 43rd federal general 

election held on October 21, 2019.3 It consists of a longitudinal component that followed the same 

respondents over three waves, as well as an additional telephone survey with a fresh sample that 

was administered immediately after the election. In this report, we only use the longitudinal 

component. We were consulted and provided comments and suggestions on initial versions of 

the questionnaire. 

 
The longitudinal survey consists of three waves: the first before the election period between June 

12 and July 14, 2019; the second during the election period between September 3 and October 20, 

2019; and the third after the election between October 23 and December 9, 2019 (see Table 2.1). 

It is a three-wave panel, which means that participants in wave 1 are invited to respond to the same 

questions (as well as new ones) during the campaign and again after the election. This is important 

for us. As explained in Chapter 1, we are interested in citizens’ perceptions of the burden of voting, 

and it is thus crucial to tap these perceptions early on. But we are also keen to determine whether 

these perceptions change over time and, especially, whether people are prone to over- or under-

estimate the obstacles to voting.  

 
Most of our analyses rely on the data collected in wave 1, which are based on a large sample that 

allows us to examine the burden of voting in many specific subgroups of the electorate. We use 

wave 2 and wave 3 occasionally to complement these analyses, especially to explore changes in 

citizens’ perceptions, specific burdens that were not covered in wave 1, and to relate the perceived 

burden to actual turnout. We also do this to show that the results are robust. The sample size is 

about 50,000 respondents in wave 1, about 24,000 in wave 2, and about 19,000 in wave 3. 

 
Table 2.1 The National Electors Study Longitudinal Survey 
 

Wave Sample Mode of Data Collection Field Period Sample Size 

W1 Longitudinal Online, telephone Pre-election: June 12 to July 14, 2019 49,993 

W2 Longitudinal Online Election period: September 3 to October 
20, 2019 

23,880 

W3 Longitudinal Online, telephone Post-election: October 23 to December 
9, 2019 

19,435 

 
The participants were recruited in proportion to the population by province, age, and gender. Two-

thirds of initial respondents were obtained via probability sampling and one-third from an online 

panel. Respondents from waves 2 and 3 were drawn solely from the initial wave 1 sample. Out of 

                                                 
3 For more information see the methodology report prepared by Phoenix Strategic Perspectives (June 2020). 
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the 49,993 completed questionnaires (in wave 1), 46,930 were online and 3,063 were phone (both 

landline and cellphone) interviews. 

 
The questionnaires include a great variety of questions designed to measure citizens’ perceptions 

of the various burdens associated with voting. There are specific questions about how easy or 

difficult respondents expected (ex-ante) and found (ex-post) it to be to register (for those who were 

not registered), to go to the polling station, to cast their vote once arrived at the polling station, and 

to decide whom to vote for.4 The questionnaire also includes a detailed set of socio-demographic 

questions that allow us (given the large size of the sample) to examine perceived burdens among 

specific subgroups of the electorate for which we had reasons to believe that these burdens might 

be higher. There are also questions about level of political interest and sense of civic duty, the 

motivational sources of electoral participation, which will allow us to sort out the independent role 

of burdens in the decision to abstain. Finally, the respondents were asked in wave 1 whether they 

expected to vote or not and in wave 3 whether they actually voted. In short, the NES questionnaires 

provide a unique set of data to examine the magnitude of the various potential obstacles to voting 

in the whole electorate as well as in many subgroups and to ascertain their impact on citizens’ 

decision to vote or not to vote. 

 
The survey firm provided weights for each wave. The weights were constructed in two stages: 
first, to adjust for aspects of the study design (probability of selection, in-scope, non-response, and 
household size adjustments); and, second, to align the composition of the sample with known 
population characteristics. We compared the weighted and the unweighted data with respect to the 
four perceived burdens and all the independent variables we are interested in; the means are almost 
identical. Hence, we decided to use the unweighted data, which have the advantage that the 
numbers that we report are the raw numbers, without any transformation.5 Respondents who gave 
“don’t know” as a response or did not provide a response are excluded.  
 
Let us now proceed with the analysis of the survey. We start with an overall descriptive 

presentation of how easy or difficult Canadians perceive voting to be. 

  

                                                 
4 The questionnaire also included questions about the easiness or difficulty of nine specific steps that could be 
taken before people cast their vote. The problem is that respondents were asked to indicate which steps applied to 
them, and it is unclear what led people to answer that a given step did or did not apply to them. We use some of 
these questions to explore specific issues such as the difficulty associated with the identification card. 
5 There is the additional advantage that we do not have to use different weights when examining data from waves 
2 or 3. However, the data reported here may differ from the data reported when weighted data are used (for 
example, in official NES reports). 
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Chapter 3: The Global Picture 

 

Throughout this study we focus on four specific burdens that citizens may face if they wish to vote. 

These are the burdens associated with four key steps when voting, including registration, going to 

the polling station, actually casting a vote, and, finally, deciding who to vote for. The first three 

steps concern voting procedures. In order to vote, an elector has to be registered, go to the polling 

station6, and make their choice on a ballot paper. The last step concerns vote choice. A person has 

to decide which candidate to support and, in order to do so, must gather information about the 

various options. This last burden has been called an “indirect” burden (Blais et al. 2019).7  

 

Just before an election campaign, when we measure these burdens, some of them may not apply. 

If a person is already registered on the electors’ list, they do not have to take on the burden of 

getting registered. If they have already decided who to vote for, they do not need to gather further 

information about the parties and candidates. If they have voted in a previous election, they may 

already know what the ballot looks like and what they need to do at the polling station. Going to 

the polling station does require some time but, for many people, it may take only a few minutes 

and simply require a short and pleasant walk. 

 

How big or small are these burdens perceived to be? In the first wave of the survey in June, 

Canadians were asked how easy or difficult they thought it would be to register to vote, decide 

which candidate to vote for, go to the polling station, and vote, once they arrived at the polling 

station (Q31_a to Q31_d, Wave 1). The response categories are “very easy,” “somewhat easy,” 

“somewhat difficult,” and “very difficult” (see Appendix A for exact question wordings). We 

recoded these responses on a scale of 0 to 1. The question about registration was (logically) not 

asked to those who had previously indicated that they were already registered.8 Those who have 

already registered do not have anything further to do in terms of registration, so they do not bear 

any burden in this electoral cycle. We have logically put them at 0.  

 

Figure 3.1 shows the distribution of responses to these questions. For each of these questions, the 

most frequent response is “very easy.” Most Canadians find each of these steps to be minimal, 

which is consistent with previous findings (Blais et al. 2019). The percentage of “very easy” is 

over 90% for registration,9 about 70% for going to the polling station and voting, and about 40% 

for deciding who to vote for. Even in that last case, less than one-third characterize it as difficult. 

The percentage of “difficult” is less than 5% for the three other steps. We can conclude that for 

the great majority of Canadians, voting is perceived to be quite easy. 

                                                 
6 Canadians can, of course, vote by mail if they choose to, but very few do so in reality. 
7 It has also been labelled the” information cost” (Blais 2000). 
8 4% of the respondents indicated that they were not registered and an additional 6% did not know if they were 
(Q25, Wave 1). 
9 This is, of course, because 89% of the respondents indicate that they are already registered. Among those who 
are not (or don’t know), the most frequent response is “somewhat easy”. 
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Figure 3.1 Distribution of responses regarding how easy or difficult it would be to do register, 

decide, go the polling station, and cast a ballot 

 
Source: 2019 National Electors Study, Questions Q31_a to Q31_d from Wave 1. 

 

Other questions in the survey allow us to better understand why voting is construed as easy, 

especially with respect to going to the polling station and casting a ballot. Respondents were asked 

to estimate how much time they thought it would take them to go to the polling station and to vote 

once they arrived (Q32ar and Q32br, Wave 1). Figure 3.2 presents the distribution of responses. 

The majority thinks that it will take less than 10 minutes for each. Only slightly more than 10% 

estimate that it will take more than 20 minutes. The most frequent response for going to the poll is 

10 minutes and for voting, 5 minutes;10 and there is a modest correlation between the time it takes 

and evaluation of the burden.11 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                 
10 This amounts to 25 minutes altogether: 10 minutes to go to the polling station, 5 minutes to vote, and 
(presumably) 10 minutes to go back home (but note that some people may vote on the way to or back from work). 
11 More precisely, the percentage responding that it is very easy to go to the polling station goes from 74% when 
the estimated time is 5 minutes to 65% when it is 30 minutes. The corresponding percentages for voting once 
arrived are 78% and 61%. Note that the modal response among those who anticipate taking 30 minutes for each 
step is “very easy.” 
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Figure 3.2 Distribution of responses regarding how much time respondents thought it would take 

to do go to a polling station and cast a ballot in the pre-electoral survey  

 
Source: 2019 National Electors Study, Questions Q32ar and Q32br from Wave 1. 

 

Let us look more closely at these results, starting with registration. Canadian electors who want to 

register can do so online at any time or in person at any Elections Canada office during the election 

campaign, at advance polls or on polling day. They need to show proof of identity and address. 

They can do so using a wide range of documents. These documents can be uploaded directly on 

the Elections Canada website or shown in person. As previously mentioned, the great majority of 

Canadians are already on the National Register of Electors and thus, for them, there is no 

registration burden.12 What about the 10% who answered that they were not registered or who 

didn’t know whether they were registered? Among them, 85% expected registration to be easy, 

and 15%, difficult (Q25 and Q31_a, Wave 1). How easy was it to actually get registered? Those 

who took the steps to get registered were asked, in the post-election wave, how easy or difficult it 

was to make sure they were registered; only 3% indicated it was difficult (Q33, Wave 3). 

 
The second burden is that associated with going to the polling station. In Canadian federal 

elections, polling stations are selected based on three key principles: accessibility, proximity and 

familiarity. In 2019, 98% of electors lived within 6 km of their polling place.13 As shown in 

Figure 3.1, very few people anticipated any difficulty with going to the polling station. But were 

there unpleasant surprises? Was it as easy as expected? The answer is they found it to be in fact 

easier. In the post-election survey (wave 3) those who had voted were asked how much time (in 

minutes) it took to travel to the polling station. Before the election, 19% of those who ended up 

                                                 
12 There can be a small burden if one takes steps (like contacting Elections Canada) to make sure they are 
registered. But 77% of those who did so revealed, in the post-election survey, that doing so was very easy and an 
additional 20%, somewhat easy. (Q33, Wave 3) 
13 https://www.elections.ca/content.aspx?section=vot&dir=spe%2Fchecklist&document=psspp&lang=e and 
https://www.elections.ca/content.aspx?section=res&dir=rep%2Fdpr%2Fdrr2019&document=p2&lang=e 

https://www.elections.ca/content.aspx?section=vot&dir=spe%2Fchecklist&document=psspp&lang=e
https://www.elections.ca/content.aspx?section=res&dir=rep%2Fdpr%2Fdrr2019&document=p2&lang=e
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voting indicated that they expected it to take more than 15 minutes (Q32ar, Wave 1 if respondent 

completed Wave 3). After the fact, less than 10% answered that it took them more than 15 

minutes to arrive at their polling station (Q49r, Wave 3).14 There is thus no systematic 

underestimation; there is in fact some over estimation of how much time going to the polling 

station takes (mean minutes of expected time – actual time to go the polling station).15 

 
People who live in different places may be used to different traveling times; subjective 

perception of time is thus as important as actual time. In wave 3, respondents were asked if the 

time it took to travel to the polling station was reasonable. Virtually everyone (98%) said it was 

reasonable (Q50, Wave 3). They were also asked if the location was a familiar place: 75% said 

that it was very familiar and an additional 19% said it was somewhat familiar (Q52, Wave 3). A 

final question was whether the building where they voted was suitable; 84% indicated that it was 

very suitable and 14% that it was somewhat suitable (Q57, Wave 3). All these results confirm 

that most Canadians think it is quite easy to go to the polling station. 

 
The third potential burden concerns the challenges related to what the voter needs to do once 

they are at the polling station. This includes entering the building, sometimes using stairs, a ramp 

or an elevator. Sometimes they are required to wait in a queue. In addition, they must show proof 

of identity; obtain a ballot, listen to instructions from the poll workers; go to the voting booth to 

mark their ballot and return it to the poll worker; and leave the building. As shown in Figure 3.2, 

prior to the election, most people (66%) thought it would take them less than 10 minutes to cast 

their ballot. In the post-election survey, 86% of respondents indicated that it took them less than 

10 minutes (Q67r, Wave 3). Nearly all respondents (95%) thought that this was a reasonable 

amount of time (Q68, Wave 3). 

 

One of the requirements that people have to fulfill in order to cast their vote at the polling station 

is to show some proof of identity and address. All those who voted were asked in the post-

election wave how easy or difficult it was to meet the identification requirement. Again, the great 

majority answered it was very (94%) or somewhat (5%) easy (Q65, Wave 3).  

 

At the very end of the post-election survey, respondents were asked “Overall, how easy was it to 

vote?” The dominant answer is ‘very easy’ and less than 2% indicated that it was difficult (Q78, 

Wave 3).  

 
Throughout these analyses, we have considered the burden of voting independently of the voting 

method. More and more Canadians are voting at advance polling stations rather than on the day of 

                                                 
14 We are comparing only those who answered both questions. 
15 We cannot rule out the possibility that people underestimate the actual time it takes in both surveys. The data 
show, however, that people do not substantially re-evaluate the time burden after the fact. 
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the election.16 In Canadian federal elections, advance polls are held on the 10th, 9th, 8th and 7th 

days before election day, from a Friday to a Monday. In 2019, more than 4.9 million electors voted 

at advance polls, a 33 percent increase from the 2015 general election.17 Some do so presumably 

because they expect to be away on election day. Many others may vote earlier because they think 

it will take less time, because it is more convenient, or simply to “get it done” since they have 

already made their decision. However, there are fewer advance polls than regular polls. It is 

therefore worth asking if advance polls are really a faster, easier or more convenient option 

for voters. 

 
Figure 3.3 compares the reported amount of time it took, on average, to go to the polling station 

and to vote, as well as the percentage of respondents who said that, all in all, voting was easy 

among those who voted on the day of the election and those who voted earlier (Q43, Q67r, Q78 

in Wave 3). The differences between the two groups are quite small. Figure 3.3 also reports the 

expectations of these two groups, both with respect to the amount of time and level of ease, as 

measured ex-ante, in wave 1 (Q32br and Q31_d in Wave 1, broken down by respondents who 

completed question Q43 in wave 3). Here again the differences are small. All in all, voting is as 

quick and easy on the day of the election as it is at advance polls.  

 
Figure 3.3 Distribution of responses about time taken to vote and difficulty of voting:  

advance polls vs. election day 

 
Note: Figures on the left are from wave 1, the figures on the right are from wave 3.  
Source: 2019 National Electors Study, Questions Q32br from Wave 1; Q67_r from Wave 3; Q31_d 

from Wave 1; and Q78 in Wave 3. 

