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PREFACE

Recent political soclalization studies have determined srarp
differences between the political orientation of Black znd Write
elexentery school children. Wwnite cixldren have proven to be
consisiently and highly positive in their political outlook while
there appears to be growing political negativisa auong the Black
childre:n.

Altiiough the studies involving White eleientary school children
have been exte:rsive, the auount of research concerned with the
political orientations of Blacl children is scant by comparison and
has been conducted almost exclusively in northern urtan centers.

The present investigation "ms designed to add fwtiier dimension
to the knovledge regarding the political socialization of the Black
sub culture by focusing on the volitical oricntations of Black
children fro: an urban and a rural erea of the South. & second and
equally important purpose was to be served by tnis study, namely;
to use tie findings in helping deteraine the nced for ayproprinte
political education prograns.

Although many individuals relped to imple:rent the present
irvestiration, Dr. Martha Chang, Research Dircctor of the Urnfversiuy
of Floricda's FAIS Project, was especially generous in her assistance
with the data processing and aralysis.




ABSTRACT

As a neans of provid
education programs, the present tigati
politicael orientations of 707 Black elemer t
northern Florida. This populatio v
subjects

Seven areas of invectigation were included in the study:

(1) political efficacy, (2) political trust, (3) image of thre govern-
ment, (4) image of the President, (5) image of the policeman, (6) eff-
icacy reactions to three levels of government, and (7) trus: reac-
tions to three levels of government. These areas of investiga‘ion
were selected on the basis of their theoretical significance relative
to children's developing political orientations.

The research data were gathered through the azdministrztion of a
paper and pencil survey, and through fcilow - up interviews of 78 sub-
Jero.

The research population was found to indicate the following:

(1) generally low levels of political efficacy

(2) generally low levels of pulitical irust

(3) negativ evaluations of the government and the
President

(4) positive evaluations of the policeman

(5) perceptions of the local government as more
facilitative of political efficacy than the
Federal or Florida state governments

(6) perceptions of the Federal government as

. more trustworthy than the Florida state

or local governments.

data relative Lo the need for political
i stigetion sought to descrive thne

ry school ch*laron from

ded 283 rural and 404 urban
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PART I - LTRODUCTION
Project Objective

It is widely held exong euthorities in the field of curriculun
theory that decisions to chinge and/or develop curricula should
be guided by a careful considerctiion of the findiags from relevant
and substantial resezrch. In practice, howvever, ihis is frequently
not the case., liuch curriculiri clteration and development occurs
directly as a result of changes in philosophical positions teken
by schools' controllirg egencies, through shifts in theoretical
assertions regarding the rature of knowledge and the disciplines,
and often times through educetor's desires to be "in" with new
curricular trends. Secldom is such chenge guided by research which
has focused on the specific children to be involved in nev »r
altered curricule.

Researcn of this kind may be beyond the means of rmany school
systens and egencies. But without adequate research data,
decisions affecting curricula lack authority and power.

ta from reseerch, howcver, caznot te the only basis for
developing curricule. It nust also be determined whether a
Dproposed curriculum is eppropriate for the schools in which it
is to be installed. A curriculum designed to promote one
particular religion, for exadle, is not considered anpropriate for the
public school. However, prosrars designed to help children develop
proficiency in math skillis are widely accepted as approsriate.

The research project described in the present report was based
first on the essertion thal political education is a prcper and
necessary concern of the public school end seconély that the
developnent of political education programs must be guided by
adequate research.

The present investigation wes, therefore, designed to serve
the following two puxposes.

l. 7o exsmine ard describe the basic political orientatiors

of elementary school Black children in Northern Florida.

2. To use these findings in determining the need for

appropriate political education progrens.

