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NEIGHRORHOOD CONTEXT AND RACIAL ATTITUDES
Yeon Hough Kin

East Carolina University

(Abstract)

Possible contextual effects of three selected neighborhood variables -
socioeconomic status, racial compcsition, and residential mobility - on
racial attitudes of whites toward blacks were investigated with tha data from
a random sample of 231 married white women in a Southern toim. MNeighborhood
was defined as & residential block, and neighborhood socioeconomic status
was measured by arithmetic mean of the occupational prestige scores of the
househcld heads in the block, using the NORC scele. Racial composition was
‘ydexed by the proportion of the households headed by black persons in the
block, and residential mobility of aecighborhood wrs the proportion of the
households that moved to the community within the past ter. years or/acd
plan to move from the communicy within a foreseeable future. IQacial attitude
was messured by a Likert scale of 28 items, including the 16 items from the
Anti-Negro Scale by Steckler. In actuval anilysis of the data, these variables
were either dichoromized or trichotomjzed, and chi-square, gamma, and the
Dorn-Stouffer-11bbits-Goodman Test were used in drawing conclusions. The
major findings of the study are as foliows:

(1) High SES white housewlves are less prejudiced against the black
than low SES white housewives, regardless of their neighborhood SES.

(2. Those white hcusewives living ‘n high SES peighborhoods are less
pre udiced against the black than those in low SES neighborhoods, regardless

of their individual SFS.
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(3) Neighborhood SES has a contextual effect c¢n racial attitudes of
low SES white housewives toward the black above and beyond the effects of
their individual variables.

(4) The above contextual effect of neighborhood SES is greater when
neighborhood interaction is active than when it is inactive.

(5) Those wuite housewives living in wearly d2segregated neighborhoods
are more prejuliced against the black than those in segregated or desegregated
neighborhoods.

(6) Mobile white housewives sre less prejudiced than stable housewives;
and those white housewives in mobile neighborhoods are less prejudiced
against the black than those in stable neighborhoods. The relationstips,
howaver, disappear when their individual robility and/or neighborhood

mobility are c¢ontrolled.
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1, The Problem

The major ebjective of the present stu’y is to examine three seizcted
contextual variables of neighborhoods ~ socioceconumic status, racial compesi=~
tion, and residential mobility ~ for their possible bearing on racial atti-
tudes of whites toward the black through an empirical investigation. The
basic ascumption underlying the study is that intergroup relatiens, such as
race relations, are not merely siructured by the orientations of individuals
who constitute the groups - the term "group" is used lcosely., Rather, it
is assumed that there are social processcs at work involving collective de~
finitions of situations, which oxert social controls upon the individuals
in tho situations,

In the process of accepting collective definitions of situations as to
race, individuals may take over and internalizc norms provided by groups,
and these norms may eventually integrated into their racial attitudes. It
is important, however, to point out that even before the individual is thus

socialized in different contexts, his current environment often exeris exter-

nal consbraints, to use Durkheim's words, upon individuals, berause people
tend to conform to the normative climates of their contexts, even when thasc
climates are nnt in full accordance to their r-rsonal orientations, in order
to gain social approval, lMhile many soniologists have paid their attention

to such ccntextual effects under various labols, such as group effects, struc-
tual effects, contextual effects, compositional effects, and others,l ever

* I am indobt:d to Profeesors K, L. Sindwani and Ralph R, HNapp and
those former graduite and indergraduvatoe students cf East Carolina Univer-
sity who participatei in various stages of the sarvey whose findings are sum-
marized in this paper.