                                                 
16 There are other possibilities, such as voting by mail or at local Elections Canada offices, but this concerns very 
few voters. Note that our survey does not cover Canadians living abroad. 
17 https://www.elections.ca/res/rep/off/sta_ge43/stat_ge43_e.pdf, p.30 

https://www.elections.ca/res/rep/off/sta_ge43/stat_ge43_e.pdf
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Until now we have focused on the possible obstacles that an elector who has decided to vote may 

face, which are related to the voting procedure. But the elector must also decide which 

party/candidate to support. For some people, making up their mind is extremely easy while for 

others it is quite a challenge. As shown in Figure 3.1, 28% indicated in wave 1 that they thought it 

would be difficult to make that decision (Q31_b, Wave 1). The same question was not asked in 

the post-election survey, and so we cannot tell whether these perceptions were revised 

upwards or downwards. 

 

We do have some other pieces of information, however, which suggest little overall change. In 

wave 1, respondents were shown nine different steps that they might have to take during the 

campaign and asked which steps applied to them and how easy or difficult they expected these 

steps to be. Two of these steps are directly related to the decision task: finding out about candidates 

and deciding who to vote for (Q34_a and Q34_f, Wave 1). Figure 3.4 shows that among those who 

indicated that the task applied to them, about a quarter of respondents said that these steps would 

be difficult. Those who had voted were asked the same question (Q128_a and Q128_f, Wave 3) in 

the post-election wave. The percentage who answered that it was actually difficult was in fact 

slightly lower in both cases.18  

 
 
Figure 3.4. Distribution of responses regarding finding out about candidates and deciding who to 

vote for (expected vs reported, ex-post) 

 
Note: Figures on the left are from wave 1, and the figures on the right are from wave 3. 

                                                 
18 The same pattern emerges if we consider only those who answered both surveys. 
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Source: 2019 National Electors Study. Questions Q34_a from Wave 1; Q128_a from Wave 3; 
Q34_f from Wave 1; and Q128_f from Wave 3. 
 
We looked at the burden associated with four different actions: those related to registering, going 

to the polling station, casting a ballot, and deciding who to vote for. We find that the first three 

burdens are deemed to be very small by a vast majority, while the last is perceived to be slightly 

higher though still relatively small. These burdens are not independent of each other. Those who 

find one task difficult are prone to find others difficult as well. The correlations between the 

perceived burdens range from .14 to .51 (see Appendix B for the correlation matrix between these 

four burdens) (Q31_a – d, Wave 1). 

 

These findings confirm that the burden of voting is generally perceived to be quite small. That 

being said, there are some people who find it difficult to vote. Our task, in the next chapter, is to 

find out who these people are and to understand why it is so. 
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Chapter 4: Who finds voting difficult? 
 
 

We have seen in Chapter 3 that voting is perceived to be easy by the great majority of citizens. In 

this chapter we focus on the exceptions: we identify subgroups of the population for whom some 

aspects of voting are at least somewhat difficult, and we explore the reasons why it is so. 

Throughout the analyses, our dependent variable is the perceived burden of voting. We use the 

responses provided in wave 1, in which a large sample allows us to examine specific groups and 

subgroups. The four measures of perceived burden are measured on a four-point scale from 0 (very 

easy) to 3 (very difficult): registering, going to the polling station, voting, and deciding who to 

vote for. The means of all the burden indicators are low for all four actions: registration (mean 

0.08), going to the polling station (mean: 0.36), voting (mean: 0.32) and deciding which candidate 

to vote for (mean: 0.94). 

 

We proceed in two steps. We first examine the relationship between perceived burdens and a 

standard set of 11 socio-demographic characteristics: age, gender, race,19 language, country of 

origin, region, education, income, employment, marital status, and mobility. We then proceed to a 

more in-depth analysis of four specific groups, which we have reasons to believe face greater 

obstacles: Indigenous people, persons with disabilities, those who had never voted before, and 

those between 18 and 34 years old who are not in education, employment or training (NEET). . 

 

Socio-demographic characteristics and their impact on the perceived burden of voting 

 

Let us start with socio-demographic characteristics. We have retained 11 of them; most of them 

are dichotomized (men vs. women) but we distinguish low/medium/high education and income,20 

six regions (Atlantic, Quebec, Ontario, Prairies, BC and Territories), five occupational groups 

(unemployed, student, retired, caregiver, employed)21 and six age categories (18–24, 25–34, 35–

44, 45–54, 55–64, 65+). This gives us a total of 35 groups. Table 1 in Appendix C shows the mean 

score for each of the four burdens for each of the 35 groups.  

  

                                                 
19 Race is measured with the following question: “What is your ethnic or cultural background?” White is coded as 0 
and everything else is coded as 1. Question Q94_from Wave 1 in the 2019 National Electors Study. 
20 For education, this corresponds to those who completed high school or less, those with post-secondary 
education such as a technical diploma but no completed university degree, and those with a completed bachelor’s 
degree. For income, this corresponds to an annual household income below $30,000 to an income above $30,000 
but below $110,000, and to an income above $110,000. For income, we chose the highest and lowest response 
categories. 
21 There is a sixth occupational group, “other,” for which we do not report the results. Unemployed is coded as 
individuals who are unemployed but looking for work; Student is coded as a student attending school full-time; 
Retired is coded as individuals that are retired; Caregiver is coded as a caregiver or homemaker; Employed is coded 
as individuals who are working full-time, part-time and self-employed; Other is coded as other (we do not show 
Other in the figures, but it is in the appendix in the regression tables). 
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Many of these characteristics are correlated with each other (for instance, the better educated tend 

to have a higher income). In order to ascertain the specific independent impact of each of them we 

perform multivariate regressions where the dependent variables are the four burdens and the 

independent variables are the socioeconomic characteristics listed above. In this case, for each 

characteristic, we define one group as the reference category, and we show how much higher or 

lower a given burden is in the other groups, relative to that reference category. For instance, for 

gender, the reference category is men. The coefficient associated with women tells us how much 

higher or lower a burden is for women compared to men, everything else being equal (controlling 

for all the other socio-demographic characteristics). The results of these regressions are presented 

in Figures 4.1 and 4.2 (Table 2, Appendix C displays the regression models). 

 
Figure 4.1. The impact of socio-demographic characteristics on perceived burdens: registration 

and decision 

 
Note: Reference categories are the following: Age: 45–54; Gender: Male; Racial Minority: White; 
Other Language: English/French; Foreign Born: Born in Canada; Regions: Ontario; Education: 
Medium Education; Income: Medium; Employment: Employed; Not Married: Married; Moved: 
Not Moved. 
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Figure 4.2. The impact of socio-demographic characteristics on perceived burdens: going to 

polling station and casting a ballot 

 
Note: Reference categories are the following: Age: 45–54; Gender: Male; Racial Minority: White; 

Other Language: English/French; Foreign Born: Born in Canada; Regions: Ontario; Education: 

Medium Education; Income: Medium; Employment: Employed; Not Married: Married; Moved: 

Not Moved. 

 
Let us first consider age. We distinguish six age groups: those aged 18–24, 25–34, 35–44, 45–54, 

55–65, and 65 and over. Table 1 in Appendix C shows that each of the burdens decreases more or 

less linearly as one gets older. The only exception to the linear pattern concerns registration, where 

the 18–24 group is clearly distinct. It is only in that group that registration is a meaningful obstacle. 

The patterns are very much the same when we control for the other socio-demographic 

characteristics in the multivariate setup (Figures 4.1 and 4.2). Being young is the most powerful 

predictor of facing a major obstacle to voting. 

 
Next is gender. With and without controls, there is little gender gap. The only meaningful 

difference is that women find it more difficult to decide whom to vote for. This may be related to 

the fact that women are more likely to recognize that they are not very well informed (Thomas 

2012) or are less likely to be very interested in politics.22 

 

                                                 
22 
https://www.elections.ca/content.aspx?section=res&dir=rec/eval/pes2019/nes/nesve&document=p3&lang=e#fig
1 
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We then find that minority groups, those born abroad, whose language spoken at home is neither 

English or French, and who are non-white, tend to perceive greater obstacles. Among these factors 

race seems to matter most: specifically, non-white electors perceive going to a polling station and 

casting a ballot as more difficult than white electors. The impact of race, however, is substantially 

reduced when the other socio-economic variables are taken into account. Interestingly, linguistic 

minorities and immigrants find it as easy as other Canadians to go to the polling station and to cast 

their vote. 

 
Regional differences are muted. For some reason, most of the burdens are perceived to be slightly 

higher in Quebec (except for registration). 

 
The various burdens systematically decrease with education and income. Interestingly, the impact 

of income is bigger than that of education. It is particularly interesting to note that the better 

educated (in the multivariate setup) do not find it easier to decide whom to vote for. 

 
With respect to employment, the two groups who tend to perceive the greatest obstacles are the 

unemployed and students. At the other end, those who are retired report minimal difficulty. The 

patterns regarding students and retirees simply reflect the fact that these groups are very young or 

very old. When age is controlled for, these groups do not differ from the employed. Things are 

different for the unemployed. They still report higher burdens, even after controlling for variables 

such as age, education, income and race. 

 
Regarding marital status, we find that those who are married (including having a common-law 

partner) find the various burdens relatively light. However, marriage does not make much 

difference once we take into account other socio-demographic characteristics, especially age. 

 

Finally, those who moved recently are more likely to report some difficulty. The impact of mobility 

is reduced in the multivariate estimation, but it remains significant. 

 

Among all the socio-demographic characteristics, age appears to be most strongly associated with 

perceived burdens; these burdens are clearly higher in the 18–24 group. Burdens also tend to be 

higher among the poor, racial minorities, and those who recently moved. 

 
Groups who face specific barriers  
 
We now turn our attention to four specific groups which we have reasons to believe face greater 

obstacles: Indigenous electors, including First Nations, Métis and Inuit electors, persons with 

disabilities, those who never voted before either by choice or because they were not eligible, and 

young people aged 18–34 who are not in education, employment or training (NEET). For each 

group, we show whether their mean burden is higher than in the rest of the sample, and we 
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determine whether their higher burden can be explained by other socio-demographic 

characteristics such as age, education or income. 

 
Let us start with Indigenous people. Table 3 in Appendix C presents the relevant findings for this 

group, including those within it who live on and off reserve (separately). We have examined 

whether burdens were perceived differently among First Nations (off reserve), Métis and Inuit; we 

observed small differences. We can see that burdens are for the most part higher among Indigenous 

people, especially among those who live on reserves. There is one interesting exception, and it 

concerns the “decision” burden. The obstacles that Indigenous people face concern administrative 

procedures and not the challenge of deciding which party/candidate to support.  

 

The question is whether the obstacles that the Indigenous people have to overcome are specific to 

their group or whether they are the consequence of their socio-demographic characteristics, that 

is, of their being younger, less educated and poorer. We address this question by performing 

multivariate regressions for each of the four burdens in which we introduce a dummy for the 

Indigenous group or subgroups, while also including controls for all the socio-demographic 

characteristics that we have considered (Tables 4-8 in Appendix C).23 The results of these 

regressions are presented in Figures 4.3 and 4.4. As before, the black dots indicate how much 

higher or lower a given burden is among a given group (let us say, Indigenous people), compared 

with the reference group (not Indigenous). The hollow circle indicates how much higher or lower 

a given burden is within a given subgroup (let us say Indigenous on reserve), compared with the 

reference group (Others). 

 
Overall, we see that Indigenous people find it more difficult to register, go to a polling station and 

cast their vote. They do not find it difficult to decide whom to vote for. We then examine 

Indigenous people living on and off reserve. We find that it is the former who face bigger hurdles, 

notably with respect to going to a polling station and casting their vote.  

 

The second group consists of persons with disabilities. The survey included questions asking 

respondents how much difficulty they have (none, some, a lot or “unable to do this at all”) with 

the following actions: hearing, seeing, using stairs, or grasping objects (see Q7, Wave 1). This 

allows us to create a functional disability scale and to distinguish people with no disability, those 

with mild or moderate disability, and those with a severe disability. The latter two groups 

correspond to 24% and 8% of the sample, respectively. Table 3 in the Appendix shows that the 

burden of voting is indeed higher in this group, especially among those with a severe disability 

with respect to going to the polling station. Figures 4.3 and 4.4 show that the pattern is the same 

when we control for age, education, income, and other socio-demographic characteristics. The 

                                                 
23 In the case of Indigenous people, we could not control for race since, by definition, they all belong to the same 
ethnic group. 
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biggest expected difficulty is felt by those with severe disability and it concerns going to the 

polling station.  

 
The third group corresponds to those individuals who never voted before. We distinguish three 

subgroups. The first consists of those who were too young to vote at the time of the previous 

federal election in October 2015.24 They make up 3% of the sample. The second is those who were 

not Canadian citizens at the time of the previous election and who acquired citizenship before the 

2019 election. They represent 0.2% of our respondents. The third is made up of those who 

indicated (see Q15, Wave 1) that they had abstained in all previous elections they were eligible to 

vote in; they constitute 5% of the sample.  

 
The sample for new Canadians is very small. Table 3 in the Appendix indicates that this group 

does not report higher burdens, but it is difficult to generalize because we have only 103 

respondents who became Canadians after 2015. Things are different with respect those aged 18–

21 who became eligible to vote for the first time since the last federal election; and even more so 

for those who were eligible but had always abstained before. Figures 4.3 and 4.4 show that it is 

only the latter group which systematically expects voting to be more difficult, and this applies to 

each burden. These results suggest that there’s a link between regular abstention and the belief that 

voting may not be an easy process.  

 
The last group is made up of young people (aged 18–34) who are not in education, employment, 

or training; they constitute 2% of the sample. As seen in Table 3 in the Appendix, this group 

systematically perceives higher burdens. But when we control for age and employment, the only 

meaningful difference is that they find it more difficult to register to vote (Figures 4.3 and 4.4).  

 

The goal of this chapter has been to determine whether the perceived burden of voting is higher 

among some subgroups of the population. When we look at the various socio-demographic 

characteristics, we find that the most important of all is age; the perceived burden is highest among 

those aged 18–24. We also considered various groups for whom we had reasons to believe that 

voting could constitute a bigger hurdle. We find this to be the case only for specific subgroups, 

namely, Indigenous electors living on reserves and electors with severe disabilities; and only for 

some burdens, namely, going to the polling station and casting a vote. Finally, there is a strong 

link between prior abstention and the expectation that the voting process will be difficult, although 

the direction of causality is not absolutely clear. 

  

                                                 
24 There is of course the possibility that some of them were eligible (and voted) in a provincial or local election. 
Unfortunately, we do not have that information.  
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Figure 4.3. How much higher (or lower) are the perceived burdens in various groups, controlling 

for socio-demographic characteristics: registration and decision 

 

 
Note: Reference categories are the following: Indigenous: Not Indigenous; Indigenous on reserve, 

Indigenous off reserve: Others; Disability: No Disability; Moderate Disability, Severe Disability: 

No Disability; Never voted before: Everyone Else; New Canadians, First‑time electors (aged 18–

21), Abstainer: Everyone Else; NEET: Everyone Else. 