Background of the Study

The political education of each new generation has long been
vieved as a highly significant endeavor. Plato, Aristotle, Rousseau,
Mill and Dewey among others have all delt with the importance and
the implications of children learning and internz2lizing the political
noras end values of their society. There has also been (and is)




widespread consersus that early childhood is the most critical time
for these processes to occur. Both convertional wisdom and contem-
porery theoxry have stressed early childnood as a crucisl period in
the formation of one's basic life orientations. The Catholic
Church has, for exariple, long clained that if it is allowed to
infiuence the first seven years of a child's life, his basic loyal-
ties could be little changed thereafter. Contemporary social
learning theorists also stress the irmortance of early learning
experiences as affectors of adult attitudes and behaviors and there
is impressive evidence to support this position.l

Althougl: the significence of childnood learnings have been
widely accepted by social scientists, studies of ths political
orientations of younz children were virtually nonexistant until
the early 1650's. Since then extensive research hes been conducted
in this area. For the most part, however, tre various studies
have focused on children from predominantly white middle class
urvan areas.e

There Las been painfully little research deeling with the
politicel orlentation of subcultural children. Of the studies
which have dGes’t with these children Black youngsters have
received the rost attention, yet research data corcerning the
Black child's political ordientation remain comparatively scant.

Not only are there few studies which have dealt specifically
with the political outlook of the Black child, but the results
of these investigations are conflicting.

In an investigation conducted by Dennis it was found that
Black children¥* indicated positive political dispositions as
reflected in their feelings of political trust ~—-~litical efficacy,
their sense of voting duty, and their ge: ~ approval of the
government.3

Further evidence of Black children's positive dispositions
toward the political was reported by JaIOS.h As part of his study
Jaros compared Black and White children's perceptions of the
President. The Black children indicated highly favorable reactions
to the President, and they were found t¢ be even more positive in
this regard than were White children surveyed.

In a relsted study, Schnepf investigated the dispositions of
Black children toward the police and the law.? She, too, reported
that these dispositions were generally positive in nature.

Two other studies, however, one by Lyons and one by Greenberg,
discovered Black children indicating negative political outlooks.©»7

*¥Throughout this section the term "children" refers to youngsters
who have not yet reached the high school grades (9-12). It
should be noted, however, that in a few cases the populations
of the studies reviewed here included some high school
students.
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The Lyons investigation involved a cciiparison of the political
trust-cynicisn and political efficacy levels of Black and Wnite
children. The findings showed Dlack chiléren to be more politically
cynical than Vhite children at every level of schooling. Black
children also indicated generally low feelings of efficacy -
significantly lower than the levels indicated by the White children
surveyed.

Greenberg's study also involved a comparison of Bleck end
Wnite children. <Yhese youngsters rated the goverument, the
President, «nd the policenan in terms of positive and negative
attributes. In all these areas the Black child's overall ratings
tended to be negative vwhile the Vhite children indiccted generally
positive ratings.

Although the vnopulations of these studies have varied in
terns of positive and negative political orientations these
findings stand in sharp contrast to the resulis of studies focused
on the podel (White, middle class, urban) child. With remarkable
reglarity verious investigators have found the modal child to be
highly positive in his political orientations.® So consistent
have these findings been that one group of authorities has
sugsested they " . . . might be classified as the conventional
wicdom of the discipline."9

The research data are too linited to draw any conclusions
about the degree end range of diiference in the political orien-
tations of Black and White children. But, if wide ranging and
significant differences do exist between these youngsters such
differences may well lead to stress in the Armerican political
scene. In this regard Greenberg hes noted the following:

... other things being equal, a polity that finds

najor segments of its population in disagreenent over

the very nature of the political orxder will be more

unstable than a polity where no such cleavage exists.

Only by sharing certzin minimal but nonetheless basic

orientations can a political system maintain itself

without excessive reliance on other devices such as

coercion and intimidation.lO

Further rescarch will be needed to gain insights relative to
this area of political concermn.

A need for further research is also indicated by what might
possibly be a trend toward increasing political negativism smoag
Black children. This possibility is based on the fact that the
most recent studies (Greenmberg and Lyons) found Black chil.dren
indicating negative political outlooks, while earlier studies
(Jaros and Schrepf) found these children to be positive in outlook.
The Dennis study, however, which is also quite recent, "muddies"
the picture as he discovered Black children indicating generally
positive political dispositions. Determining whether there is a
movenent toward political negativism armong Black youth must await
further research.
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Not only are therc too limited a nuwiber of studies on which
to base gereralizations about the political orientations of Dlack
childreu, hut the existing researclh is further limited in that it
has been conducted almost exclusively in northern urban ceaters.
For a more compreiensive picture of the Black child's political
outlook, research needs to be conducted in a variety of geographic
arcas especially in the South. IBecause the South is the original
Americen "nome" of the Black culiure and because large numbers of
Black people presently reside there, this region is appropriate for
the t,pe of research discussed here. !