1 For an early discussion of such effects sea Durkheim (1950), Robinsen
{1950), Keondall and lazarsfeld (1950), Lohman and Reitzes (1252), Coleman
(1958), Blau (1960), Davis (1961), and Lazarsfcld and kenzel (1961),
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since Durkheim's days, there is swrprisingly little empirical evidence for
them, particularly at lower levels, such as at the neighborhood level,

Contextual analysis is dafined here, following Sills (1961:572), as
"charazterizing individuals by som: characteristic of the group to which they
balong {the ccntext), and thon noting how individuals who arc similar in
othar ways Jiffer in thair eopinions or hohavior in accordance with thz group
context in which they are located." This approach is differcnt from the
traditional analysigféndividual attitudas or behavior in terms of his "backe-
ground" faclors, such es cducation, occvpation, roligicn, or social mobility,
In contextual analysis individuals are located in their current group situa-
tions and thoir contextual effccts are established when the contcxtua} varis -
bles explain tho variation of individusl attitudes or behavier above and bo-
yond that explained by the individual background variubles, In this sense,
most of the empirical studics of racial attitudes and bobavior in the existing
sociological literature, many of which will bto reviewed in this paper, aro
not contextual analyses, HNoithor e thos: carly studies taat took up such
a context as noighborhood as an explanatory variarle of individual racial
attitudes but failed to snalyze them in diicinction from individual variadbles
(cf. Sacnger .nd Shulman, 1948 and Reitzes, 1953) to called contextual enalyses.

Contextual analysis is also differcnt from ccological analysis, which
analyzes individual attitudes or behavier in terms of thoir goographical
relationships.2 A good exarpla of ccologiecal analysis of racial attitudes
in recent years is Schuman and Grueaberg's study of tho impact of city on
racial attitudes (Schumen and Orucnberg, 1970}, Bascd on the data from
fifteen leading American eitles, the authors concluded that "eity of rosi-
denco accounts for significant proportions of variance in a wide range of

2 Robingson (1550) criticized the so-called ecological fallacys
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attitudes = propertion not greatly differant from those accounted for by five
individusal background variables (age, sex, cducation, income, and occupation)
and largoely indepedent of thesz background variables," (Schuman and Grusn-
berg: 1570, 213) Whiio these studies, particularly whon thay reveal some
eccological correlations which ara different from individual correlatious, are

doubtless wery important in fmderstanding human attitudos and behavior, they

foi o

cannotvéubstitute/igciologicnl contextual analysis, Their conclusions are
most often unamonable to interpretation because ofﬁggmposite naturc of googra-
phical areas. The sccial processes through which ccological ersas affect
individuals are usually not clear,

There are alse a largo numbor of scciolsgical and scocial psycnolegical
studics with cxperimental designs that have taken up immediate situations as
a variable to explain oft-reportod inconsistency botwcen vorbal attitudes and
overt behavier in raco relations,> Fendrich (1967), for instance, examined
the paired associations among verbal uttitudes, commitmint and overt behavier
to find that vortal attitudes were oither consistont or incemsistent with
ovort bohavier deponding upen how the investigator structured the experiren-
tal situastion in which verbal attitudes wore moasured, Likewise, ‘'arner and
DeFlour (1969), bascd on their experimental data from 537 studerts, roported
that the cffcet of situational variables cn th2 rolationshkip between a verbal
attitudo and ovort buiavier toward the objoct of that attitude dopends on

ths amount of socinl distanco and socinl constraint presont in the situnticn,

3 Thore are numrous studies on this subjoct starting with tho picncor
experiment by InPiere {(LaPlera, 1934)., For a roeview of this intoresting
discussion see Deutcher (1966).

ERIC
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Similarly, a number of social psychological oxperiments pointed out the
importance of social sottings in oxplaining the rclationship between proju-—
dice and discrimination, The social situations or scttings considered in
thiese studies, howover, are often concrote situations,; and their findings,
while most interesting, cannot 2lways be tranelated tack to patternci socinl
sitivitions, such as neighborhoods.