 
Figure 4.4. How much higher (or lower) are the perceived burdens in various groups, controlling 

for socio-demographic characteristics: going to the polling station and casting a ballot 
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Note: Reference categories are the following: Indigenous: Not Indigenous; Indigenous on reserve, 

Indigenous off reserve: Others; Disability: No Disability; Moderate Disability, Severe Disability: 

No Disability; Never voted before: Everyone Else; New Canadians, First‑time electors (aged 18–

21), Abstainer: Everyone Else; NEET: Everyone Else. 
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Chapter 5: How much does the burden matter? 
 
 

We have seen that the various perceived burdens of voting tend to be relatively small but that there 

are exceptions, especially among youth, Indigenous electors living on reserves, electors with 

severe disabilities, and regular abstainers. But there is still the possibility that a small burden has 

a big impact on the decision to vote, especially if the benefit of voting is relatively small. As 

Aldrich (1993) elegantly argued, a small cost may make a big difference in a low-cost low-

benefit context. 

 
Our goal in this chapter is to estimate the extent to which the intention to vote is affected by the 

various burdens that we have examined in the previous chapters. In other words, how would 

turnout be affected if all electors expected registering, going to the polling station, casting a ballot, 

and deciding whom to vote for to be very easy? 

 
To do so we must take into account the other, mainly motivational, factors that shape turnout: 

interest in politics, belief that voting is a duty, and partisan affiliation. Following Blais and Daoust 

(2020), we focus on two powerful motivational attitudes: interest in politics and the belief that 

voting is a civic duty. There is strong empirical evidence that each of these two attitudes affects 

the decision to vote, that is, those who are not very interested in politics or who do not feel that 

they have a moral obligation to vote are much more inclined to abstain. We include a third variable, 

whether one feels close to any political party, as those who feel close to a party are more prone to 

vote (Campbell et al. 1960).  

 
The level of political interest is measured by a straightforward question asking how interested in 

politics one is (Q49, Wave 1 and 3); mean interest on a 0 to 1 scale is .71; the most common answer 

is “somewhat interested”, followed by “very interested.”25 Sense of civic duty is tapped by the 

question proposed by Blais and Achen (2019) whereby respondents were invited to tell if they 

deem voting to be a duty or a choice (Q55r, Wave 1); 74% chose duty. Party identifiers are defined 

as those who indicate that they feel close to any federal political party (Q64, Wave 1); 45% of the 

respondents feel close to a party. 

 
The question is thus how much of the decision to vote or abstain is shaped by these motivational 

factors and how much, by the obstacles. Our approach is the following. Our dependent variable is 

the intention to vote, measured in wave 1 of the questionnaire (Q35, Wave 1). That variable takes 

the value of 1, if the person responded that they were certain to vote, which was the case for 80% 

of the sample and 0 otherwise (respondents who said they were likely, unlikely, or certain not to 

vote). We also replicate the analyses with reported turnout in the post-election survey (Q37, Wave 

3), in which 90% of the respondents claim to have voted. The results are reported in 

Appendix D, Table 1. 

                                                 
25 The response categories are: not at all (0), not very (.33), somewhat (.66) and very (1).  



 23 

 
The official turnout in the election was 67%.26 The survey clearly overestimates turnout, as is 

common in surveys about electoral participation. There are two main reasons for that 

overestimation. The first is self-selection. People who are more interested in politics (and who are 

more prone to vote) are more likely to respond to “political” surveys. Attrition accentuates this in 

the case of panel surveys, as those who are less interested in politics are more likely to quit in the 

second and third waves. The self-selection bias is thus greater in wave 3, and this is why most of 

our analyses are performed with wave 1 data. The second reason is social desirability: some people 

are reluctant to admit that they do not vote (because the “good” citizen is supposed to vote). The 

reported vote question in the post-election wave was framed in such a way as to make it easier for 

people to indicate that they did not vote this time (Morin-Chassé et al. 2017), but this does not 

completely eliminate the social desirability bias.  

 
Even though existing research shows that there is a bias in the distribution of the dependent 

variable, the available evidence suggests that this may not substantially affect the relationships that 

we observe. Achen and Blais (2016) use the American National Election Studies (ANES) to 

examine the correlates of intention to vote, reported vote, and validated vote. They find that “all 

of the substantively relevant variables are statistically significant and with the correct sign in all 

three equations” (page 200); and that “our findings support a circumscribed and qualified 

endorsement of the current practice of conflating studies of intended vote, reported vote, and 

validated vote.” (page 207) 

 
Using OLS estimations, we predict the likelihood of being certain that one will vote, using the 

three motivational variables and the four burdens, while also controlling for socio-demographic 

characteristics. The full results are reported in Appendix D, Table 2. Figure 5.1 presents the 

findings for motivations and burdens for model 1 in Table 2. We can see that burdens do matter: 

each of the four burdens has an independent effect on the propensity to vote. However, the 

motivational factors (interest in politics and duty) have a much greater impact. Whether one is 

interested in politics and whether one feels that they have a moral obligation to vote are more 

consequential than whether voting is perceived to be easy or difficult.  

 
  

                                                 
26 https://www.elections.ca/content.aspx?section=res&dir=rec/eval/pes2019/vtsa&document=index&lang=e 

https://www.elections.ca/content.aspx?section=res&dir=rec/eval/pes2019/vtsa&document=index&lang=e
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Figure 5.1: The impact of burdens and motivations on the intention to vote, controlling for socio-

demographic characteristics  

 
Note: The dots represent the change in the probability of being certain to vote when a given 
variable goes from the lowest value to the highest value, everything else being equal.  
 
Among the four burdens, the one with the biggest coefficient is registration. Everything else being 
equal, the probability of being certain to vote decreases by 13 points when registering is perceived 
to be very difficult. That being said, this burden does not apply to the great majority of Canadians 
who are already registered, and, for them, this is not a concern, as there is nothing they need to do 
in order to register. Our data suggest that turnout would increase by one percentage point if 
registration was perceived to be very easy by everyone. This estimate is obtained by multiplying 
.08 (the mean of the registration burden) by .125 (the coefficient of the registration burden). Using 
the same approach, we estimate that turnout would increase by 4 points if the decision burden was 
completely absent, 3 points if there was no perceived difficulty associated with going to the polling 
station, and 2 points if everybody thought that casting a ballot was very easy. 
 
Getting rid of the decision burden does not appear to be a realistic option, especially considering 
that many Canadians are not very well informed about the parties, leaders, and candidates. Our 
data suggest that, if we focus on the procedural aspects, those aspects that Elections Canada can 
possibly improve, the maximum increase in turnout, if every aspect of the procedure were to be 
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perfectly smooth, is six percentage points.27 We would venture to say that the realistic potential 
total gain is probably a few percentage points. This is not a lot, but our data suggest that it is 
possible to increase turnout marginally, especially by making it easier for everyone to go to the 
polling station and cast their ballot. 
 
It makes sense to believe that these burdens do not have the same impact on everybody. There are 
some people who are willing to vote whatever the difficulty, because they are passionate about 
politics and/or believe that it is their civic duty to vote. Others may be ambivalent and be tempted 
to abstain if they face any kind of obstacle. This suggests that the various burdens will have a 
greater effect on the turnout decision among those who are less interested in politics or who think 
that voting is a personal decision, not a duty. This interpretation is supported in Figure 5.2, which 
shows the impact of the “polling station” and ”casting a ballot” burden depending on one’s level 
of interest and sense of civic duty (see Table 2 in Appendix D for the full results). We can see that 
the impact of these burdens is much greater among those who are not at all interested in politics 
and among those who do not have a sense of civic duty; in this case, the presence of an obstacle 
provides people with an extra reason to stay home. 
 
 

Figure 5.2: The impact of burdens on intention to vote, conditional on interest and duty 

 
 
We have noted in Chapter 4 that the various burdens tend to be higher among youth. This raises 
the question of whether the lower turnout that is observed among younger citizens is due to 
burdens. To determine whether this is the case, we first regress intention to vote on our age 
categories, with and without controls. The full results are shown in Appendix E. There is to start 
with a 15-percentage point gap between the turnout of the 18–24 group and the 45–54 group (our 
reference category). When we control for other socio-demographic characteristics, especially for 
the fact that those aged 18–24 tend to be poorer, unmarried and more mobile, that gap is reduced 

                                                 
27 Three points associated with the polling station burden, two points with the ballot burden, and one point with 
registration. 
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to 10 points. What is most interesting is the fact that the gap is not weaker when we introduce 
motivational factors. Among youth, burdens appear to matter more than the lack of motivation. 
 
Our last task is to determine whether the greater burdens experienced by some groups lead to a 
lower turnout. We proceed in the following way: We first ascertain whether turnout is indeed lower 
in that group. We then introduce socio-demographic characteristics, the motivational variables and 
the burdens to see if they account for the lower turnout. Finally, we determine whether there is 
evidence that the various burdens have a bigger impact on turnout in that group. 
 
The full findings are presented in Appendix F, Tables 1 to 4, for each of our groups and subgroups: 
Indigenous people on or off reserve, those with moderate or severe disability, those who were born 
after 1998 or acquired citizenship after the previous 2015 election and for whom this is the first 
federal election for which they had the right to vote, regular abstainers who had never voted before, 
and finally the NEET group.  
 
Figure 5.3 shows the gap in intended turnout between members of these groups and the rest of the 
sample without any controls. As expected, turnout is systematically lower in all of the groups. The 
gap is, however, moderate in most groups, except two, where it is really big (about 25 points for 
NEET and Indigenous people on reserve), and one where it is even bigger (52 points for regular 
abstainers). In the case of NEET, that gap disappears when we control for socio-demographic 
characteristics.28  

Figure 5.3: The turnout gap in the subgroups 

 
Note: The dot corresponds to the turnout gap between the members of that group and the rest of 
the sample, without controls. 
 

                                                 
28 This reflects the fact that turnout is generally lower among youth and among the unemployed. There is nothing 
special about being both young and unemployed. 
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Let’s focus on the two groups for which there is a big turnout gap, which cannot be explained as a 
pure reflection of socio-demographic characteristics: Indigenous people living on reserves and 
regular abstainers. Figure 5.4 shows how the turnout gap is reduced for these two groups, as we 
introduce socio-demographic characteristics, then motivational variables, and finally the burdens. 
Let us start with Indigenous people living on reserves. It is important to keep in mind that the 
turnout gap is quite low for Indigenous people living off reserve compared with the gap among 
those living on reserve. Figure 5.4 indicates that controlling for the burdens decreases the turnout 
gap by only 3 points. We conclude that it is not mainly because of the voting burdens that 
Indigenous people living on reserves are less prone to vote. 
 
What about regular abstainers? Figure 5.4 shows that the most important factor consists of 
motivations. They are less interested in politics and less inclined to believe that they have a civic 
duty to vote, and this explains in good part their abstention. We can see, however, that the turnout 
gap for this group decreases by 7 points when the burdens are taken into account. Clearly, for this 
group as for most citizens, motivation (or the lack of) matters more but burdens come into play as 
well. At least some of them would be willing to vote if they were convinced that voting is 
quite easy. 
 
Figure 5.4: The turnout gap among Indigenous people living on reserves and regular abstainers, 

with and without controls  

 
Note: The top dot corresponds to the turnout gap between the members of that group and the rest 
of the sample without controls, and the other dots correspond to the same gap when successively 
controlling for socio-demographic characteristics, motivations, and burdens. 
 
The concern is that members of these groups are more strongly affected by the various burdens 
when they have to decide whether to vote or not. We test that possibility in column 5 of Tables 1 
to 4 in Appendix F. If the burdens have a greater impact for a given group, the interaction variable 
should be significant and negative, meaning that it has a bigger negative effect in that group. There 
are a total of 32 interaction variables included in Tables 1 to 4 (column 5), and only five of them 
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have a significant negative coefficient. The various burdens are higher in those groups and turnout 
is lower, but the burdens are only a small part of the explanation for the lower turnout, and they 
do not matter more than in the rest of the electorate.  
 
Let us examine one final piece of evidence about the role of burdens in the decision not to vote. 
Wave 3 (post-election) of the survey asked those who indicated that they did not vote to tell the 
main reason why they abstained (Q38, Wave 3). The questionnaire proposed a long list of 18 
possible reasons, five of them referring to lack of motivation (04 to 08) such as lack of interest and 
eight process-related ones (09 to 16) such as long lineups. All in all, 44% chose a lack of motivation 
reason and only 11% a burden. This is consistent with our verdict that lack of motivation matters 
more than burdens though the latter also play a role.  
 
Our analyses suggest that burdens matter, not a lot, but still significantly. According to our 
estimates, turnout would increase by 10 percentage points if everybody found it very easy to 
register, make up their mind about who to support, go to the polling station, and cast a ballot. This 
is, of course, unrealistic, especially with respect to the decision costs. We have thus focused on the 
other three “procedural” costs, about which Elections Canada has some leverage. Turnout could 
be increased by six points if these burdens were completely abolished. We believe that a more 
realistic goal would be to substantially reduce these burdens, and that this could boost turnout by 
a few points. 
 
We also find that these burdens have a greater impact on the propensity to vote among those who 
are less interested in politics and who have a weaker sense of civic duty. These people may be 
more difficult to reach, and it may be a greater challenge to inform them that voting may be easier 
than they think. 
 
As for specific subgroups, we have identified two where turnout is particularly low: Indigenous 
people living on reserves and regular abstainers. The lower participation of Indigenous people 
living on reserves is a complex issue that we cannot fully address in this study. Our data suggest, 
however, that burdens are not the main reason for this lower participation. As for regular 
abstainers, lack of motivation is the principal factor, but perceived burdens also play a role. 
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Chapter 6: Conclusion 
 
 

Our goal in this study has been to provide an accurate description of the burdens associated with 
the act of voting, to identify the groups with higher burdens, and to ascertain the impact of these 
burdens on turnout. We are interested in the perceived subjective burdens since it is not the 
objective reality that matters in the end but how easy or difficult citizens perceive voting to be. It 
is on the basis of these perceptions that people decide to vote or abstain. We used the National 
Electors Survey conducted by Elections Canada, which has two great virtues. First, it contains 
many questions about these perceived burdens, allowing us to distinguish those related to 
registering, going to the polling station, casting a ballot, and deciding whom to vote for. Second, 
it has a large sample, which means that we were able to examine these burdens across many groups 
and subgroups. 
 
Our analyses carry some very good news. As we suspected before embarking on this study, the 
great majority of Canadians find it very easy to vote. The greatest burden, deciding whom to vote 
for, is small, overall, and there is not much that we can do about this. It usually takes less than 10 
minutes for people to go to the polling station and less than 10 minutes to cast their ballot once 
they arrive at the polling station. This is deemed to be reasonable by nearly every voter. People’s 
expectations are mostly realistic. Citizens’ evaluations of these burdens do not change much ex-
post. People expected voting to be easy and indicated, after the election, that it was indeed easy. 
As a consequence, those who abstained did so much more because of a lack of motivation than 
because of obstacles. 
 