Finally, additional research focused on the political orien-
tations of Black children is necessary to deternine the need for
political education progrars. It is asscrved here that if a
widespread and strong negative political orientation is found
axong Bleck children an educetional need will have been defined.*

Extensive programs of investigation are recuired to serve all
the research needs discussed here., Howcver, such DPrograns are
likely to be beyond the means of a single investigator. Becausse
of this, the present study has focused on a linited but significant
subcultural. populaticn, narmely; southern Black elenentary; school
children from both rurel and urban settings. As noted previously
these children represent an inportant sub population of the American
Black culture ye* data relative to their political orientations are
virtually non existont.

With this population as the focus of the present investigation,
answers to the following two research questions vere sought:

1. Wrat is the nature of their politicel orientations?

2. Within this population of children what differences

appear in the political orientations of boys and girls,
those in various economic, age, and I.Q. levels and
those from rural and urban settings.

*It should be strongly emphasized, that the present invescigator
does not perceive the existance of negative political attitudes
as the sign of a "sickness" that needs curing. Indeed, negative
political orientations asong Black people might well be expected
given the political and social ineguities they have suffered
in this society. Nevertheless, the positior taken here is that
a dominence of negative political attitudes among Black children
within a White society whose children are overwhelmingly posi-
tive in their poli%ical orientations foresiadows, as noted ebove,
a volitile political situation. Thus the educational need
implied here is not that of reversing negative poliiical atti-
tudes but of making all youngsters aware of this society's
rolitical neceds and the implications of politicel inequities.
And, of even more significance is the need for educational
programs which promote a desire to seek goals which minimize
inequities within the political realm.
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Ansvers to these questions can provide research data relative
to the need for political education programs and add further
diuension to the rather limited body of knowledge concerning the
Political development of the Black child.

Linmits of the Study
Definitions and Discussion of Areas to Be Investigated

In the present study four general areas of investigation were
delt with, They included:

1) Political Efficacy

2) Political Trust

3) Images of salient political objects - the President, the

governnent, end the policeman

4) Comparetive eveluations of the Federal, state, and local

governments.

The first three of the above areas served as measures of the
child's besic political orientation and the fourth was used to
determine whether the child's orientation differed in relation to
the Federal, state, or his local government.

The child's basic political orientation refers to the overall
cvaluative stauce of the child towerd his political system. This
orlentetion is essentially affective in nature end reflects feelings
toward the political »ealm rather than factusl information regarding
political matters.

A vide variety of attitudinal measures have been used by
investigators to seek insights into children's basic politicel
dispositions. These range from the child's reactions to the
aesthetic qualities of the Flag to his perceptions of the nature
of democracy. As noted above the measures of political efficacy,
political trust, and images of salient political objects were used
in detemining the basic political orientations of this study's
subjects. The definitions of these areas and a discussion of their
theoretical significance and of their appropriateness as areas of
investigation with children are presented below.

Political efficacy is defined here as the individual's sense
of political potency; a feeling that the citizen's individual action
can or does have an impact on the political process, that the govern-
ment is responsive to the citizen's desires, and therefore, that the
government can be controlled.

As an srea of investigation, political efficacy is significant
because of its importance to citizens in a democracy. The literature
and rhetoric of those concerned with the basic tenets of our political
society are replete with references to both the right and obligetion
of the citizen to watch over and influence the government.

The citizens' feelings of political efficacy also have impli-
cations for the political system as a whole. As the members of a
soclety internalize or become attached to their political system's
norms, such as political efficacy, a sense of legitimacy for that

5




system is established. And, it is this sense of legitimacy on
which the system relies_for support during times of stress such
as an econonic crisis.