The actual. dircction 2nd strength of those and other contextual offects
upon individual racial attitudes, if present, must depend on a number of
factors, including the kind of social contoxts, prevailling norms thorein,
social postions of individunls in the situatien, ets,, which must be dotermined
empirically in each casce., There is little theorotical besis vo assume that
certain contexts would affect individuals in certain ways.h In the prescnt
study, rcsidential neighborhoud:s in a Southes a 2ity with a population of
about 32,000 were taken up as a context and an attempt was made to account
for the wvariation of racinl ati’tudes of tho white reoidents in these neigh-
borhceds toward the black by threoe s>icet:ed neighborhcod variables - sociceconoric
status, racial composition, and resid:ntinl mobility ~ as proviously noted,

Socloceoneriie status of #eightorhoed, it is argued here, roflects the
sharad norms of its residants and would heve an important contoxtual cffect
on racial attitudes of the rcesidents, Thore are a substantial numbar of

sociological studies that establishod sociorconcmic status of individual

c—— —

4 Sowell and Armor (1966), for instance, veperted that nzighborhsods
have na contoxtunl effect upon adolescent oducaticnal aspiratiens, while Wilscn
(1959} and Coloman {1965) roportsd that schools and classes as socinl con-
toxts have such effucts vron students! cducaticnal aspirations,

O
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as an import-nt factor in oxplaining his racial or othnic attitudes, The link-
age may be through different socinlization processes in different sociocconcmic
strata, or it may be duw to the fact thzt mombors of diffirent sociocconoric
strata expericnce different amounts of competition, cconcmic or othsrwise, with
mecmbers of othor races or cthnic groups, Thus, Tumin (1955), for instance,
in a study of lorth Car.linn whito mele adults?! abttitudes teward the black,
found that the higher the status tho lower the expressed prejudice with respect
to action-oricnted questions (bus not necessarily with reapact to theoir ste-
reotypss or images of the bleck), Gimilarly, Williams (1964), in the Correcll
University study of Now York and Georgl: concluded thnt middle and upper class
gentiles are more likely prejudiced apainst Jews than their fellows in the
less affluent nnd loss cducatod classes, In contrast, they veportzd that the
pror whites are mere prejudiced apgninst th: black than tle white in more aff-
lwmt strata. Sheatsleoy (19%6), likewise, ruported thne regardless of race
the socinl distance scoras of middle-class respondints wora lower than theso
of lower-class rospondents bascd on th: dita gathercd by the National Opinien
Resoarch Centor (10aC), These studics snd otburss sacm to suggest thot the:
white individunls with high socioceonoric tackgrounds are luss prejudiced
agsinst th: black (2t least thoy answor guastions in a more tolerant way)
thah thosc with lower secic.conomic tackgrounds,

Sociocconemic status oi'ncightorhooq ng 2 contextunl veriable with res-
pect to individunl racinl attitudes, however, hns been explored wery little.
Sacniger end Shulran (1948), Raitzos (1952). and lHorthwood (1938) have taken

up neighborhcod as 2 centuxt, but thedr studies have a limited rolevan-o to

5 For carlier studics on this subject soc Triondis and Triandis (1960},
Hunt (1$60), Hamblin (1962~63), and Landis ot al. (1966).
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the prosent study, because the centextual offests have ne . roon establish
beyond thosc of componcnt individual variablos, Individonds with lew socio-
gcenonic status living in a high soclooconcmic noidghboriiosd mey vory well be
lafluenced differnntlyeg;ighborhood contexts from thos. with lor sociorconomic
status but living in a low sociocconomic neighborhood, Bl .u {(1660) demonstrated
a similar contextual coffuct with the data from a public arsistinnce agency.
He showed that the individuals with pro-clinet attituics w.r. more ofton scrvice
orionted in their work than others, but also thn t thnsc pro-clicnt werkers
ara morc servico-oriented 4f they are in pro-client groups thrn similarly
oricnted workers in groups with other oriontaticns,

If or whon thore is a contoxtual cffect of neighborhecod socicaconenic
status, there is cnothor irmportant sociologicnl quisstion to bu answered. It o
the qdustion of through whiv process the effect is chouncled to individuals

It is argued here that the effoect is channoled through neighborhood interacticn

armeng rosidonts, To th. degree thet this S5 a corroct assumption, it is ex-
pected that the contextual affuct of noighborhood socioeconomic status, ir it
is presort, is greater when individunls are interacting actively wiitn their
neighbors thnr ¥hon ncighborhood intoraction is :ln';ctive.6