Still, improvements can be made. There are small groups of electors that find voting to be 
somewhat difficult and these perceptions do negatively affect their propensity to vote. Making it 
easy to vote for everyone would increase turnout, not by a lot but by a few percentage points, and 
we should do everything we can to facilitate the act of voting for everyone and in the process 
enhance turnout a little. 
 
We have looked at the socio-demographic characteristics of those who find it more difficult to 
vote. By far the most crucial characteristic is age. The 18–24 age group is much less likely to say 
that voting is very easy, their turnout is much lower, and their lower turnout is more strongly 
affected by perceived burdens than by motivational factors. Our analyses suggest that this is the 
group that should be targeted first and foremost. We need to think thoroughly and creatively about 
how to make voting easier for youth. 
 
We also find the perceived burden of voting to be higher among the poor and racial minorities. 
The disadvantaged groups in society perceive voting to be somewhat more difficult. Income and 
race do not matter quite as much as age, but they are clearly at play. The poor perceive going to 
the polling station to be particularly challenging, while racial minorities are more concerned with 
what they have to do once they arrive at the polling station. 
 
We also paid close attention to specific subgroups. Overall, Indigenous people off reserve, persons 
with moderate disabilities, and new Canadians do not deem voting to be particularly difficult. 
However, Indigenous people on reserves tend to find voting to be difficult, and they are much 
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more likely to abstain. Yet the burdens do not appear to be the main reason for their lower turnout. 
Analyzing this would deserve a more detailed attention in a separate analysis. 
 
Persons with severe disabilities still face higher burdens going to the polling station, but we should 
point out that this difficulty is not the main reason for their lower turnout.  
 
Finally, there is the group of those who have never voted before in an election. These people are 
unlikely to vote first and foremost because they are less interested in politics compared to voters 
and do not perceive voting as a civic duty. Our analyses indicate that they perceive higher burdens 
and that some of them would vote if they thought that it is very easy.  
 
There is of course a substantial overlap between this group and that of 18–24 year-olds. It seems 
that not having voted before can lead someone to believe that voting may not be that easy. This 
may not be that different from how we feel when we face a new task such as learning how to use 
a new digital device or platform for online conferences. 
 
We would like to end with a few recommendations that we believe flow from our findings. 
 
The first recommendation is that Elections Canada should tell Canadians loud and clear that voting 
is easy and takes little time. Elections Canada should inform citizens about the potential obstacles 
and the need to provide proof of identity and address, for instance, at the polling station; but the 
main message should be that voting is simple and quick, and that message needs to be conveyed 
more deliberately. 
 
The second recommendation is that Elections Canada should familiarize Canadians with the voting 
process, and the earlier the better. One way is to encourage parents to come to the polling station 
with their children (and to allow kids to accompany them when they cast their vote). Another is to 
hold more mock elections at schools at the time as real elections and with the same ballots, as is 
done through the Student Vote Canada program. People are more likely to believe that voting is 
easy if they have voted previously. 
 
The third recommendation concerns registration. For the great majority of Canadians, registration 
is not a concern. They are registered, and they are not worried about it. But for a small minority, 
and especially among youth, this may be a substantial burden and that burden has a significant 
impact on the propensity to vote. Believing that it will be difficult to register is a strong incentive 
to do nothing and abstain. Therefore, registration should be completely automatic. While the 
establishment of the Register of Future Electors is a positive step,29 as soon as one reaches 18 or 
becomes a Canadian citizen, they should be added to the electors’ list without having to do 
anything extra. In Sweden, for example, registration is automatic when citizens reach legal voting 
age, and we see no reason not to follow that practice in Canada.30  
 
Our last recommendation would be about how Elections Canada communicates with Canadians. 
The official communications informing people that they are registered at a given address and that 

                                                 
29 Since April 1, 2019, Canadian citizens aged 14 to 17 years old can apply to be on the Register of Future Electors 
at the federal level, and once they turn 18, they are automatically added to the National Register of Electors. 
30 https://www.norden.org/en/info-norden/right-vote-sweden  
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the advance and ordinary polling stations are located at a given place and for a given time period 
come in the mail. We all know that the mail is not a familiar means of communication for the 
younger generation. More effort should be devoted to providing that information on the Internet 
and informing people through social media that they just have to click a link and enter their address, 
and they will know exactly when and where they can cast their ballot. This information could also 
include whether they are on the National Register of Electors at that address or not. This would 
help students in particular, as they may have a permanent address at their parents’ home but are 
temporarily living on campus and, as such, find themselves in a unique position of being able to 
choose where to vote.  
 
These various steps would, we believe, decrease the sense of burden among certain electors and 
have the positive impact of increasing turnout by a few percentage points. We have to be realistic. 
Abstention is driven first and foremost by lack of motivation. Still, we should make sure that no 
one does not vote because it is too difficult or because they think it might be too difficult. We have 
been doing a good job of reducing the obstacles to voting. But we can do better. 
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Appendix A: Question Wordings 
 
Q31_a – Q31_d, Wave 1:  
 
[PHONE] As you may know, a federal election is expected to be held in the fall. If you wanted to 
vote, do you think it would be very easy, somewhat easy, somewhat difficult, or very difficult for 
you to …? [READ ITEMS] 
[WEB] As you may know, a federal election is expected to be held in the fall. If you wanted to 
vote, how easy or difficult do you think it would be to …? 
 
[GRID] 
[ROWS] 

a. [ASK ONLY IF Q25 = NO OR DON’T KNOW]…register to vote? 
b. …decide which candidate to vote for? 
c. …go to the polling station?  
d. …vote once you arrive at the polling station? 

 
[COLUMNS] 

01. Very easy 
02. Somewhat easy 
03. Somewhat difficult 
04. Very difficult 
98. [DO NOT READ] Don’t know 

 
Q25, Wave 1: 
 
Are you personally registered to vote in a Canadian federal election? [DO NOT READ LIST] 
 

01. Yes 
02. No 
98. Don’t know 

 
Q32ar and Q32br, Wave 1: 
 
How much time do you think it would take you to do the following? [READ ITEMS] 
  
[GRID] 
[ROWS] 

a. go to the polling station? 
b. vote once you arrive at the polling station? 

 
05. Record time in minutes: [NUMBER] 
98. [DO NOT READ] Don’t know 
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Q33, Wave 3:  
 
[PHONE:] Was it very easy, somewhat easy, somewhat difficult or very difficult to make sure 
you were registered? 
[ONLINE:] How easy or difficult was it to make sure you are registered? 
 

[PHONE: DO NOT READ] 
 
01. Very easy 
02. Somewhat easy 
03. Somewhat difficult 
04. Very difficult 
98. Don’t know 

 
Q49r, Wave 3: 
 
To the best of your knowledge, how long did it take you to travel to the [INSERT BASED ON Q43 
OR VOTNG METHOD AT W2]: polling station/advance polling station/local Elections Canada 
office/poll on campus]? 

 
[PHONE: DO NOT READ] 
RECORD TIME IN MINUTES: [NUMBER] 
98. Don’t know 

 
Q50, Wave 3:  
 
Would you say that this was a reasonable amount of time? 

 
[PHONE: DO NOT READ] 
 

06. Yes 
07. No 
98. Don’t know 

 
Q51, Wave 3 
 
[PHONE:] Was the [INSERT BASED ON Q43 OR VOTNG METHOD AT W2]: polling station/advance 
polling station/local Elections Canada office/poll on campus] a very reasonable, somewhat 
reasonable, somewhat unreasonable, or very unreasonable distance from your home? [ONLINE:] 
 
How reasonable was the distance from the [INSERT BASED ON Q43 OR VOTNG METHOD AT  
W2]: polling station/advance polling station/local Elections Canada office/poll on campus] to 
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your home? 
 
[PHONE: DO NOT READ] 
 
01. Very reasonable 
02. Somewhat reasonable 
03. Somewhat unreasonable 
04. Very unreasonable 
98. Don’t know 

 
Q52, Wave 3: 
 
[PHONE:] Was the [INSERT BASED ON Q43 OR VOTNG METHOD AT W2]: polling station/advance 
polling station/local Elections Canada office/poll on campus] in a location that was very familiar,  
somewhat familiar, not very familiar, or not familiar at all to you?  
[ONLINE:] Was the [INSERT BASED ON Q43 OR VOTNG METHOD AT W2]: polling station/advance 
polling station/local Elections Canada office/poll on campus] in a location that was familiar to  
you? 

 
[PHONE: DO NOT READ] 
 
01. Very familiar 
02. Somewhat familiar 
03. Not very familiar 
04. Not familiar at all 
98. Don’t know 

 
Q33, Wave 3: 
 
[PHONE:] Was it very easy, somewhat easy, somewhat difficult or very difficult to make sure 
you were registered? 
[ONLINE:] How easy or difficult was it to make sure you are registered? 
 

[PHONE: DO NOT READ] 
 
01. Very easy 
02. Somewhat easy 
03. Somewhat difficult 
04. Very difficult 
98. Don’t know 

 
Q57, Wave 3: 
 
Overall, would you say that the building where you voted was…?  
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[PHONE: READ SCALE] 
 
01. Very suitable 
02. Somewhat suitable 
03. Not very suitable 
04. Not suitable at all 
 

[DO NOT READ] 
98. Don’t know 

 
Q67r, Wave 3: 
 
To the best of your knowledge, how long did it take you to vote once you arrived at the [INSERT 
BASED ON Q43: polling station/advance polling station/local Elections Canada office/poll on  
campus]? 

 
RECORD TIME IN MINUTES 
[DO NOT READ] 
98. Don’t know 

 
Q68, Wave 3: 
 
Would you say that this was a reasonable amount of time? 

 
[PHONE: DO NOT READ] 
01. Yes 
02. No 
98. Don’t know 

 
Q65, Wave 3: 
 
Overall, how easy was it to meet the identification requirements? [PHONE:] Was it…? 
 

[READ LIST] 
 
03. Very easy 
04. Somewhat easy 
05. Somewhat difficult 
06. Very difficult  
 
[DO NOT READ] 
98. Don’t know 
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Q78, Wave 3: 
 
Overall, how easy was it to vote? [PHONE:] Would you say it was…?  

 
[PHONE: READ LIST] 
 
01. Very easy 
02. Somewhat easy 
03. Somewhat difficult 
04. Very difficult  

 
[DO NOT READ] 
98. Don’t know 

 
Q43, Q67r, Q78 in Wave 3: 
 
Q43: 
 
Which method did you use to vote? [PHONE:] Was it... [READ IN ORDER UNTIL RESPONDENT 
PROVIDES A RESPONSE – CODE ONE ANSWER ONLY] 

 
01. At the polling station on election day on October 21 
02. At the advance polling station on October 11, 12, 13 or 14 
03. At a local Elections Canada office before October 15 
04. By mail 
05. At home 
06. At a poll on campus 
97. Other, please specify: [TEXT] 
 
[DO NOT READ] 
98. Don’t know 

 
Q67r: 
 
To the best of your knowledge, how long did it take you to vote once you arrived at the [INSERT 
BASED ON Q43: polling station/advance polling station/local Elections Canada office/poll on 
campus]? 

 
RECORD TIME IN MINUTES 
[DO NOT READ] 
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98. Don’t know 
 
 
Q78: 
 
Overall, how easy was it to vote? [PHONE:] Would you say it was…?  

 
[PHONE: READ LIST] 
 
01. Very easy 
02. Somewhat easy 
03. Somewhat difficult 
04. Very difficult  

 
[DO NOT READ] 
98. Don’t know 

 
Q34_a and Q34_f, Wave 1: 
 
[WEB ONLY] Please indicate how easy or difficult you expect each step to be. 
 
[GRID] 
[ROWS] 

a. [List items selected in previous question] 
 

[COLUMNS]  
01. Very easy 
02. Somewhat easy 
03. Neither easy nor difficult 
04. Somewhat difficult 
05. Very difficult 

 
Q128_a and Q128_f, Wave 3: 
 
[ONLINE ONLY] Please indicate how easy or difficult each step was. 
 
[GRID] 
[ROWS] 

a. [List items selected in previous question] 
 

[COLUMNS]  
01. Very easy 
02. Somewhat easy 
03. Neither easy nor difficult 
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04. Somewhat difficult 
05. Very difficult 

 
Q7, Wave 1: 
 
How much difficulty do you have with … [READ FIRST ITEM]? [PHONE] Do you have no difficulty, 
some, a lot, or you can’t do this at all? What about…[READ NEXT ITEM]? [REPEAT FOR ALL. DO 
NOT REPEAT SCALE UNLESS ASKED] 

 
[GRID] 
[ROWS; ROTATE] 

a. …hearing, even when using a hearing aid? 
b. …seeing, even when wearing glasses or contacts? 
c. …going up and down a flight of stairs without resting?  
d. …using your fingers to grasp a small object like a pencil?  

 
[COLUMNS] 

01. No difficulty   [SCORE 0] 
02. Some difficulty [SCORE 1] 
03. A lot of difficulty [SCORE 4] 
04. I cannot do this at all   [SCORE 7] 
99. [DO NOT READ] Prefer not to say 

 
Q15, Wave 1: 
 
In each election, many people don't or can't vote for a variety of reasons. Thinking about all 
elections since you have been eligible to vote, have you voted in none of them, some, most, or 
all of them? [NOTE TO INTERVIEWER: IF ASKED THIS APPLIES TO FEDERAL, PROVINCIAL AND 
MUNICIPAL ELECTIONS, INCLUDING ELECTIONS IN THE RESPONDENT’S COUNTRY OF ORIGIN] 

 
01. None of them 
02. Some of them  
03. Most of them 
04. All of them 
98. Don’t know/don’t remember 

 
Q49, Wave 1 and 3: 
 
[PHONE] In general, are you very interested, somewhat interested, not very interested, or not at 
all interested in politics? [DO NOT READ LIST] 
[WEB] In general, how interested are you in politics? 
 

01. Very interested 
02. Somewhat interested 
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03. Not very interested 
04. Not at all interested  
98. Don’t know 

 
Q55r, Wave 1:  
 
For some people, voting is a duty. They feel that they should vote in every election. For others, 
voting is a choice. They only vote when they feel strongly about that election. For you personally,  
is voting first and foremost a duty or a choice? [DO NOT READ LIST] 

 
[NOTE: IF RESPONDENT SAYS “both”, PROBE “If you had to choose which would you say is the 
most important: duty or choice?”] 
 