Even though the child is remote from actual participation in
political metters, there is a body of research to indicate that
feelings of political efficacy aprear to form during childhood.l2
Furthermore, there is evidence that such feelings once formed appear
to remain quite steble throushout onels adult life.l3

Political trust is defincd as a basic evaluative posture
towards the government; a general feeling which reflects 2 trust
or mistrust orientation tovard the political and political actors.l

This area of investigation is sirnificant in that citizens wio
trust their government end its officials ere likely to be supportive
of the political gystex in which they live. The politically cynical
(non trusting) are at best doubtful sources of system supvors.l5

The appropriateress of political trust es an area of investi-
gation with children has been well established by prior research.
Investigators such as Jaros, Greenberg, Lyons and Dennis among
others have found that even relatively young children appear to
form affective dispcsitions toward politiccl objects vhich %he
are willing to express in terms of a trust-cynicism continuws.i6
In this regard, Jernings and Neimi have coiriented that political
trust-cynicisn affect appears to be rooted in childhood axnd that
Judguents alorng this dimension have been elicited from, " . . . the
youngest samples for which question and answer techniques have been
developed. "L/

Imgze of the President, government and policcman refer to the
child's perceptions of these political objectis in terms of charac-
teristics such as Intelligence, power, benevolence end honesty.

Both the appropriateness and isportence of investigating
children's reactions to the President, government and the policeman
have been well docurmented. In their research, Dennis and Easton and
Hess and Tourney have found that youngsters develop feeling level
dispositions toward these political objects at relatively early
ages.18 Furthermore the child's evaluative posture toward political
objects appears to develop even before he has any vaguely reasonzble
notion of their political functions.l9

One consistent findirg of political socialization research
is that the President appears to be the most salient political
object within the child's vision.?® FEven at the gecond grede
level children readily indicate that they "know" and are emotionally
attached to the President. And, although children’s evaluastions of
the President become less personalized as they mature, he remains
a central and positive figure in their view of the political realm.
These f£indings have led a number of authorities to conclude that the
President appears to be the primary figure in the political sociali-
zation of children. In this regard Jaros et. al. have remarked:

The Presidency provides an introduction: notions first held

toward this role are probably subsequently generalized to other

political institutions and to the entity of goverpment itself.2el
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Greenstein and Easton and Dennis have also noted that the
feelings originally extended toward the President may well be the
avenue through which children learn attachment to the political
system as a whole.

Political socialization research has also found that the
Policeman is an important figure in the child's political view.
Children throughout the various levels of schooling see the policeman
as & significant political figure - a member of the government
before and even after they develop an awareness of senators, the
Congress end the Supreme Court.23 The importence of this in terms of
the child's basic political outlook lies in the Easton end Dennis
assertion that hecausge the child closely associates the policeman
and the govermment, the younpster's feelings sbout him are velid
indicators of his feelings for the political regime.a

The child's image of the government is also important in that
research has found this image to be similer and closely related to
that of 'the President and the policeman. Youngsters sppear to
develop & sense ¢f "knowing" the government at early ages. Further-
more rescarch in this area indicetes that as the child matures he
tends to maintain his early feeling level dispositions toward the
government . <5

It was recognized thet the five areas discussed here were not
the only onec vhich might be used to gain the type of information
sought in the -resent investigation. Attaciment to the nation,
perceptions of the law and judg: ents of citizen responsibility might
also be cmployed as measures of onels basic political outlook.
However, the fact that this study dealt with reletively young
children necesslitated placing recasonable limits on the instrument
used while meintaining instrurent validity. By limiting this
investigation to five er:as which theorists and researcherg have
repeatedly identified as vital to the politicel socialization process,
it vas assumed that the child would be able to cope with the number
of responses ex :cted and that these responses would render a
significantly cl.ar impression of his basic political disposition.
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PART II - RESEARCH PROCEDURES

This study was designed to exsmire and coupare the political
orientation of Black rurzl and Black urbsn children from Horthern
Florida,

Hypotheses:

To determine end analyze the differences in the orientations
of verious groups within the research population the following
hypotheses were tested:

1. No significant differences exist between rural end urban
subjects in all ar.as iunvestigated (political efficacy,
political trust-cynicism, images of the Pregident, the
Policemsn and Lhe governuent, ard efficacy ratingc of

- three levele of govermuent snd trust ratings of three
levels of governmert).