Th. secoad noightorhood contextual variabl. considercd is raciul com-
position of th: rneighbtorhood., It is obvious that pnoels own racial ddentity
has an important bearing on his own intoarracial attitudes, This study, howaver,

fceuses upen ricial attitudos of whites toward the black, Individual racial

differences, therefore, have been contreolled in the process of sampling,

6 Tt rust be polntad out here that th: pessible causal sequence botroon
nzighborhood interaction and individual racinl attitudes can go in eithor
direction -~ cither more intceraction leads to more henogennous cititudes or
more homogeneous attitudes lead to more interacticn ameng them,
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Tho racial facl.or was instead consi.tzred as raclal composition of neighborhood.
The relationship betwoen the rolative size of #w blacksin a community (or in
a neighborh--d) znd racial attitudes of iho whites in the area is another dark
area whero there—is very little ompiricrl knowledge has been accumilated,
Blalock {1957 and 1967) noted, based on the ccnsus dete frem 2L5 Southern
countics, that tkh.re is a nonlinear correlation between per cent nonwhite and
a mzasure of cducational differentials botween whites and nonwhites. He, however,
hastened to specify the relationship by othor variables such as existing inter-
grovp relation, amount of threat presinted by the rinority grovyn involved, ate.
Based on his data ard more recent data on auugational descgregation in the
Scuth, cone may get an idea that thers are nore prejudice and discrimina dcn
against the black in those areas conteining the largest propertions of the
black minority.

The problem, however, is morsc complex than this for the following reasons:
First, in nost American cities, pariicuiarly in thz South, there is not much
variation in neighborhood racial compositfon, which means that racial composi~
tion is hardly s variablc-7 Sacond, voeial corpouition of nalglborhood can
hardly bo separatedy thoorotically or ompirically, from soclocconomic status
of tiae neighborhood. Almost always deos:zgregatod noighberhoods are low-status
neighborhoods and their contextual offects, if any, must ba very mach confound3d
with those of neighborhood cicioeconomic status, Finally, when neighborhood
interaction is brought into tha analysis as an intervening variable, as pre-
viously sugy,estad, this will further confound the possiblo contextual effants
of racinl corpssition and those of interraeial contnct? which will tend to

increace as & rosult of neighborhood desesragation in most casus, Accordingly,

T Sce Tacuber and Taeuber (1965).

8 For a discussion of the effect of interracial contact see Stouffer ot
ol. (1949), Allport (1958), Deutsch and Crllin (1951), and Cook (1%62).
Q

s ] 0
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in a survey resonrchﬁas the present study, it should be noted from the outsct
that whatever eonclusions are drawn on this problair must be interpreted with
causion,

The third contextual variable of neighborhood considered is residential
mobility, Trmaditionally, sociclogists have pald nuch more attention to social
{vertical) mobility than to residential (horizontal) mobility in zccounting
for racinl attitudes, Sharting with the classic study of Bottelheim and Janow-
itz (1944), a numbor of stualzs have established soms linkages batween individusl
social robility end his mititud2s toward racial or ethnic minorities.9 Social
mobility, hevevery is presumably related to residential mobility, and both
socinal and residential mobility are presumatly relawed to socioccononic status
of the individual, Furthormoere, neighborhood interaction cannot be independent
of residential robility of the people involvad in the interaction. The problem,
thorefore, is again not simple to explain, Ieither is the direction of possible
contextual effects of neighborhood residential mobility, if any, predictable,
Both upward mobility and downward mobility. which are not related to racial
attitudes in the same way, tend to lead to more rosidentiasl mobility,

The rajor dependeant variable in the present study is, as previously
noted, racial attitudes of whitos toward the black, thile one'!s racial atti-
tudes are not always consistent with his racial behavior, ono must not ovor-
look that any cursory review of the exdsting sociological literatwre on the
subject would reveal that ther: is some causal links go between the two, ewven

if the direction may be in either way.lo Cr, following Yebb et al, (1970),

2 For an early discussion of this relstionship sco Greenblum and Pearlin
(1953), Bleu (1956), Silbaretoin and Secman (1939), Fackard (1959), Hamblin
(1962-1963,, and Hodge and Troiman (1966).