01. Duty 
02. Choice 
98. Don’t know 

 
Q64, Wave 1: 
 
Do you think of yourself as close to a particular federal political party? [READ LIST] 

 
01. Yes 
02. No 
98. [DO NOT READ] Don’t know 

 
Q35, Wave 1: 
 
Are you certain to vote, likely to vote, unlikely to vote or certain not to vote in the 2019 federal 
election? [DO NOT READ LIST] 

 
01. Certain to vote 
02. Likely to vote 
03. Unlikely to vote 
04. Certain not to vote 
98. [DO NOT READ] Don’t know 

 
Q37, Wave 3: 
 
Many people don’t or can’t vote for a variety of reasons. Which of the following statements 
describes you? 

 
[PHONE: READ LIST] 
 
01. I did not vote in the election 



 43 

02. I thought about voting this time but didn’t vote 
03. I usually vote but didn’t this time 
04. I am sure I voted in the election  

 
[PHONE: DO NOT READ] 
98. Don’t know 

 
Q38, Wave 3: 
 
[PHONE: DO NOT READ; CODE 1 ANSWER] 
[ONLINE: PRESENT OPTIONS (BUT NOT THEME HEADINGS), ACCEPT 1 ANSWER; RANDOMIZE 01 
to 18] 
 

Everyday life or health reasons 
01     Too busy 
02     Out of town, away from home 
03     Illness or disability 
 
Political reasons 
04     Not interested in politics 
05     Lack of information about campaign issues and parties’ positions 
06     Did not like candidates, parties, or campaign 
07     Felt voting would not make a difference 
08     Did not know who to vote for 
 
Electoral process-related reasons 
09     Could not prove identity or address 
10     Not on voters list 
11     Transportation problem/polling station too far 
12     Lack of information about the voting process (e.g. when or where to vote) 
13     Lineups were too long 
14     Issues with the voter information card 
15   Polling place was not accessible 
16   Voting process was not accessible 
 
All other reasons 
17     Forgot to vote 
18     Religious or other beliefs 
97     Other reason (specify) 
98     Don’t know 
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Appendix B 

 

Correlations between the four perceived burdens (Q31_a – d, Wave 1). 
Variable Register Candidate to vote for Polling Station Vote 

Registration 1.0000    

Decision 0.1411 1.0000   

Polling Station 0.2512 0.2381 1.0000  

Casting a Ballot 0.2013 0.2185 0.5091 1.0000 
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Appendix C  
 

Table 1. Mean scores of the four burdens in 36 socio-demographic categories 
 

  Registration Decision Going to 
Polling Station 

Casting 
a Ballot 

Age  18-24 .313 1.24 .596 .497 
 25-34 .131 1.10 .498 .400 
 35-44 .071 .973 .394 .353 
 45-54 .061 .896 .346 .320 
 55-64 .037 .851 .274 .266 
 65+ .021 .790 .234 .213 
Gender Female .079 1.08 .380 .330 
 Male .081 .812 .341 .310 
Race White .068 .939 .339 .293 
 Racial minority .138 .958 .459 .433 
Language English/French .080 .941 .363 .319 
 Other  .146 .981 .381 .385 
Country of Origin Canada  .078 .954 .366 .319 
 Abroad .109 .888 .358 .339 
Region Atlantic .102 .971 .362 .306 
 Quebec .068 1.07 .402 .388 
 Ontario .085 .916 .356 .302 
 Prairies .093 .814 .334 .286 
 BC .080 .974 .370 .332 
 Territories .090 .939 .352 .264 
Education  Low .157 .979 .468 .426 
 Middle .084 .953 .375 .330 
 High .054 .922 .315 .277 
Income Low .173 1.08 .572 .439 
 Middle  .078 .956 .366 .331 
 High .046 .835 .268 .251 
Employment Employed .080 .946 .361 .327 
 Unemployment .204 1.06 .523 .446 
 Student .248 1.21 .564 .461 
 Retired .025 .832 .257 .231 
 Caregiver .121 1.04 .471 .404 
 Other .142 1.07 .578 .402 
Marital Status Married .055 .884 .311 .292 
 Not Married .124 1.03 .445 .368 
Mobility  Moved .178 1.09 .534 .412 
 Not Moved .063 .917 .329 .300 
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Table 2. The Socio-Demographic Correlates of the Four Burdens (OLS estimations) 
 

 (1) 
Registration 

(2) 
Decision 

(3) 
Going to Polling Station 

(4) 
Casting a Ballot 

18-24 0.191*** 0.284*** 0.134*** 0.109*** 
 (0.007) (0.021) (0.013) (0.012) 
25-34 0.053*** 0.173*** 0.109*** 0.062*** 
 (0.005) (0.015) (0.010) (0.009) 
35-44 0.008 0.066*** 0.039*** 0.029*** 
 (0.005) (0.014) (0.009) (0.008) 
55-64 -0.022*** -0.053*** -0.076*** -0.045*** 
 (0.005) (0.015) (0.009) (0.009) 
65+ -0.037*** -0.116*** -0.123*** -0.093*** 
 (0.006) (0.019) (0.012) (0.011) 
Female  -0.007* 0.253*** 0.012* 0.006 
 (0.003) (0.009) (0.006) (0.005) 
Racial Minority 0.025*** -0.021 0.075*** 0.105*** 
 (0.004) (0.012) (0.007) (0.007) 
Other Language 0.013 0.055* -0.023 0.006 
 (0.009) (0.026) (0.017) (0.016) 
Foreign Born  0.037*** -0.035** 0.003 0.007 
 (0.005) (0.013) (0.009) (0.008) 
Prairies 0.009* -0.101*** -0.017* -0.014* 
 (0.004) (0.013) (0.008) (0.007) 
BC 0.000 0.065*** 0.020* 0.036*** 
 (0.005) (0.014) (0.009) (0.008) 
Atlantic 0.025*** 0.026 0.001 0.011 
 (0.006) (0.019) (0.012) (0.011) 
Territories 0.004 0.043 -0.003 -0.051 
 (0.019) (0.056) (0.035) (0.033) 
Quebec -0.024*** 0.133*** 0.029*** 0.076*** 
 (0.004) (0.012) (0.007) (0.007) 
Low Education 0.046*** -0.006 0.056*** 0.069*** 
 (0.005) (0.014) (0.009) (0.008) 
High Education -0.016*** -0.007 -0.034*** -0.039*** 
 (0.003) (0.010) (0.006) (0.006) 
Low Income 0.048*** 0.047** 0.136*** 0.060*** 
 (0.005) (0.015) (0.009) (0.009) 
High Income -0.012*** -0.068*** -0.056*** -0.048*** 
 (0.004) (0.011) (0.007) (0.006) 
Unemployed 0.051*** 0.058* 0.047** 0.018 
 (0.009) (0.025) (0.016) (0.015) 
Student 0.012 -0.012 0.001 -0.011 
 (0.009) (0.028) (0.018) (0.016) 
Retired -0.002 0.021 0.019 -0.007 
 (0.005) (0.016) (0.010) (0.009) 
Caregiver 0.025** -0.027 0.057*** 0.037* 
 (0.009) (0.027) (0.017) (0.016) 
Not Married 0.001 0.025* 0.023*** 0.002 
 (0.003) (0.010) (0.006) (0.006) 
Moved  0.056*** 0.058*** 0.107*** 0.042*** 
 (0.004) (0.013) (0.008) (0.008) 
Constant 0.041*** 0.763*** 0.299*** 0.274*** 
 (0.005) (0.015) (0.010) (0.009) 
Observations 41836 41578 41893 41856 
R2 0.067 0.053 0.061 0.042 

Standard errors in parentheses 
* p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001 
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Table 3. Mean scores of the four burdens in groups and subgroups 
 

 Registration Decision Going to 
Polling Station 

Casting 
a Ballot 

Indigenous  
N = 3,172 

.135 .949 .510 .440 

Indigenous on 
reserve  
N = 316 

.200 .832 .779 .648 

Indigenous off 
reserve  
N = 2,855 

.128 .962 .480 .417 

Other  
N = 46,806 

.079 .943 .355 .315 

     
Disability 
N = 16, 139 

.120 1.05 .500 .412 

Moderate disability 
N = 12, 057 

.103 1.03 .428 .373 

Severe disability 
N = 4, 082 

.172 1.11 .718 .532 

No disability 
N = 33, 846 

.065 .890 .300 .280 

     
Never voted before 
N = 4,225 

.443 1.29 .712 .612 

Became a Canadian 
citizen after 2015 
N = 103 

.166 .989 .495 .460 

First‑time electors 
(aged 18–21) 
N = 1,397 

.272 1.14 .535 .432 

Abstainer 
N = 2,725 

.551 1.39 .818 .722 

Voted before 
N = 45,488 

.050 .911 .332 .296 

     
NEET  
N = 1,125 

.308 1.21 .613 .539 

Not NEET 
N = 48,337 

.077 .937 .357 .316 
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Table 4. The socio-demographic and group correlates of registration burden (OLS estimations) 
 

Registration (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) 
18-24 0.193*** 0.193*** 0.191*** 0.192*** 0.056*** 0.116*** 0.186*** 
 (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) (0.008) (0.008) (0.007) 
25-34 0.054*** 0.054*** 0.055*** 0.055*** 0.042*** 0.040*** 0.049*** 
 (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) 
35-44 0.009 0.009 0.009 0.010* 0.001 -0.001 0.008 
 (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) 
55-64 -

0.023*** 
-

0.023*** 
-

0.021*** 
-

0.021*** 
-0.016** -0.015** -

0.022*** 
 (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) 
65+ -

0.038*** 
-

0.038*** 
-

0.037*** 
-

0.035*** 
-

0.027*** 
-

0.025*** 
-

0.037*** 
 (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) 
Female  -0.008* -0.008* -0.009** -0.009** -0.008* -0.008** -0.007* 
 (0.003) (0.003) (0.003) (0.003) (0.003) (0.003) (0.003) 
Racial Minority   0.024*** 0.024*** 0.013*** 0.013*** 0.025*** 
   (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) 
Foreign Born 0.047*** 0.047*** 0.039*** 0.039*** 0.019*** 0.017*** 0.037*** 
 (0.004) (0.004) (0.005) (0.005) (0.004) (0.004) (0.005) 
Prairies 0.008 0.008 0.009* 0.009* 0.011** 0.011** 0.009* 
 (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) 
BC -0.000 -0.000 0.000 0.001 0.002 0.001 0.000 
 (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) 
Atlantic 0.024*** 0.024*** 0.026*** 0.026*** 0.026*** 0.025*** 0.025*** 
 (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) 
Territories 0.002 0.002 0.005 0.005 0.001 0.000 0.004 
 (0.019) (0.019) (0.019) (0.019) (0.019) (0.018) (0.019) 
Quebec -

0.024*** 
-

0.024*** 
-

0.021*** 
-

0.021*** 
-

0.021*** 
-

0.020*** 
-

0.024*** 
 (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) 
Low Education 0.046*** 0.046*** 0.044*** 0.044*** 0.026*** 0.024*** 0.045*** 
 (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) (0.004) (0.005) 
High Education -

0.015*** 
-

0.015*** 
-

0.014*** 
-

0.013*** 
-0.006 -0.009** -

0.016*** 
 (0.003) (0.003) (0.003) (0.003) (0.003) (0.003) (0.003) 
Low Income 0.049*** 0.049*** 0.044*** 0.042*** 0.047*** 0.040*** 0.049*** 
 (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) 
High Income -

0.013*** 
-

0.013*** 
-0.010** -0.009* -

0.012*** 
-0.008* -

0.013*** 
 (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) 
Unemployed 0.052*** 0.052*** 0.048*** 0.047*** 0.041*** 0.038*** 0.032** 
 (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.008) (0.008) (0.010) 
Student 0.013 0.013 0.012 0.013 -0.007 0.012 0.015 
 (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) 
Retired -0.003 -0.003 -0.004 -0.005 -0.004 -0.004 -0.003 
 (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) 
Caregiver 0.025** 0.025** 0.024* 0.022* 0.018* 0.015 0.010 
 (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.010) 
Other 0.040*** 0.040*** 0.032*** 0.025** 0.040*** 0.040*** 0.040*** 
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 (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.008) (0.009) 
Not Married 0.002 0.002 0.001 0.001 -0.001 0.002 0.002 
 (0.003) (0.003) (0.003) (0.003) (0.003) (0.003) (0.003) 
Moved 0.056*** 0.056*** 0.055*** 0.055*** 0.055*** 0.051*** 0.056*** 
 (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) 
Indigenous 0.023***       
 (0.006)       
Indigenous on reserve  0.032      
  (0.020)      
Indigenous off reserve  0.023***      
  (0.007)      
Disability   0.026***     
   (0.003)     
Moderate Disability    0.020***    
    (0.004)    
Severe Disability    0.050***    
    (0.006)    
Never voted before     0.302***   
     (0.007)   
New Canadians      0.051  
      (0.033)  
First‑time electors (aged 
18–21) 

     0.063***  

      (0.012)  
Abstainer      0.391***  
      (0.007)  
NEET       0.053*** 
       (0.014) 
Constant 0.044*** 0.044*** 0.032*** 0.032*** 0.035*** 0.033*** 0.042*** 
 (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) 
Observations 41836 41835 41832 41832 41691 41691 41836 
R2 0.067 0.067 0.069 0.069 0.111 0.127 0.068 

Standard errors in parentheses 
* p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001 

 
 
Note: Reference categories are the following: Age: 45–54; Gender: Male; Racial Minority: White; 
Other Language: English/French; Foreign Born: Born in Canada; Regions: Ontario; Education: 
Medium Education; Income: Medium; Employment: Employed; Not Married: Married; Moved: 
Not Moved; Indigenous: Not Indigenous; Indigenous on reserve, Indigenous off reserve: Others; 
Disability: No Disability; Moderate Disability, Severe Disability: No Disability; Never voted before: 
Everyone Else; New Canadians, First‑time electors (aged 18–21), Abstainer: Everyone Else; NEET: 
Everyone Else. 
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Table 5. The socio-demographic and group correlates of decision burden (OLS estimations) 
 

Decision (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) 
18-24 0.282*** 0.283*** 0.285*** 0.286*** 0.169*** 0.234*** 0.285*** 
 (0.021) (0.021) (0.021) (0.021) (0.023) (0.024) (0.021) 
25-34 0.173*** 0.174*** 0.180*** 0.181*** 0.164*** 0.161*** 0.174*** 
 (0.015) (0.015) (0.015) (0.015) (0.015) (0.015) (0.016) 
35-44 0.065*** 0.066*** 0.072*** 0.072*** 0.058*** 0.057*** 0.066*** 
 (0.014) (0.014) (0.014) (0.014) (0.014) (0.014) (0.014) 
55-64 -

0.052*** 
-

0.052*** 
-

0.051*** 
-

0.050*** 
-0.048** -0.047** -

0.053*** 
 (0.015) (0.015) (0.015) (0.015) (0.015) (0.015) (0.015) 
65+ -

0.115*** 
-

0.115*** 
-

0.117*** 
-

0.115*** 
-

0.109*** 
-

0.107*** 
-

0.116*** 
 (0.019) (0.019) (0.019) (0.019) (0.019) (0.019) (0.019) 
Female 0.253*** 0.253*** 0.246*** 0.246*** 0.252*** 0.252*** 0.253*** 
 (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) 
Racial Minority 
 
