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GRADE 11 LIFE ORIENTATION: 
CONTROLLED TASK: MINI DISCURSIVE ESSAY 

Topic:
Voting Age (DHR)


Time: 90 minutes										Total: 50 Marks

Instructions:
1.	Read the sources on the overleaf and then answer the Topic Statement (in the block) in the form of a mini discursive essay as per the instructed format. 
2.	NB: Consider those points that you identify with and which you disagree with in order to respond to these points in an essay.
3.	Answer truthfully but ensure that your responses remain intelligent and objective.


Mini-Essay
You are required to write a response to the following statement using some of the points outlined in the sources below.

Briefly discuss the extent to which you agree or disagree with the statement below:

	The voting age has been a topic of debate in South Africa. While the current consensus maintains 18 as the legal voting age, some argue for lowering it to 16. 



You may agree or disagree with the sentiments of the source, or both agree and disagree to the same extent.  In either case, you need to provide specific examples (i.e. from the sources, your own experience, knowledge, etc.) and justify your position by referring to these examples.

Follow the structure below: 
Introduction:	Include an opening statement (for effect), some background information, and state your mini essay's stance (position on the topic) and your goal. 

Body:	Include each separate point of your argument in a paragraph – ensure that you have a minimum of 6 different points. For each point – state your point, explain what you mean, and give examples to support your point – either from the source or/and from your own experience. 

Conclusion:	  Include a summary of your main points, restate your stance, and include a closing 
	  statement (for effect)

Please refer to the rubric at the end of the assessment for an indication of how you will be assessed.


Source 1: South Africa not ready to lower voting age to 16, say the experts
	The UK’s move to lower the voting age to 16 ahead of its next general election has reignited debate in South Africa, where experts argue the country is not prepared to make a similar change before the 2026 municipal elections. The UK proposal, part of a broader reform package, has been defended by Prime Minister Keir Starmer, who says young people contributing to the system deserve political representation. However, it has drawn mixed reactions from politicians and the public, with critics questioning its timing and clarity.

In South Africa, the discussion takes place against the backdrop of low youth participation. Despite the majority of the population being under 35, only 18% of registered voters in 2023 were aged 18 to 30. Political analyst Nkosikhulule Nyembezi argues that South Africa lacks the civic education foundation necessary to lower the voting age responsibly. He notes that nearly half of young people felt their vote would not influence election outcomes in 2024, contributing to disengagement. At the same time, over half still viewed voting as a civic duty.

Nyembezi stresses that 16-year-olds need structured opportunities to practise decision-making through school and community programmes before being expected to vote. He warns that without greater investment in civic education, currently underfunded, young people could become further detached from politics. He describes a culturally overlooked “Generation C”, shaped by poverty, inequality, health crises, and distrust in institutions, and increasingly turning to social media rather than formal structures for guidance.

While he supports rising youth candidacy and independent representation, Nyembezi recommends focusing on early voter registration and foundational education rather than immediately lowering the voting age.

Professor Amanda Gouws of Stellenbosch University shares these concerns. She argues that lowering the voting age without first strengthening South Africa’s civic education would create more confusion, vulnerability to political manipulation, and continued disengagement. She warns that even the current 18–25 group shows the lowest electoral participation, and lowering the age would not solve this trend. Gouws emphasises that real civic education – teaching how government works, how laws are made, and what democratic accountability means – is essential before expanding voting rights.

She also highlights practical challenges, such as the administrative burden of registering significantly more young people who would need IDs, and the broader implications for laws governing candidate eligibility.

Both experts conclude that South Africa should prioritise building civic knowledge, fostering meaningful political engagement, and strengthening democratic foundations long before considering a reduction in the voting age.

[Summarised by AI for this assessment. Retrieved from https://thestar.co.za/weekend-argus/news/2025-08-07-south-africa-not-ready-to-lower-voting-age-to-16-say-the-experts/ Accessed 26/01/26]




Source 2: Young South Africans don’t bother with elections: would lowering the voting age make a difference?
	Published: August 19, 2025 3.03pm BST

As South Africa prepares for the 2026 local government elections, low youth participation has prompted debate about whether the voting age should be lowered from 18. In the 2021 municipal elections, only 15% of eligible 18–21-year-olds registered to vote. Although the constitution implies 18 as the age of voting through its definition of “adult citizens,” the Electoral Act already allows 16-year-olds to register (though they may only vote at 18).