10 Thore secms to be mors trulsm, as Pettigrow (1966} and others pointed

out, to a rgus from behavior to attitudes, rather than from e ttitudes to behavier
in race rolations,

11
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onz may raise a basic question abcut the validity of interview datz, such
as usad in this study, in measuring racial a ttitudes - attitvde defined as
an cstablished tendency to react toward or ageinst somcthing or somebody,
It may be that any intervisw situation should be regarded as a behavioral
situation as far as the respondant is concerned, and his responses in presence
of the intervicwer should be treated 25 vorbal behavioral data rather thon
attitudinal data, This is, howsver, largely a semantic matter., It is with
these qualifications that the majJor dependent variable is said to be racial
attitudes,

2. dusearch Design
Tho data in the present study came from & rondom sample of 231 white married
women living in o Southorn commnity, Originslly, a2 total of 241 houscholds
were drawvn using a table of random numbers fiom 2all ths residential blocke,
except ali~-black blocks, in thc community. In each houszhold thus selected
the 1ady of the house was interviewed for approximatuly one hour by the stu-
dents enrolled in & course in rssearch ™ :thods in 1968, A total of ten cases
either did not cooperate or could not be aatervivwed for varlous reasons, Addi-
tional information was gnathered from various other sovrces, including the muni-
cipal governrment, in 1968 =nd 1969,
Neighborhood wos dafined as a residontinl block, =and nelghborhood socio-

scononic status was neasured by arithmetic meon of tho occupational prostige

scoras of th> houschold heads',—uﬂzg/ tho xom?ﬁ}@é@ Racial
ccmposition was indexed by the proportion of tho houéeholds haﬂé&d by black
I it he block, and rosidential mobility of haighborhood was the pro-
portion of the houscholds that moved to the community within the past ten
yesrs or/and plan to move from the community within a forescoable future.
In actunl analysis of the data, soclocconemic status and mebility woere di-

chotomized with the resulting pailirs of categories including "high" and "“low"

12
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neighborhoods and "mobile" and "stable™ neighborhoods, An effort was mnde
to avoid artifacts i1 the grouping proccedurc by trying mors than one cutting
points and maoking sure that the rosults of anclysis arc not affected by the
arbitrary cutting pointa adopted, Racial composition of neighborhood was
either dichotomized with "segregated” ond "desogregated" neighborhoods or tri-
chotonized with "segregated," 'neorly desegregatcd,"ll and "desegragated" n,i-
ghborhoods. Individunl socioecconomic status and residentinl mobility werc
measured based on the same information ond these variables were also dicho~
tomized in the same way.

ilacial attitude was meucured by a Likert scale of 28 items, including
the 16 items from the Anti-Neogro Scale by Steckler (Shew arnd Wright, 1957:
367~369), and noighborhood interacticn was iisasured by three items from the
Guttman Scale for Measuring Women's Neighberliness by Wallin (i4iller, 1$70:
298-300), Again, both of thass voriables woro dichotomized 3n actual analysis
of the data with tho resulting pairs of categories including "prejudiced" and
"not prajudicady "active™ and "inactive™ intoraction, Tha rosults have boeen
annlyzed by chi~-squave, garra, partinl gerea (Davis, 1967),d% (percentoge
differences), ond tha Dora-Stouffor-Tibbits-Goodman lethod for testing signi-
ficance of interaction offects (Gocdmnn, 1961),

3, Results and Discussion

Table 1 summarizes the variables used in the prosent analysis with
their clasifications and frequency distributions, The distributions are less
even in racial composition of noighborhoods, beflzcting the objective situation

in tho camunity. The unsven distribution of racinl aititudes refidects the

11 7nis eategory inaludes 1'ive segrugated blocks adjoining all-black
or already descgregated blocks, The reason of this trichotory will be dis-
cusscd later,

(WY
u .
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fact that the disty’bution of the attitude scores was concentrated in the
middle of the range,