2. Ro significant differcnces exist between childxren in the
various grade levels in all ereas investigated,

3. No significant differerces erist between toys and girls
in &1l arecas investigated.

k., To siguificant differences exist between children who fall
within various I.Q. levels in all arcas investigated.

5. No significant differenccs exist between children from
various socio economic strata in all sreas investigated.

Data Gathering In;tru@ents

Two instruments were used in gethering data for this study -
a questiornaire end an interview schedule. Copies of these instru-
ments are included in Appendix A.

The Questionnaire
This instrument was comprised of seven irdices each of which
was designed to measure one of the following:
1. political efficacy
o DPolitical trust
. image of the govermment
+ 1mage of the President
+ dimage of the policeman
« Ppolitical efficacy reactions to three levels of govermaent;
local, state, Federal
+ political trust reactions to three levels of government
local, state, Federal
The first five of the above indices were selected because of
their theoretical significance and their wide use in previous inves-
tigations of political socialization. By employing these indices a

degree of the continuity and the cumulative nature of previous research
was maintained here. . .

-~ O\ o
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The particular efficecy index employed in this study i one
based on an instruzent develored by the Survey Rescarch Center20 eng
revieed by Esston and Dernis for their investigation of political
efficacy in children. This index is designed to measure relstive
degrees of efficacy on a "high" to "low" coutinwum.

In the adninistration of this index children are asked to
use a {ive point scale in egreeing or disagreeing with statements
such as: "my fauily doesn't have any say about the governnent,
citizens don't have & chance to say what they think sbout running
the government," and "I don't think people in the government care
nuch atout what people like my family think."

The political trust index used herc is based on an ingtrument
developcd by Arger, Goldetein, and rearl28 and revised by scveral
investigators for use with childéren.29 It ie designed to determine
the respondent's degree of political trust by asking questions sach
as: "Do you think bardly any, not very many, or guite a few people
in the govermment are crooked?" and "Do you think you can trust the
government to do what is right some of the time, most of the time or
Just about alweys?"

Indices used in this study to determine irmages of the President,
governueni, and policcran were those used in politicel cocialization
studies conducted by Leston and Denris, Hess and Tourncy and others.30
These indices are designed to measure the child's perception of the
various political objects (President, policeman, and goverrment) in
terms of e negative-to-positive continuwn. Respondents are asked
to rate the various political objects according to traits such as
knowledge, power, benevolence, and infallatility.

The indices used to determine the child's political trust and
politicel efficacy reactions to three levels of government arc
extensions of the trust and efficacy scales discussed above. The
ten itens included in the trust and efficacy scales were reworded
by this investigator to esk the respondent which of three levels cf
government (Jocel, state, or federal) is most trust-wortky end which
is most responsive to the people it serves.

?he Interview Schedule

This instrument was designed to provide further data concerning
the subjects' positive and negative orientations toward various
politicel figures and toward the locel, state and Federal governments.,
The particuler items comprising the interview schedule included both
forced choice and open ended items similar to those used in previous
political socialization research.3l

Selection of Subjects

The subjects for the study were 707 Black children in grades
five through eight. This sample was comprised of 282 rural children
from schools located in Alachua County, Florida, and 42l urban
children from sthools loceted in the city of Jacksonville, Florida.
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To obtain the rural sandle, four <chools were randonly
selected from among thosc which: included at leact two sections of
fifth, sixth, seventh, or eligith grade stuCenls, and were located
in cormunities with population of 3,000 or less.

Full integration had been achleved throughout the Alachua
County School Systen three years prior to this ctudy, therefore,
the rural schools selected had Bleck student errollizents which
renged from approvinately 20 to 30 per cent.