Other Language 

 
 

0.050 

 
 

0.051 

-0.026* 
(0.012) 
0.055* 

-0.027* 
(0.012) 
0.056* 

-0.031** 
(0.012) 
0.046 

-0.031** 
(0.012) 
0.044 

-0.021 
(0.012) 
0.055* 

 (0.026) (0.026) (0.026) (0.026) (0.027) (0.027) (0.026) 
Foreign Born -

0.043*** 
-

0.044*** 
-0.026 -0.025 -

0.052*** 
-

0.055*** 
-0.035** 

 (0.013) (0.013) (0.013) (0.013) (0.014) (0.014) (0.013) 
Prairies -

0.100*** 
-

0.101*** 
-

0.101*** 
-

0.101*** 
-

0.101*** 
-

0.101*** 
-

0.101*** 
 (0.013) (0.013) (0.013) (0.013) (0.013) (0.013) (0.013) 
BC 0.066*** 0.065*** 0.067*** 0.068*** 0.065*** 0.064*** 0.065*** 
 (0.014) (0.014) (0.014) (0.014) (0.014) (0.014) (0.014) 
Atlantic 0.028 0.026 0.027 0.028 0.027 0.026 0.026 
 (0.019) (0.019) (0.019) (0.019) (0.019) (0.019) (0.019) 
Territories 0.046 0.045 0.043 0.044 0.046 0.045 0.043 
 (0.056) (0.056) (0.056) (0.056) (0.056) (0.056) (0.056) 
Quebec 0.133*** 0.132*** 0.147*** 0.147*** 0.135*** 0.135*** 0.133*** 
 (0.012) (0.012) (0.012) (0.012) (0.012) (0.012) (0.012) 
Low Education -0.006 -0.006 -0.013 -0.013 -0.023 -0.025 -0.006 
 (0.014) (0.014) (0.014) (0.014) (0.014) (0.014) (0.014) 
High Education -0.008 -0.008 0.004 0.005 0.001 -0.003 -0.007 
 (0.010) (0.010) (0.010) (0.010) (0.010) (0.010) (0.010) 
Low Income 0.048** 0.048** 0.024 0.021 0.049** 0.041** 0.047** 
 (0.015) (0.015) (0.015) (0.015) (0.015) (0.015) (0.015) 
High Income -

0.067*** 
-

0.068*** 
-

0.055*** 
-

0.055*** 
-

0.068*** 
-

0.063*** 
-

0.068*** 
 (0.011) (0.011) (0.011) (0.011) (0.011) (0.011) (0.011) 
Unemployed 0.058* 0.057* 0.044 0.043 0.049 0.046 0.060* 
 (0.025) (0.025) (0.025) (0.025) (0.025) (0.025) (0.029) 
Student -0.013 -0.013 -0.010 -0.010 -0.028 -0.006 -0.012 
 (0.028) (0.028) (0.028) (0.028) (0.028) (0.028) (0.028) 
Retired 0.021 0.021 0.011 0.009 0.018 0.019 0.021 
 (0.016) (0.016) (0.016) (0.016) (0.016) (0.016) (0.016) 
Caregiver -0.026 -0.026 -0.036 -0.038 -0.036 -0.039 -0.025 
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 (0.027) (0.027) (0.027) (0.027) (0.027) (0.027) (0.030) 
Other 0.053* 0.052* 0.010 -0.001 0.055* 0.055* 0.052* 
 (0.026) (0.026) (0.026) (0.026) (0.026) (0.026) (0.026) 
Not Married 0.024* 0.023* 0.021* 0.021* 0.021* 0.024* 0.024* 
 (0.010) (0.010) (0.010) (0.010) (0.010) (0.010) (0.010) 
Moved 0.058*** 0.059*** 0.055*** 0.054*** 0.057*** 0.052*** 0.058*** 
 (0.013) (0.013) (0.013) (0.013) (0.013) (0.013) (0.013) 
Indigenous -0.030       
 (0.019)       
Indigenous on reserve  -

0.198*** 
     

  (0.058)      
Indigenous off reserve  -0.012      
  (0.020)      
Disability   0.133***     
   (0.010)     
Moderate Disability    0.124***    
    (0.011)    
Severe Disability    0.166***    
    (0.018)    
Never voted before     0.257***   
     (0.020)   
New Canadians      0.102  
      (0.100)  
First‑time electors (aged 
18–21) 

     -0.006  

      (0.035)  
Abstainer      0.348***  
      (0.022)  
NEET       -0.005 
       (0.040) 
Constant 0.761*** 0.761*** 0.717*** 0.717*** 0.759*** 0.758*** 0.763*** 
 (0.015) (0.015) (0.016) (0.016) (0.015) (0.015) (0.015) 
Observations 41578 41577 41574 41574 41452 41452 41578 
R2 0.053 0.053 0.057 0.057 0.056 0.058 0.053 

Standard errors in parentheses 
* p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001 

 
Note: Reference categories are the following: Age: 45–54; Gender: Male; Racial Minority: White; 
Other Language: English/French; Foreign Born: Born in Canada; Regions: Ontario; Education: 
Medium Education; Income: Medium; Employment: Employed; Not Married: Married; Moved: 
Not Moved; Indigenous: Not Indigenous; Indigenous on reserve, Indigenous off reserve: Others; 
Disability: No Disability; Moderate Disability, Severe Disability: No Disability; Never voted before: 
Everyone Else; New Canadians, First‑time electors (aged 18–21), Abstainer: Everyone Else; NEET: 
Everyone Else. 
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Table 6. The socio-demographic and group correlates of polling station burden  
(OLS estimations) 

 

Polling Station (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) 
18-24 0.142*** 0.140*** 0.135*** 0.139*** 0.013 0.072*** 0.137*** 
 (0.013) (0.013) (0.013) (0.013) (0.014) (0.015) (0.014) 
25-34 0.111*** 0.109*** 0.116*** 0.120*** 0.100*** 0.097*** 0.111*** 
 (0.010) (0.010) (0.010) (0.010) (0.010) (0.010) (0.010) 
35-44 0.040*** 0.039*** 0.046*** 0.048*** 0.032*** 0.030*** 0.039*** 
 (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) 
55-64 -

0.078*** 
-

0.079*** 
-

0.074*** 
-

0.071*** 
-

0.070*** 
-

0.069*** 
-

0.076*** 
 (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) 
65+ -

0.127*** 
-

0.127*** 
-

0.123*** 
-

0.114*** 
-

0.114*** 
-

0.112*** 
-

0.123*** 
 (0.012) (0.012) (0.012) (0.012) (0.012) (0.012) (0.012) 
Female 0.011* 0.012* 0.004 0.003 0.011 0.011 0.012* 
 (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) 
Racial Minority   0.069*** 0.064*** 0.065*** 0.065*** 0.075*** 
   (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) 
Other Language -0.008 -0.009 -0.022 -0.021 -0.032 -0.034* -0.023 
 (0.017) (0.017) (0.017) (0.017) (0.017) (0.017) (0.017) 
Foreign Born 0.032*** 0.033*** 0.013 0.016 -0.015 -0.017* 0.003 
 (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) 
Prairies -0.021** -0.019* -0.016* -0.014 -0.016* -0.016* -0.017* 
 (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) 
BC 0.018* 0.018* 0.022* 0.026** 0.020* 0.019* 0.020* 
 (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) 
Atlantic -0.004 -0.003 0.003 0.005 -0.001 -0.002 0.001 
 (0.012) (0.012) (0.012) (0.012) (0.012) (0.012) (0.012) 
Territories -0.014 -0.012 -0.001 -0.000 0.003 0.002 -0.002 
 (0.035) (0.035) (0.035) (0.035) (0.035) (0.035) (0.035) 
Quebec 0.028*** 0.029*** 0.044*** 0.049*** 0.031*** 0.031*** 0.029*** 
 (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) 
Low Education 0.057*** 0.056*** 0.048*** 0.045*** 0.038*** 0.036*** 0.056*** 
 (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.008) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) 
High Education -

0.031*** 
-

0.032*** 
-0.020** -0.017** -

0.024*** 
-

0.027*** 
-

0.034*** 
 (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) 
Low Income 0.135*** 0.135*** 0.109*** 0.095*** 0.136*** 0.129*** 0.136*** 
 (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) 
High Income -

0.058*** 
-

0.057*** 
-

0.041*** 
-

0.039*** 
-

0.056*** 
-

0.052*** 
-

0.056*** 
 (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) 
Unemployed 0.049** 0.049** 0.031 0.025 0.032* 0.030 0.055** 
 (0.016) (0.016) (0.016) (0.016) (0.016) (0.016) (0.018) 
Student 0.004 0.004 0.003 0.006 -0.016 0.003 -0.000 
 (0.018) (0.018) (0.017) (0.017) (0.017) (0.017) (0.018) 
Retired 0.018 0.018 0.007 -0.001 0.016 0.016 0.019 
 (0.010) (0.010) (0.010) (0.010) (0.010) (0.010) (0.010) 
Caregiver 0.055** 0.054** 0.046** 0.035* 0.047** 0.044* 0.063*** 
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 (0.017) (0.017) (0.017) (0.017) (0.017) (0.017) (0.019) 
Other 0.150*** 0.151*** 0.102*** 0.047** 0.152*** 0.152*** 0.152*** 
 (0.016) (0.016) (0.016) (0.016) (0.016) (0.016) (0.016) 
Not Married 0.024*** 0.025*** 0.019** 0.019** 0.020** 0.023*** 0.023*** 
 (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) 
Moved 0.106*** 0.106*** 0.103*** 0.100*** 0.107*** 0.103*** 0.107*** 
 (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) 
Indigenous 0.099***       
 (0.012)       
Indigenous on reserve  0.278***      
  (0.036)      
Indigenous off reserve  0.080***      
  (0.012)      
Disability   0.155***     
   (0.006)     
Moderate Disability    0.112***    
    (0.007)    
Severe Disability    0.325***    
    (0.011)    
Never voted before     0.273***   
     (0.013)   
New Canadians      0.125*  
      (0.062)  
First‑time electors (aged 
18–21) 

     0.038  

      (0.022)  
Abstainer      0.355***  
      (0.014)  
NEET       -0.023 
       (0.025) 
Constant 0.304*** 0.304*** 0.246*** 0.244*** 0.294*** 0.293*** 0.298*** 
 (0.010) (0.010) (0.010) (0.010) (0.010) (0.010) (0.010) 
Observations 41893 41892 41889 41889 41750 41750 41893 
R2 0.061 0.061 0.075 0.082 0.072 0.076 0.061 

Standard errors in parentheses 
* p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001 
 

Note: Reference categories are the following: Age: 45–54; Gender: Male; Racial Minority: White; 
Other Language: English/French; Foreign Born: Born in Canada; Regions: Ontario; Education: 
Medium Education; Income: Medium; Employment: Employed; Not Married: Married; Moved: 
Not Moved; Indigenous: Not Indigenous; Indigenous on reserve, Indigenous off reserve: Others; 
Disability: No Disability; Moderate Disability, Severe Disability: No Disability; Never voted before: 
Everyone Else; New Canadians, First‑time electors (aged 18–21), Abstainer: Everyone Else; NEET: 
Everyone Else. 
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Table 7. The Socio-Demographic and Group Correlates of Casting a Ballot Burden (OLS 
estimations) 
 

Casting ballot (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) 
18-24 0.118*** 0.117*** 0.109*** 0.111*** 0.008 0.066*** 0.104*** 
 (0.012) (0.012) (0.012) (0.012) (0.013) (0.014) (0.013) 
25-34 0.064*** 0.063*** 0.067*** 0.069*** 0.054*** 0.051*** 0.058*** 
 (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) 
35-44 0.031*** 0.031*** 0.035*** 0.035*** 0.025** 0.023** 0.029*** 
 (0.009) (0.009) (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) 
55-64 -

0.049*** 
-

0.049*** 
-

0.044*** 
-

0.042*** 
-

0.040*** 
-

0.039*** 
-

0.045*** 
 (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) 
65+ -

0.101*** 
-

0.101*** 
-

0.094*** 
-

0.089*** 
-

0.086*** 
-

0.084*** 
-

0.094*** 
 (0.011) (0.011) (0.011) (0.011) (0.011) (0.011) (0.011) 
Female 0.005 0.006 0.000 -0.000 0.005 0.005 0.006 
 (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) 
Racial Minority   0.101*** 0.098*** 0.096*** 0.096*** 0.105*** 
   (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) 
Other Language 0.027 0.027 0.006 0.007 -0.001 -0.003 0.005 
 (0.016) (0.016) (0.016) (0.016) (0.016) (0.016) (0.016) 
Foreign Born 0.045*** 0.045*** 0.014 0.016* -0.008 -0.010 0.007 
 (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) 
Prairies -0.017* -0.016* -0.014 -0.013 -0.014 -0.014 -0.015* 
 (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) 
BC 0.035*** 0.035*** 0.038*** 0.040*** 0.036*** 0.035*** 0.037*** 
 (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) 
Atlantic 0.004 0.005 0.012 0.013 0.009 0.008 0.011 
 (0.011) (0.011) (0.011) (0.011) (0.011) (0.011) (0.011) 
Territories -0.059 -0.058 -0.050 -0.050 -0.048 -0.049 -0.051 
 (0.033) (0.033) (0.033) (0.033) (0.033) (0.033) (0.033) 
Quebec 0.074*** 0.074*** 0.087*** 0.089*** 0.078*** 0.078*** 0.076*** 
 (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) 
Low Education 0.072*** 0.071*** 0.064*** 0.062*** 0.053*** 0.051*** 0.069*** 
 (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) 
High Education -

0.036*** 
-

0.037*** 
-

0.029*** 
-

0.028*** 
-

0.031*** 
-

0.035*** 
-

0.039*** 
 (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) 
Low Income 0.061*** 0.061*** 0.041*** 0.034*** 0.060*** 0.054*** 0.060*** 
 (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) 
High Income -