"Table 1 about here

In order to isclate tha contextual affect of neighborhood socloeconomic
status from that ot individual socioeconomic status on racinl attitudes, Table
2 presentt the relevant data by first dividing the neighborhoods into “high!
and "low" categories and then dividing individuals into "high" and "low" within
each tyve of neighborhn'.;i.l2 Table 3 swmarizes tho statistical tests of the
roelationships involving these two variables as indopondent variables, neighborhood
intcroction as an intervening variable, ond recinl attitudes as the dependent
variable, A comparison of C-9 (Row C, Column 9) with C-8 (Row C, Column 8) of
Table 2 shows that individuals wiih low SF3 ar: more projudiced than thosc with
idgh SES, regardlcss of their neighborhood SES, *nd tccarding to Tabls 3 (Row
B), this rcl-tionship is statistically significant witl, & n:gative gamma, This
is in accordnnco with the existing rcsearch evideonco reviewed earlior,

?yables & and 3 about here"

The two tubles also show that rogordl:ss of their own individunl SES,
individunls of low SI'S meighborhc-gs aro significantly more prejudiced than
tt.ose of high SES noighborhoods - (-l and C~7 of Tahle 2 and Row A of Table 3,
It ir quito possible, Lowever, that the sccond result is due to the first oro,
bocauso high SES ncighborhoods cousist of mostly high SES 3ndividunls. Hore
meaningful comparisons, thereforo, are those between high SES individunls livang
i high SES neighborhoods (C~2, Table 2) and high SES individucls liiving in
lew SES noeighborhoods (C-5, Table 2) on tho one hand cad betweon low SES
f1dividuals 1living in high SES nedghborhoeds (C-3, Table 2) and low SES
indivaduals 1iving 4n low SES neighborhoode (C-6, Table 2) on the other,

12 This sctffe follows that of Blau {1960).

14



-12 ..
According to Table 3, the former differcnc: is not statistically significant
(Row C, Table 3), while the latter remains significant (Row D, Table 3). The
fact that one differcnce is not significant and the other is significant does
not necessarily mean that the difference of differcnces is statistically signi-~
ficant., This was tested by the DSTG ilethod and tha °esult indicates that the
interaction cffect of neighborhood SES
and individual SES on racial attitudes) is significant (Row E, Table 3).

Based on thess results, it is tentatively concluded that neighbothood
SES does hawe a contextual effect on racial attitudes of white housewlves
toward the black, at loast among those with low individucl SES, above and
boyond the effect of their individwl S&iS. 1In othor words, noighborhood SES
has a greator contextual effoct upon low SES individuals than high SES indi-
viduals, The partinl relatienship that has swrvived so far - namely, ths
relationship botwecn neightorhood SES and racial attitudes among low SES -
was furthor tested with neighborhood interacticn as another test variable,

It was argued previously that neightorhood noms arc onforced upon individunl
residents through their intoraction. It is expocted, therafors, that the above
partinl relationship bo stronger among thosa with active neighborhood interaction
than thoso with inrcetive interaction. ¢ omparisoms of A-3 with A-6 on tha ono
hand nnd B-3 with B-6 on the othor (Tablo 2) provids the data to tost those
predictions, According to Rows F, G, and 1 of Table 3, the results are in
accordanco with thase predictions,

These rostlts ara tentative for a number of reasons, First, some of the
results, such as that the contextusl effoct of noighborhood SES on racial
ottitudes is significant a.cag low SES individuals but not ameng high SES
individunls, are post factum findings that have not been fpredicted or

explained,
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Second, it is conceivable that tests employing more direct indices of neigh-
borhood sociocconomic status, their nommative climates, and neighborhood
interaction taking into account the other parties of the interaction, may show
different results, Third, the research design presented here does not exclude
the possibility that neighborhood interaction is actually consequence rathch
than an intervening variablej neither can the possibility that these rclations
arce spurious due to some other variables be oxcludad,