Internationally, most countries set the voting age at 18, with only a few using 16 or 17, and some undemocratic states requiring voters to be 21 or older. Lowering the age remains controversial. While broader participation could strengthen trust in elections, South Africa’s youth have shown limited interest in voting, meaning the change may not significantly increase turnout or alter election outcomes.

Key considerations include whether 16- and 17-year-olds have the maturity, independence, and resistance to manipulation needed for rational voting – especially in an era of misinformation. Access to information does not necessarily translate into sound decision-making, and minors generally lack the life experience expected for high-stakes choices.

The practical impact of expanding the electorate would be small: 16–17-year-olds represent only about 3–4% of the population, and youth registration rates are low. This could increase the number of eligible voters, but proportionally reduce the percentage who are registered. Turnout among registered voters might remain stable, while turnout as a share of all eligible voters could decline further.

Lowering the voting age could also politicise schools, as pupils in their mid-teens become eligible voters, prompting parties to campaign in educational spaces. However, it might provide a captive audience for civic education.

Given ongoing electoral reforms and the limited expected benefits, it is unlikely that South Africa will lower the voting age soon.

[Summarised by AI for this assessment. Retrieved from https://theconversation.com/young-south-africans-dont-bother-with-elections-would-lowering-the-voting-age-make-a-difference-262818 Accessed 26/01/26)






Source 3: Call for voting age to be lowered to 16
	Velani Ludidi | Published 3 years ago

Calls for the voting age to be lowered to 16 have been reignited in the country. Currently, the Constitution allows people aged 18 and above to vote. At 16, one can only register to vote. Last week in Geneva, Saadiq Daniels, from the Western Cape Commissioner for Children told the United Nations that there must be a push for the South African Constitution to be amended and allow children from 16 years old to vote.

“Children’s civil and political rights are undermined in South Africa because children do not have a ‘voice’ in our country,” he said.

“Children must be listened to. Their voices must count. But the politicians do not respect children as active citizens. The president of our country once told me personally that children must focus on schoolwork, not politics. Yet, when he was a child, children were deeply involved in bringing about political change.”

South African youth who lived under the oppressive system of apartheid are often praised for having fought for the freedom enjoyed by many today. Back then, people joined the movements against apartheid at a young age.

The proposal to lower the voting age in the country is not new. The late former president Nelson Mandela, in an interview with Time magazine, proposed that the voting age be lowered to 14.
In the United States of America, the National Youth Rights Association has, for over two decades, been lobbying for the voting age to be lowered.

They claim young people are directly affected by a range of policies concerning education, criminal justice, government spending, and the environment. They further say that young people contribute to communities and pay taxes.

ANC Youth League spokesperson in the province Mesuli Kama, also believes that the country would benefit through increased voter registration and turnout.

“South Africa’s young population is dominated by youths, and it is good that even those younger than 16 are coming out strong to challenge the government to give them more responsibilities.
“Moreover, the decision to lower the voting age shouldn’t be rushed. Young people should be conscientised and taught about politics and the importance of voting at schools.”

DA Youth spokesperson Lindokuhle Sixabayi said they are also open to this suggestion being looked into.

“As the DA Youth, we respect the rights of children and believe that they should be active citizens. This is evident in our DA-led Western Government, which is the first province to appoint a Children’s Commissioner. However, over the years, we have seen how voter apathy has decreased drastically, and we think that we should focus on addressing this issue, which is a threat to our hard-earned democracy.

“So before we start calling for other electoral reforms, we should be asking ourselves why South Africans, in particular young people, are not coming out to vote.”

[Retrieved from https://iol.co.za/weekend-argus/news/2022-09-10-call-for-voting-age-to-be-lowered-to-16/ 
Accessed 26/01/26]


Source 4: Should the Voting Age Be Lowered to 16? Pros and Cons
	LegalClarity Team / Published Aug 5, 2025

The right to vote is a key part of any democracy because it lets people choose the leaders who make decisions for the country. Over time, the rules about who is allowed to vote have changed a lot. In the past, only certain people, like property owners, men, or specific racial groups, could vote. Today, voting rules are more inclusive, but they continue to change as society debates who should have this right. This shows that the idea of who qualifies as a voter is not fixed and can change as society changes.

Arguments Against Lowering the Voting Age to 16
Opponents of lowering the voting age often point to adolescent brain development. Research indicates the prefrontal cortex, responsible for decision-making and long-term planning, continues to mature into the mid-20s. This suggests 16-year-olds may lack the full neurological capacity for complex political reasoning and considering long-term consequences.