0.051*** 
-

0.051*** 
-

0.037*** 
-

0.036*** 
-

0.048*** 
-

0.044*** 
-

0.048*** 
 (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) 
Unemployed 0.021 0.021 0.006 0.003 0.008 0.006 0.001 
 (0.015) (0.015) (0.015) (0.015) (0.015) (0.015) (0.017) 
Student -0.008 -0.007 -0.010 -0.008 -0.026 -0.007 -0.009 
 (0.016) (0.016) (0.016) (0.016) (0.016) (0.016) (0.016) 
Retired -0.008 -0.008 -0.015 -0.019* -0.009 -0.008 -0.008 
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 (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) 
Caregiver 0.035* 0.035* 0.030 0.025 0.030 0.027 0.024 
 (0.016) (0.016) (0.016) (0.016) (0.016) (0.016) (0.017) 
Other 0.041** 0.042** 0.007 -0.021 0.043** 0.044** 0.042** 
 (0.015) (0.015) (0.015) (0.015) (0.015) (0.015) (0.015) 
Not Married 0.003 0.003 -0.001 -0.001 -0.001 0.002 0.002 
 (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) 
Moved 0.041*** 0.041*** 0.039*** 0.038*** 0.042*** 0.038*** 0.042*** 
 (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) 
Indigenous 0.088***       
 (0.011)       
Indigenous on reserve  0.213***      
  (0.034)      
Indigenous off reserve  0.075***      
  (0.012)      
Disability   0.110***     
   (0.006)     
Moderate Disability    0.088***    
    (0.006)    
Severe Disability    0.197***    
    (0.011)    
Never voted before     0.227***   
     (0.012)   
New Canadians      0.061  
      (0.058)  
First‑time electors (aged 
18–21) 

     -0.006  

      (0.021)  
Abstainer      0.311***  
      (0.013)  
NEET       0.048* 
       (0.023) 
Constant 0.286*** 0.286*** 0.237*** 0.236*** 0.270*** 0.269*** 0.275*** 
 (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) 
Observations 41856 41855 41852 41852 41713 41713 41856 
R2 0.039 0.039 0.050 0.052 0.050 0.055 0.043 

Standard errors in parentheses 
* p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001 

 
Note: Reference categories are the following: Age: 45–54; Gender: Male; Racial Minority: White; 
Other Language: English/French; Foreign Born: Born in Canada; Regions: Ontario; Education: 
Medium Education; Income: Medium; Employment: Employed; Not Married: Married; Moved: 
Not Moved; Indigenous: Not Indigenous; Indigenous on reserve, Indigenous off reserve: Others; 
Disability: No Disability; Moderate Disability, Severe Disability: No Disability; Never voted before: 
Everyone Else; New Canadians, First‑time electors (aged 18–21), Abstainer: Everyone Else; NEET: 
Everyone Else. 
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Appendix D 
 
Table 1: The impact of socio-demographic characteristics, burdens and motivations on reported 
vote (OLS estimations) 
 

Reported Vote (1) (2) (3) 
18-24 0.034** 0.032** 0.031** 
 (0.012) (0.012) (0.012) 
25-34 0.014 0.013 0.014 
 (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) 
35-44 0.011 0.011 0.012 
 (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) 
55-64 0.019** 0.019** 0.020** 
 (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) 
65+ 0.024** 0.024** 0.026** 
 (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) 
Female 0.014** 0.015*** 0.014** 
 (0.005) (0.004) (0.004) 
Racial Minority -0.018** -0.018** -0.018** 
 (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) 
Other Language 0.038** 0.038** 0.041** 
 (0.013) (0.013) (0.013) 
Foreign Born -0.008 -0.008 -0.009 
 (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) 
Prairies 0.010 0.009 0.008 
 (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) 
BC 0.006 0.006 0.005 
 (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) 
Atlantic 0.011 0.010 0.009 
 (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) 
Territories 0.007 0.005 0.008 
 (0.027) (0.027) (0.027) 
Quebec 0.004 0.004 0.002 
 (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) 
Low Education -0.029*** -0.028*** -0.028*** 
 (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) 
High Education 0.024*** 0.024*** 0.024*** 
 (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) 
Low Income -0.025*** -0.024** -0.024** 
 (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) 
High Income 0.012* 0.013* 0.013* 
 (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) 
Unemployed -0.021 -0.021 -0.021 
 (0.013) (0.013) (0.013) 
Student 0.033* 0.032* 0.033* 
 (0.015) (0.015) (0.015) 
Retired 0.011 0.011 0.011 
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 (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) 
Caregiver -0.030* -0.028* -0.029* 
 (0.013) (0.013) (0.013) 
Other -0.012 -0.010 -0.010 
 (0.013) (0.013) (0.013) 
Not Married -0.012* -0.011* -0.012* 
 (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) 
Moved -0.024*** -0.024*** -0.024*** 
 (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) 
Register -0.092*** -0.104*** -0.117*** 
 (0.008) (0.017) (0.012) 
Decision -0.011*** -0.051*** -0.038*** 
 (0.003) (0.006) (0.005) 
Polling Station -0.024*** -0.035** -0.036*** 
 (0.005) (0.012) (0.008) 
Casting a Ballot -0.024*** -0.077*** -0.055*** 
 (0.005) (0.012) (0.009) 
Interest in Politics 0.115*** 0.016 0.111*** 
 (0.009) (0.013) (0.009) 
Duty  0.107*** 0.105*** 0.043*** 
 (0.005) (0.005) (0.008) 
Party ID 0.015** 0.018*** 0.015** 
 (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) 
Register × Interest in Politics  0.028  
  (0.026)  
Decision × Interest in Politics  0.060***  
  (0.009)  
Polling Station × Interest in Politics  0.017  
  (0.016)  
Casting a Ballot × Interest in Politics  0.085***  
  (0.017)  
Duty × Register   0.054*** 
   (0.016) 
Duty × Decision   0.037*** 
   (0.006) 
Duty × Polling Station   0.021* 
   (0.010) 
Duty × Casting a Ballot   0.047*** 
   (0.010) 
Constant 0.749*** 0.822*** 0.801*** 
 (0.011) (0.013) (0.012) 
Observations 14695 14695 14695 
R2 0.117 0.125 0.125 

Standard errors in parentheses 
* p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001 
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Table 2: The impact of socio-demographic characteristics, burdens and motivations on intention 
to vote (OLS estimations) 
 

Certain to Vote (1) (2) (3) 
18-24 -0.048*** -0.048*** -0.049*** 
 (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) 
25-34 -0.018** -0.018** -0.019*** 
 (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) 
35-44 -0.017*** -0.018*** -0.017** 
 (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) 
55-64 0.010 0.012* 0.011* 
 (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) 
65+ 0.014* 0.017* 0.016* 
 (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) 
Female 0.015*** 0.016*** 0.015*** 
 (0.003) (0.003) (0.003) 
Racial Minority -0.042*** -0.043*** -0.043*** 
 (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) 
Other Language 0.019 0.018 0.020* 
 (0.010) (0.010) (0.010) 
Foreign Born -0.028*** -0.028*** -0.029*** 
 (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) 
Prairies 0.024*** 0.024*** 0.023*** 
 (0.005) (0.004) (0.004) 
BC 0.010 0.009 0.008 
 (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) 
Atlantic -0.001 -0.002 -0.002 
 (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) 
Territories -0.053** -0.055** -0.051* 
 (0.020) (0.020) (0.020) 
Quebec 0.017*** 0.017*** 0.013** 
 (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) 
Low Education -0.039*** -0.038*** -0.038*** 
 (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) 
High Education 0.005 0.005 0.004 
 (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) 
Low Income -0.017** -0.016** -0.017** 
 (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) 
High Income 0.012** 0.013*** 0.013*** 
 (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) 
Unemployed -0.028** -0.028** -0.025** 
 (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) 
Student 0.017 0.016 0.017 
 (0.010) (0.010) (0.010) 
Retired 0.005 0.004 0.005 
 (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) 
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Caregiver -0.037*** -0.036*** -0.035*** 
 (0.010) (0.010) (0.010) 
Other -0.012 -0.012 -0.011 
 (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) 
Not Married -0.018*** -0.018*** -0.019*** 
 (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) 
Moved -0.011* -0.011* -0.011* 
 (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) 
Register  -0.125*** -0.105*** -0.112*** 
 (0.006) (0.012) (0.008) 
Decision -0.040*** -0.083*** -0.102*** 
 (0.002) (0.005) (0.004) 
Polling Station -0.084*** -0.148*** -0.109*** 
 (0.003) (0.008) (0.006) 
Casting a Ballot -0.049*** -0.100*** -0.068*** 
 (0.004) (0.009) (0.006) 
Interest in Politics 0.267*** 0.136*** 0.260*** 
 (0.007) (0.010) (0.007) 
Duty  0.219*** 0.215*** 0.109*** 
 (0.004) (0.004) (0.006) 
Party ID 0.038*** 0.042*** 0.041*** 
 (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) 
Register × Interest in Politics  -0.019  
  (0.017)  
Decision × Interest in Politics  0.061***  
  (0.006)  
Polling Station × Interest in Politics  0.097***  
  (0.011)  
Casting a Ballot # Interest in Politics  0.081***  
  (0.012)  
Duty × Register   -0.002 
   (0.011) 
Duty × Decision   0.084*** 
   (0.004) 
Duty × Polling Station   0.041*** 
   (0.007) 
Duty × Casting a Ballot   0.030*** 
   (0.007) 
Constant 0.553*** 0.650*** 0.641*** 
 (0.008) (0.010) (0.009) 
Observations 39285 39285 39285 
R2 0.297 0.305 0.309 

Standard errors in parentheses 
* p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001 
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Appendix E 
 

Table 1: The turnout gap between young and older voters (OLS estimations) 
 

Certain to Vote  (1) (2) (3) (4) 
18-24 -0.151*** -0.098*** -0.098*** -0.048*** 
 (0.008) (0.009) (0.008) (0.008) 
25-34 -0.060*** -0.049*** -0.040*** -0.018** 
 (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) 
35-44 -0.030*** -0.033*** -0.024*** -0.017*** 
 (0.006) (0.006) (0.005) (0.005) 
55-64 0.046*** 0.048*** 0.017** 0.010 
 (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) (0.005) 
65+ 0.086*** 0.085*** 0.025*** 0.014* 
 (0.006) (0.008) (0.007) (0.007) 
Female  -0.019*** 0.012*** 0.015*** 
 
Racial Minority 

 (0.004) 
-0.066*** 

(0.005) 

(0.003) 
-0.053*** 

(0.004) 

(0.003) 
-0.042*** 

(0.004) 
Other Language  0.006 0.022* 0.019 
  (0.011) (0.010) (0.010) 
Foreign Born  -0.035*** -0.031*** -0.028*** 
  (0.006) (0.005) (0.005) 
Prairies  0.033*** 0.027*** 0.024*** 
  (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) 
BC  -0.002 0.006 0.010 
  (0.006) (0.005) (0.005) 
Atlantic  -0.025** -0.001 -0.001 
  (0.008) (0.007) (0.007) 
Territories  -0.067** -0.051* -0.053** 
  (0.023) (0.021) (0.020) 
Quebec  -0.003 0.014** 0.017*** 
  (0.005) (0.004) (0.004) 
Low Education  -0.086*** -0.042*** -0.039*** 
  (0.006) (0.005) (0.005) 
High Education  0.041*** 0.005 0.005 
  (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) 
Low Income  -0.060*** -0.034*** -0.017** 
  (0.006) (0.006) (0.005) 
High Income  0.041*** 0.018*** 0.012** 
  (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) 
Unemployed  -0.048*** -0.036*** -0.028** 
  (0.011) (0.010) (0.009) 
Student  0.033** 0.012 0.017 
  (0.012) (0.011) (0.010) 
Retired  0.003 0.004 0.005 
  (0.007) (0.006) (0.006) 
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Caregiver  -0.063*** -0.042*** -0.037*** 
  (0.011) (0.010) (0.010) 
Other  -0.030** -0.035*** -0.012 
  (0.011) (0.010) (0.009) 
Not Married  -0.026*** -0.021*** -0.018*** 
  (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) 
Moved  -0.034*** -0.031*** -0.011* 
  (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) 
Interest in Politics   0.329*** 0.267*** 
   (0.007) (0.007) 
Duty   0.244*** 0.219*** 
   (0.004) (0.004) 
Party ID   0.067*** 0.038*** 
   (0.004) (0.004) 
Register    -0.125*** 
    (0.006) 
Decision    -0.040*** 
    (0.002) 
Polling Station    -0.084*** 
    (0.003) 
Casting a Ballot    -0.049*** 
    (0.004) 
Constant 0.830*** 0.855*** 0.404*** 0.553*** 
 (0.004) (0.006) (0.008) (0.008) 
Observations 39285 39285 39285 39285 
R2 0.030 0.072 0.240 0.297 

Standard errors in parentheses 
* p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001 
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Appendix F 
 

Table 1: The turnout gap among Indigenous people on or off reserves (OLS estimations)  
 
Certain to Vote (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) 
Indigenous on reserve -0.252*** -0.195*** -0.166*** -0.137*** -0.099** 
 (0.025) (0.024) (0.022) (0.021) (0.032) 
Indigenous off reserve -0.065*** -0.035*** -0.027*** -0.016* -0.020 
 (0.008) (0.008) (0.007) (0.007) (0.010) 
18-24  -0.103*** -0.102*** -0.050*** -0.050*** 
  (0.009) (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) 
25-34  -0.049*** -0.040*** -0.017** -0.017** 
  (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) 
35-44  -0.033*** -0.024*** -0.017*** -0.017*** 
  (0.006) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) 
55-64  0.051*** 0.019*** 0.012* 0.012* 
  (0.006) (0.006) (0.005) (0.005) 
65+  0.090*** 0.029*** 0.017* 0.017* 
  (0.008) (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) 
Female  -0.019*** 0.012*** 0.015*** 0.015*** 
  (0.004) (0.003) (0.003) (0.003) 
Other Language  -0.007 0.012 0.011 0.010 
  (0.011) (0.010) (0.010) (0.010) 
Foreign Born  -0.059*** -0.050*** -0.043*** -0.043*** 
  (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) 
Prairies  0.033*** 0.027*** 0.024*** 0.024*** 
  (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) 
BC  -0.001 0.006 0.010 0.010 
  (0.006) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) 
Atlantic  -0.022** 0.002 0.000 0.000 
  (0.008) (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) 
Territories  -0.063** -0.048* -0.052* -0.052* 
  (0.023) (0.021) (0.020) (0.020) 
Quebec  -0.002 0.015** 0.018*** 0.018*** 
  (0.005) (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) 
Low Education  -0.087*** -0.043*** -0.039*** -0.039*** 
  (0.006) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) 
High Education  0.040*** 0.004 0.004 0.004 
  (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) 
Low Income  -0.061*** -0.034*** -0.018** -0.018** 
  (0.006) (0.006) (0.005) (0.005) 
High Income  0.043*** 0.019*** 0.013*** 0.013*** 
  (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) 
Unemployed  -0.050*** -0.037*** -0.029** -0.029** 
  (0.011) (0.010) (0.009) (0.009) 
Student  0.031** 0.010 0.016 0.016 
  (0.012) (0.011) (0.010) (0.010) 
Retired  0.004 0.005 0.006 0.006 
  (0.007) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) 
Caregiver  -0.061*** -0.041*** -0.036*** -0.037*** 
  (0.012) (0.010) (0.010) (0.010) 
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Other  -0.030** -0.035*** -0.013 -0.013 
  (0.011) (0.010) (0.009) (0.009) 
Not Married  -0.027*** -0.022*** -0.019*** -0.019*** 
  (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) 
Moved  -0.033*** -0.031*** -0.010* -0.010* 
  (0.006) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) 
Interest in Politics   0.331*** 0.268*** 0.268*** 
   (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) 
Duty   0.243*** 0.218*** 0.218*** 
   (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) 
Party ID   0.068*** 0.039*** 0.039*** 
   (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) 
Register    -0.126*** -0.124*** 
    (0.006) (0.006) 
Decision    -0.040*** -0.040*** 
    (0.002) (0.002) 
Polling Station    -0.083*** -0.085*** 
    (0.003) (0.003) 
Casting a Ballot    -0.051*** -0.050*** 
    (0.004) (0.004) 
Indigenous on reserve # Register     0.015 
     (0.049) 
Indigenous off reserve # Register     -0.027 
     (0.020) 
Indigenous on reserve # Decision     0.049 
     (0.027) 
Indigenous off reserve # Decision     -0.008 
     (0.008) 
Indigenous on reserve # Polling Station     -0.026 
     (0.033) 
Indigenous off reserve # Polling Station     0.023 
     (0.013) 
Indigenous on reserve # Casting a Ballot     -0.108** 
     (0.033) 
Indigenous off reserve # Casting a Ballot     0.012 
     (0.014) 
Constant 0.835*** 0.847*** 0.397*** 0.547*** 0.547*** 
 (0.002) (0.006) (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) 
Observations 39284 39284 39284 39284 39284 
R2 0.004 0.069 0.239 0.296 0.296 