The tests to examine racinl composition of the neighborhood as a contex-
tual variable involve only white porsons, This means that racial identity
as en individual variable has boen controlled al rcady. Despite of this simpli-
fication, the rosultz seem to ba less clear in this case than in the
previous case involving SES as a contextual variable, There are only five
desegregated noighborhoods representing 29 individuanls (out of 231 individuals)
in the samplo, and this means that there is not much variagion in this varia®le,
When nsighborhcods wore dichotomized into Yscgrogated" and "desegrognted" rei-
ghborhoods, no significant differencos betwoon th: two types of neighborhoods
in terms of racial attitudes of the rosidents was observed.l3 When neighborhood
SES was controlled, thero hﬁgino desegregated neighberhoods with high SES, and
the partial test was incomplete. When only low SES noiphborhoods were included
in the test,{%E;;;?Z;;;o-;;;xﬁo significant reolationship betwoen racicl compo-

sition of naighborhood and racinl attitudes of th: residonts.lh

13 of those living in segregatod neighborhoods, LU.1% aro projudiced,
as against L1, 4% of those living in desogregated n2ighborhoods found in the
same category. The differonce is rot statistically sipnificant.

U of those 1iving in scgregated ne’ghborhoods, £0.6% are projudi.ce,
o3 against L1,4% of those living in desegrogated neighborhoods found in the
some category, 4he difference i1s not statistically significant.
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4 careful ro-examinsticn of the data, however, brought cut a third cate~
gory of e residonts who aio distinctivoly more prejudiced tha n e othors,
Hany of them were found in nearly desegregated rivwns on a map. Based on this
post-factun observation, it was decided that racial composition be trichotomized
with three entogories of "segregated," "nearly descgrogatéd,”" and "desegrogated,”
Table Y4 snd Table 5 swmarize the results of the comparisons of these categorics
in terms of thoir rocizl attitudes. 4 comparison of three columns (Columns 2,
3, and 4, Tablc 4) of tho marginal row (Row C, Table ) roveals that of those
living in “nearly desegregated" ncighborheods, 78,3% are prejudiced, while
only 39,3% of those in "segrogated" noighborhoods and 41.4% of those in
"desegregated"neighborhoods were found in the samo category., Separate chi-
sqaure tests indicate that those in '"nearly desegregated" neighborhoods are
significantf{differcont from dhe others, and ths corresponding garma tests
indicate that they aro more >rejudiced than the othors (Row A, Table 5).

"Tables 4 and 5 about here"

When neighborhood interaction was introduced as another test variablo,
the results were unexpected, The relaticnship between racial composition and
racial attitudss is not significant when ncighborhood interaction 1s active

(Row B, Tabl: 5), while it remained

significant among those with inanctiwe neighborhcod intoraction (Row C, Table
S). Tho intercction effect between racial composition and noighborhood inter-
action on racinl attitudes tosted by the DSTG ilethod (Row D, Table 5), howsv.r,
is not significant. And so is tho partial garma botween racinl composition
and racinl attitudes with neighborhood intoraction partialed out.15

The only tentativo conclusion that can be drown from thess results, therefore,

is that theec whit: housewives in noarly dosecgregated neighborhoods ~re rors

15 This is different from the conditional garma given in Rew C, Table S,
Partial gammas ware computed only when thora is no interaction effects present,
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prejudiced than $ie others when their neighborhood interaction is inactive,
There is no thepretical oxplanation to account for this wicxpected result.
It is open to any onal!s gpoculation. It may be that the prevailing norms
in racinlly different nelghborhoods, in distinction from socioeconomically
different neighborhoods, are not enforced through neighborhood interaction,
Or, it may be that those who live in nearly desegregated neighborhoods, who
are threatened by encroaching blacas, tend to hawe less nelghborhood inter-
action than those in the other neighborhoods, Mors theory and rescarch are
needed before more definite conclusions can bs drawn,