To obtain e sarple of siudeits frorm each school & random
selection of hormerocia groups was made. This procedure was deemed
feasible @s no ability grouping vas involved in the ecsigrment of
students to homeroons. Tias the danger of selecting children Trom
only one »1lity stratwn wes vixtually climinated.

The wrban scl.oolg were selccted Ifrow those whici had a Flack
student enrollnent of at least 20 per cent, contained et least two
sectiorn:s or hoserooas of the fifth, sixth, seventh, or eighth grades,
and vere nol newly inteprated at the beginning of tie cchiool year in
which this study was conducted. The newly integrated scliools were
elininated for two reasons. First, becuuse tle actions taken to
integrate Jacksonville's schools were only the initial steps in
achieving & reciol balence, tie rawrder of Black fifth, sixth, scventh,
and ciphth grade childrern involved therein waes reletively small.
Secondly, it was essweed that the racial balancing propram nignt
well affect the newly iiteprcated childven in ways that would ke
then unrepresentative of the mnjority group.

A random sclection of four schools and subLscguent random
sclection of homeroonm groups from each school was nade to obtain
the urban subjecis. lere again this nethod was appropriate as the
assignnent of students to horeroonis was not bascd on echolastic
ability.

It should be noted that the urban schools sclected had student
enrollmentc made up of only Black children. Thc probability of
selecting schools with student populations which epproached this
type was great as many of the schools attended by Blacik children
included fevw or no White children. Thus the difference between the
percentages of Black students in the urban and mural sclools rust
be noted as an uncontrolled variable and a linitation in this study.

The Pilot Study

Several weeks prior to the initiation of the actwal study, pilot
testing was conducted by a team of four Black people who were trained
to adninister the questionnaire end intervicw schedule described
above. It was deemed necessary that ihis team be comprised of
Blacks as there is evidence of Black students playing "Negro" when
questicned by a White exemirer. 31

The purvose of the pilot test was to determiine vwhether the
questionnaire could be adninistered (cxplained and read aloud in
its entirety) within a class period of approximately 45 rinutes, and
to determine if the format and itens of both the questionnaire and
interview schedule appeared suited to children selected for this study.

10
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The questicnnzire was adninistered to sixty Black children with
approximately cguzl nwwbers from each of the fifth, sixikL, seventh,
and cigith rrades., Interviews were conducted with twelve children -
threc from caclh: grade. After the children lLad completed the question-
naire and the interview tlhey vere invited to coicent on suck Lhings
as the speed with waich instruciions vere preseuied, clerity of
presectetion, and problens of wrlerstandirng. Bosed on tl.e childrens!
rearks, the obgervetions of tiis livestipator, and tlose of the
tean adidnisterine the instrwzents it wzs concluded t..a% only ninor
revisions vere necded in wording and forimt, and that the questioa-
neire could be adrirnistered at a reasoncble pace within e class
Period. Although few of the clildren involved in thre pilot ctudy
siowed sigms of leving difficulty readir the questiomzire it was
decided that this cutire instru.ent would be read alouvd when
adninistered to the rescarch populatio..

r

Adrinistyution of the Questiontzire

Tre questiom aixe was ad .inistered to rural children during
Noverber, 1971, and to wban children in Decerber of ile same year
aud carly Ja.awaxy, lu72, The aduinistration of all questio raires
and intervievws wes conducied by the tean of four pcoplc who carricd
out tlie pilet siudy.

Vith assistance from the ed.inistrative siaff end Lecachers in
the various schools a testing schedwle was arrarged so ihat the
questionnaizre could be ad.dnistered to an eniire honeroon croun at
a tiuwe. Therefore in the case of rural schools both White and
Blac: chiidren werce involved in iiLe s.avey. To -aintain relatively
"nor::al" horerocta sltuations, ruras ¥oneroon growps were surveyed
in tact and, of course, no mertion wes nade of tne faect that the
study wac coucer..ed orly with Black chiidrens' »oliticel dispositions.
After adrinistering the questionnaire to a rural Lomeroon croun, the
exadner siuply noted which instruzents had beer completed by Black
children erd wnich by Wrnites,

Prior to the adzinistration of the questionnaire it was emphia-
sincd with cach group of childrer that their responses would have
nothing to do with their grades, the results would not be recorded
anyvaere in school rccords, and thnat all the deta frow individual
respondents would remein confidenticl. To maintain confidentiality
& two part information sheet was included in each guestionnaire. On
the botton half the child recorded his name, sex, honeroom and crade
in school. With tle exception of the name this information Plus cdata
from school files regarding the respondent's I.Q. and socioeconomic
level vere coded on tie upper half of the sheet. After the coding was
completed, tie lower half of the sheet was removed and returned to the
child's school. In tris way necither the school rersonnel ror the
investigator had any way of connecting questionraire regponses with a
given child.