Another argument centres on the perceived lack of life experience and political knowledge among younger adolescents. Many 16-year-olds may lack extensive real-world experience, economic independence, or a comprehensive understanding of intricate political issues. This limited exposure could lead to less informed voting decisions compared to older, more experienced voters.

Concerns also arise regarding the susceptibility of younger voters to external influences. Adolescents might be more easily swayed by parents, school curricula, or social media trends, rather than forming independent political opinions. While adults are also influenced, 16-year-olds may be particularly vulnerable to such pressures due to their developmental stage.

The concept of economic responsibility is frequently raised in opposition to lowering the voting age. This perspective suggests voting rights should link to full economic independence or significant tax contributions. Many 16-year-olds may not be fully economically independent or contribute substantially to the tax base. This leads some to argue they should not have a direct say in how tax revenues are allocated.

Arguments Supporting Lowering the Voting Age to 16
Advocates for lowering the voting age emphasise increased civic engagement and amplification of youth voices. Granting 16-year-olds the right to vote could foster earlier participation in democratic processes, allowing them to influence decisions affecting their lives. This early engagement can cultivate a lifelong habit of voting and civic involvement.

Proponents highlight responsibilities already afforded to 16-year-olds. At this age, individuals can work, pay taxes, drive, consent to medical treatment, and face criminal prosecution as adults. The ability to undertake these responsibilities suggests a level of maturity that should extend to voting rights.

The disproportionate impact of current political decisions on future generations is a compelling argument. Policies enacted today, concerning issues like climate change, education, and national debt, will have long-lasting effects on younger populations. Allowing 16-year-olds to vote provides them a direct say in shaping the world they will inherit.

Supporters argue that schools can adequately prepare 16-year-olds for civic participation. Through civics education, schools can equip young people with the knowledge and critical thinking skills for informed voting decisions. Voting itself can serve as a valuable learning experience, reinforcing democratic engagement.

Conclusion
The debate surrounding lowering the voting age to 16 involves a complex interplay of considerations. Arguments against highlight concerns about adolescent brain development, limited life experience, and susceptibility to influence. Conversely, proponents emphasise youth civic engagement, existing responsibilities of 16-year-olds, and the long-term impact of political decisions on younger generations. This discussion requires careful consideration of maturity, civic responsibility, and the evolving role of young people in a democratic society.

(Summarised by AI for this assessment. Retrieved from https://m365.cloud.microsoft/chat?fromcode=edgentp&redirectid=697752a26291411a8d0e03c8fc0d35cc&auth=2&handinClickTs=1769427852350 Accessed 26/01/26)






Marking Rubric

	Introduction
	0 - 2
	3
	4
	5

	Includes an opening statement (for effect), some background info., a stance, and a goal of the mini-essay.
	All elements are included – but poorly written and thought through / only a few of the elements are included and delivered at a poor standard.
	All elements are included but delivered at an average standard / most of the elements are included – effort is adequate. 
	All elements are incorporated and are well-written and thought-through.
	All elements are excellently incorporated and are intelligently written and well-thought-through.

	Conclusion
	0 - 2
	3
	4
	5

	Includes a summary of the main points, a stance is restated, and a closing statement is included.
	All elements are included – but poorly written and thought through / only a few of the elements are included and delivered at a poor standard.
	All elements are included but delivered at an average standard / most of the elements are included – effort is adequate.
	All elements are incorporated and are well-written and thought-through.
	All elements are excellently incorporated and are intelligently written and well-thought-through.

	
	0 - 11
	12 - 20
	21 - 23
	24 - 30

	
6 × 5 = 30

5 marks for each point paragraph comprised of a valid point aligned with the stance (1); explanation (2), e.g’s (2)
	The student's responses show a lack of adequate justification and thought around the topic. Tends to get sidetracked and does not make a valid argument. 
Limited or no use of examples.
	The student attempts to build a response but lacks insight into the nature of the topic.
Poor or limited use of examples. Examples are generally superficial.
	A good response to the question shows the student’s position or argument on both sides of the issue with validity.
Use of valid examples as justification.
	Detailed and thorough response showing a clear position agreeing or disagreeing with the question statement. The student uses highly valid examples to justify his/her argument. 

	Own Voice 
	Is clearly conveyed
	
	5

	Structure
	Paragraphs flow logically & the required structure is followed
	5

	Total (50)
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