Standard errors in parentheses 
* p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001 
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Table 2: The turnout gap among people with different levels of disability (OLS estimations) 
 
Certain to Vote (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) 
Moderate Disability -0.060*** -0.043*** -0.032*** -0.013*** -0.003 
 (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) (0.006) 
Severe Disability -0.151*** -0.099*** -0.074*** -0.030*** -0.019* 
 (0.007) (0.008) (0.007) (0.007) (0.010) 
18-24  -0.100*** -0.099*** -0.048*** -0.048*** 
  (0.009) (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) 
25-34  -0.053*** -0.043*** -0.019*** -0.019*** 
  (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) 
35-44  -0.036*** -0.026*** -0.018*** -0.018*** 
  (0.006) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) 
55-64  0.047*** 0.016** 0.010 0.010 
  (0.006) (0.006) (0.005) (0.005) 
65+  0.082*** 0.024*** 0.014* 0.013 
  (0.008) (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) 
Female  -0.016*** 0.014*** 0.016*** 0.016*** 
 
Racial Minority 

 (0.004) 
-0.063*** 

(0.005) 

(0.003) 
-0.051*** 

(0.004) 

(0.003) 
-0.041*** 

(0.004) 

(0.003) 
-0.042*** 

(0.004) 
Other Language  0.006 0.022* 0.019 0.019 
  (0.011) (0.010) (0.010) (0.010) 
Foreign Born  -0.039*** -0.034*** -0.029*** -0.029*** 
  (0.006) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) 
Prairies  0.032*** 0.027*** 0.024*** 0.024*** 
  (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) 
BC  -0.003 0.005 0.009 0.009 
  (0.006) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) 
Atlantic  -0.026*** -0.002 -0.002 -0.002 
  (0.008) (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) 
Territories  -0.067** -0.051* -0.053** -0.053** 
  (0.023) (0.021) (0.020) (0.020) 
Quebec  -0.009 0.009* 0.015*** 0.014*** 
  (0.005) (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) 
Low Education  -0.083*** -0.040*** -0.038*** -0.038*** 
  (0.006) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) 
High Education  0.036*** 0.001 0.003 0.003 
  (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) 
Low Income  -0.047*** -0.024*** -0.014* -0.013* 
  (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) 
High Income  0.036*** 0.013*** 0.010** 0.010** 
  (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) 
Unemployed  -0.041*** -0.030** -0.026** -0.026** 
  (0.011) (0.010) (0.009) (0.009) 
Student  0.032** 0.011 0.017 0.017 
  (0.012) (0.010) (0.010) (0.010) 
Retired  0.009 0.009 0.007 0.007 
  (0.007) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) 
Caregiver  -0.056*** -0.037*** -0.036*** -0.036*** 
  (0.011) (0.010) (0.010) (0.010) 
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Other  0.003 -0.010 -0.003 -0.003 
  (0.011) (0.010) (0.010) (0.010) 
Not Married  -0.024*** -0.020*** -0.018*** -0.017*** 
  (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) 
Moved  -0.032*** -0.030*** -0.011* -0.011* 
  (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) 
Interest in Politics   0.327*** 0.267*** 0.267*** 
   (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) 
Duty   0.242*** 0.218*** 0.218*** 
   (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) 
Party ID   0.068*** 0.039*** 0.039*** 
   (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) 
Register    -0.125*** -0.121*** 
    (0.006) (0.008) 
Decision    -0.040*** -0.036*** 
    (0.002) (0.002) 
Polling Station    -0.082*** -0.084*** 
    (0.003) (0.004) 
Casting a Ballot     -0.049*** -0.047*** 
    (0.004) (0.005) 
Moderate Disability # Register     -0.022 
     (0.012) 
Moderate Disability # Decision     -0.009* 
     (0.004) 
Moderate Disability # Polling Station     0.002 
     (0.008) 
Moderate Disability # Casting a Ballot     -0.002 
     (0.008) 
Severe Disability # Register     0.019 
     (0.016) 
Severe Disability # Decision     -0.016* 
     (0.006) 
Severe Disability # Polling Station     0.010 
     (0.009) 
Severe Disability # Casting a Ballot     -0.006 
     (0.011) 
Constant 0.855*** 0.873*** 0.421*** 0.558*** 0.555*** 
 (0.002) (0.007) (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) 
Observations 39283 39283 39283 39283 39283 
R2 0.013 0.077 0.243 0.297 0.298 

Standard errors in parentheses  
* p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001 
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Table 3: The turnout gap among those who have never voted before (OLS estimations) 
 
Certain to Vote (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) 
New Canadians -

0.136*** 
-0.089* -0.073* -0.054 -0.056 

 (0.041) (0.040) (0.037) (0.036) (0.057) 
First‑time electors (aged 18–21) -

0.124*** 
-0.033* -0.038** -0.026* -0.004 

 (0.012) (0.014) (0.013) (0.013) (0.020) 
Abstainer -

0.520*** 
-

0.434*** 
-

0.297*** 
-

0.228*** 
-

0.228*** 
 (0.009) (0.010) (0.009) (0.009) (0.015) 
18-24  -0.028** -

0.046*** 
-0.015 -0.014 

  (0.010) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) 
25-34  -

0.035*** 
-

0.031*** 
-0.012* -0.012* 

  (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) 
35-44  -

0.023*** 
-0.017** -0.013* -0.013* 

  (0.006) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) 
55-64  0.043*** 0.016** 0.010 0.010 
  (0.006) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) 
65+  0.075*** 0.023*** 0.013 0.013 
  (0.008) (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) 
Female  -

0.018*** 
0.010** 0.015*** 0.014*** 

 
Racial Minority 

 (0.004) 
-

0.056*** 

(0.005) 

(0.003) 
-

0.047*** 

(0.004) 

(0.003) 
-

0.038*** 

(0.004) 

(0.003) 
-

0.038*** 

(0.004) 
Other Language  0.017 0.028** 0.024* 0.024* 
  (0.011) (0.010) (0.010) (0.010) 
Foreign Born  -0.015** -

0.017*** 
-

0.019*** 
-

0.019*** 
  (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) 
Prairies  0.032*** 0.027*** 0.023*** 0.023*** 
  (0.005) (0.005) (0.004) (0.004) 
BC  -0.003 0.004 0.009 0.008 
  (0.006) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) 
Atlantic  -0.025** -0.003 -0.004 -0.004 
  (0.008) (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) 
Territories  -0.071** -0.055** -0.056** -0.056** 
  (0.023) (0.021) (0.020) (0.020) 
Quebec  -0.006 0.011* 0.015*** 0.015*** 
  (0.005) (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) 
Low Education  -

0.066*** 
-

0.031*** 
-

0.031*** 
-

0.031*** 
  (0.006) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) 
High Education  0.034*** 0.003 0.003 0.003 
  (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) 
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Low Income  -
0.053*** 

-
0.031*** 

-0.016** -0.016** 

  (0.006) (0.006) (0.005) (0.005) 
High Income  0.038*** 0.017*** 0.012** 0.011** 
  (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) 
Unemployed  -

0.037*** 
-0.029** -0.024** -0.024** 

  (0.010) (0.010) (0.009) (0.009) 
Student  0.032** 0.013 0.018 0.016 
  (0.011) (0.010) (0.010) (0.010) 
Retired  0.004 0.005 0.006 0.006 
  (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) 
Caregiver  -

0.052*** 
-

0.036*** 
-

0.034*** 
-

0.034*** 
  (0.011) (0.010) (0.010) (0.010) 
Other  -0.030** -

0.035*** 
-0.015 -0.014 

  (0.011) (0.010) (0.009) (0.009) 
Not Married  -

0.026*** 
-

0.022*** 
-

0.019*** 
-

0.019*** 
  (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) 
Moved  -

0.027*** 
-

0.027*** 
-0.010* -0.010* 

  (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) 
Interest in Politics   0.309*** 0.255*** 0.254*** 
   (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) 
Duty   0.226*** 0.208*** 0.207*** 
   (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) 
Party ID   0.064*** 0.037*** 0.038*** 
   (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) 
Register    -

0.094*** 
-

0.109*** 
    (0.006) (0.007) 
Decision    -

0.040*** 
-

0.038*** 
    (0.002) (0.002) 
Polling Station    -

0.081*** 
-

0.083*** 
    (0.003) (0.003) 
Casting a Ballot     -

0.046*** 
-

0.044*** 
    (0.003) (0.004) 
New Canadians # Register     0.076 
     (0.124) 
First‑time electors (aged 18–21) # Register     0.036 
     (0.021) 
Abstainer # Register     0.048*** 
     (0.014) 
New Canadians # Decision     -0.018 
     (0.040) 
First‑time electors (aged 18–21) # Decision     0.010 
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     (0.012) 
Abstainer # Decision     -

0.043*** 
     (0.008) 
New Canadians # Polling Station     -0.005 
     (0.066) 
First‑time electors (aged 18–21) # Polling 
Station 

    -0.008 

     (0.017) 
Abstainer # Polling Station     0.030* 
     (0.012) 
New Canadians # Casting a Ballot     0.038 
     (0.077) 
First‑time electors (aged 18–21) # Casting a 
Ballot 

    -
0.087*** 

     (0.018) 
Abstainer # Casting a Ballot     0.024 
     (0.014) 
Constant 0.854*** 0.861*** 0.438*** 0.571*** 0.572*** 
 (0.002) (0.006) (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) 
Observations 39191 39191 39191 39191 39191 
R2 0.076 0.118 0.261 0.308 0.310 

Standard errors in parentheses * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001 
Table 4: The turnout gap among NEET (OLS estimations) 

 
Certain to Vote  (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) 
NEET -0.214*** -0.049** -0.033* -0.031* -0.016 
 (0.014) (0.017) (0.015) (0.015) (0.021) 
18-24  -0.094*** -0.095*** -0.045*** -0.045*** 
  (0.009) (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) 
25-34  -0.045*** -0.037*** -0.015** -0.015** 
  (0.007) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) 
35-44  -0.033*** -0.024*** -0.017*** -0.017*** 
  (0.006) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) 
55-64  0.048*** 0.017** 0.010 0.010 
  (0.006) (0.006) (0.005) (0.005) 
65+  0.085*** 0.026*** 0.014* 0.014* 
  (0.008) (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) 
Female  -0.019*** 0.012*** 0.015*** 0.015*** 
  (0.004) (0.003) (0.003) (0.003) 
Racial Minority  -0.066*** -0.053*** -0.042*** -0.042*** 
  (0.005) (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) 
Other Language  0.006 0.022* 0.019 0.019 
  (0.011) (0.010) (0.010) (0.010) 
Foreign Born  -0.035*** -0.031*** -0.028*** -0.028*** 
  (0.006) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) 
Prairies  0.033*** 0.027*** 0.024*** 0.024*** 
  (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) 
BC  -0.002 0.006 0.010 0.010 
  (0.006) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) 
Atlantic  -0.025** -0.001 -0.002 -0.002 
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  (0.008) (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) 
Territories  -0.067** -0.051* -0.053** -0.053** 
  (0.023) (0.021) (0.020) (0.020) 
Quebec  -0.003 0.014** 0.017*** 0.017*** 
  (0.005) (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) 
Low Education  -0.086*** -0.042*** -0.039*** -0.038*** 
  (0.006) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) 
High Education  0.041*** 0.005 0.005 0.005 
  (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) 
Low Income  -0.060*** -0.034*** -0.017** -0.018** 
  (0.006) (0.006) (0.005) (0.005) 
High Income  0.042*** 0.018*** 0.012** 0.012** 
  (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) 
Unemployed  -0.030* -0.024* -0.017 -0.017 
  (0.012) (0.011) (0.011) (0.011) 
Student  0.031** 0.010 0.016 0.016 
  (0.012) (0.011) (0.010) (0.010) 
Retired  0.004 0.005 0.006 0.006 
  (0.007) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) 
Caregiver  -0.049*** -0.033** -0.029** -0.029** 
  (0.012) (0.011) (0.011) (0.011) 
Other  -0.029** -0.034*** -0.012 -0.012 
  (0.011) (0.010) (0.009) (0.009) 
Not Married  -0.026*** -0.021*** -0.018*** -0.018*** 
  (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) 
Moved  -0.034*** -0.031*** -0.011* -0.011* 
  (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) (0.005) 
Interest in Politics   0.329*** 0.267*** 0.267*** 
   (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) 
Duty   0.244*** 0.219*** 0.219*** 
   (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) 
Party ID   0.067*** 0.038*** 0.038*** 
   (0.004) (0.004) (0.004) 
Register    -0.125*** -0.125*** 
    (0.006) (0.006) 
Decision    -0.040*** -0.040*** 
    (0.002) (0.002) 
Polling Station    -0.084*** -0.084*** 
    (0.003) (0.003) 
Casting a Ballot    -0.049*** -0.049*** 
    (0.004) (0.004) 
NEET # Register     0.002 
     (0.022) 
NEET  # Decision     -0.020 
     (0.013) 
NEET  # Polling Station     0.023 
     (0.020) 
NEET  # Casting a Ballot     -0.010 
     (0.021) 
Constant 0.834*** 0.853*** 0.403*** 0.553*** 0.552*** 
 (0.002) (0.006) (0.008) (0.008) (0.008) 
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Observations 39285 39285 39285 39285 39285 
R2 0.006 0.072 0.240 0.297 0.297 

Standard errors in parentheses 
* p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001 
 