"l diliyg & i€ 7 cihlee¥ Here

Table 6 and Table 7 test and summarizo the relationships involving resi-
dential nobility, neighborhood SES, neighborhood interaction, and racinl atti-
tudes, A comparison of C-8 with C-9, Toble 6, indicatos that'mobile" indivi-
duals are less prejudiced tham 'stable" individuals, regardless of their neigh-
borhood residantial mobility (Row B, Table 7). Also, a comparison of C-l with
C~7, Table 6, indicates that those in Hstable" neighborhoods ore more prejudicad
than those in "mobile" neighborhoods, rogardiess of thoir individunl mobility
(Row A, Table 7). These rosults, considoring tho Southorn background of ths
cormnity, ore not c¢ntirely incomprehensiv2a, Residential moblility, however,
is relnted to social mobility, which is in tern related to SES, and since
SES is also related to racial attitudes, this raisa thu poesibility that
the cbove results may be attributatle to tho differences of SES of neighborhoods
or individuals in difforcnt mobility categoriocs, Rows F, G, and I of Table
7 present tte rosults of partial analyses using low SES neighborhoods only,
Thae results indicate that both of tho partirl relationships botween neighbor-

hood mobility and tho racinl attitudes among mobils individuils and among

becnuse if 1t can bo shown that tho A, B associatdcn is differcnt for different
categories of C, then 6 wolgh'.ed averagse of the measures of associations batwecn
A ond B is not an appropria te sumerv of the relationship,
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stable individuals are not statistically significant., Neither is the inter-
action effoct between neighborhooa mobility and individual mebility on racial
attitudes significant,

Furthermore, when individunl mebility is held constant, the relationship
between neighborhood mobility and racial attitudes (comparing C-2 with C-5
and C-3 with C~6, Table 6) is not statistically significant (Rew G, Table 7).
Since all of the main r.lationships are not significant at this point, no
further cffort was medo to re~oxumine tho relationship with nelghborhood inter-

action as another test variable,

4, Conclusions

Based on the data analyzed in this paper, the following tentative conclu-
sions are prasented for further investipations:

{1) High SES white houscwives are loss prejudiced against the black than
low SES white housewives, rogardless of their neighborhood SES,

(2) Thosc white housewives living in high SES noighborhoods sre loss
prejudiced against tha black than thos2 in low SES naighborhocds, rogardless
of their indlvidusl SZS,

(3) Neighborhood SES h2s @ contaxtual offect ¢ rasial attitudes of
low SES whito rousewivea toward the black urove and boeyond the effects of

thelr individual variadbles,
(4) Tho above contextual ¢ffoct of noighborhood SES is greater when

neighberhood interaction is asctiwe than when it is dnactive.
(5) Thosa white houscwivas living in noarly desegregated neighborhoods
arc mere prejudiced against the black than those in sogregated or descgregated

neighborhoods,
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(6) Mobile white housewives are l:ss projudiced than  stable housowives)
and those white housewives in mobile neighborhoods are less prejudiced
against the black than those in stable neighborhoods. Ths relatinnships,
however, disappear when their individusl mobility end/or neighborhood mobi-
1lity are controlled,

The actual dircction and strength of =ny contextual effect considored
herc may vary in different cormunities and regions. The ehove results, con-
sidered togethor, howover, scem to support the basic assumption of this study
thnt neighborhoods do hawva some contextual offccts upen individusl recianl
attitudes above and boyond tho effects of thoir individuanl variasbles,

The question of how impertant are social situational factors, such as
ncighborhoods, 28 against personality factors, in understznding and changing
racial relations is an old one, Sociologists tund to emphasizo the former by
showing how specific racinl attitudos change aftor the fact, o.ge.: serving in
the szme Army company, living in the snms neighborhood, or working togather
in the samc cmpany with members of othur racos. On the other hand, psycholo-
gists tend to crphnsiza tho latter by showing how cuthoritarian personality
or frustration arc rolated to racinl pro;udice ond discrimination, The body
of psychological knowludge is of course extremely helpful in explaining indi-
vidunl differcnces nnd in helping to treat individunl problems of pr:judice,
But equally offcctive 2nd workable, if not morc so, 1s the situational approcuch,
which trivs to change socinl onvironments first and tharsby to "force" indivi-
duals to change their attitudes, The presont author hopes that this study
sheds some additional 1light on the importente of immedizcte soeinl situqtions)
such as residential noighborioods, 3n creating the kind of soci~l cnvironments
which givo risc to and sustain interracial rolaticns that are free from pre-

Judice and discriminatic
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