A

Adrinistration of the Interview Schedules
A tosel of 70 children were interviewed in this study. They werc
rardonly selected from each of the nhomeroon groups involved in the

11
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questiorrneire survey. An etterpt was mede to obtain approximately
10 per cert of the cnildren fron each homeroom.
The intervievs were conducted on a one-to-one tasis by the
same exaniners who edrinistered the cuestionnaires. An audio tape
of each interview was made, then transcribed for analysis purposes.
To raintai: conficurtiality the child's sex, grade, and locatio:n
were coded on the transcripls Lut kis named was deleted. AZter the
transcripts were coupleted the audio tupes were erased.

Assigred Varienles end Treir ireosurenent

¥ive varievles volen nave ween o1 ,djo* concern in previous
Political socializetion research were asswzed to be relevast to
this stuay. They are: scx, ir tullirehcc (1.9.), cocio-ccononic
level, grade in school, and geo’yapric location (‘uban or rurel).

Por this i\vcsti{atlou the above veriebles were reasured or
determined es follovs:

Gride level. Students indicated their grede level on the
informaiion sucets included with the guestion: sire. Interviewces
vere ested to state their grade and ihcir responses were recorded
on audio tape.

Sex.  Students indicated tlelr sex on the questionnaire infor-
natlion cheetls. Interviewees were sizply asked to stote wheiher
they werc a boy or a (irl end tneir resporses were tared.

I.Q. Intelligence Quotient scores were obtained from school
records. When more ilan orc score had been recorded for a prarticular
child, the most recent was used in this study.

The scores rsnged from a ntirh of 146 to & low of 62. For the
rurposcs of this study ihe scorcs were divided into three cutegories
as follows: I.Q.'s of 100 or above were placed in the "hiph"
category, I.Q.'s of 85 through 99 were placed in the "mediun"
category, and the "low" category included I.Q.'s of 8% and below.

It should be noted that of the children sclected for study
272 had no I.Q. score listed in their records. Thus the totul for
whom such scores were available was 436.

Georraphic location - urben or rursl. This variable vas
determined prior to the section or subjects for this investipation.

Rural subjects were defined as those who attended schools in
towns which: (1) did not exceed a population of 3,000; and (2) were
not immediately adjacent to larger cities or towns.

Urban subjects were defined as those wio lived in the city of
Jacksonville - an wrban center of more than one half rillion people.

Socio-economic level. Hollingshead's voFrctor Index of Scecial
Position was used to deterniine the socio-economic strata to wiich
the subjects of this study belouged.33 This index employs the factors
of occupetion arnd education as a basis of categorization. It is
assuned by Hollingshead that occupation reflects the gkill end powver
possessed by individuels as they perform socicty's maintenance func-
tions and that education reflects both knowledge and culturel tastes.
And, Hollingshead further asserts that by the integration of the two
factors (occupation and education) & score may be cormmuted which
reflects the social class to which a subject belongs.

12
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In this system the education factor is sceled into Pive levels
renging from less then seven years of for-al srnooliqr tkrough
graduate professional tralniub. Occupaticn is v22l2d into eight
levels ranging from wnskillea pursuits to work which gererally
requires the use of creative tulents and the managersnt of other
yersonnel

Hollingshcad has presented the following example of how the
two factors are weighted and & score ghtaincd.3W

The factors of Occupation erd Edvcation arc coobized
by weighing the individual scores obtained from the scale
positions. The weights for eacn factor were deteruired by
maltiple correletion techniques. The weight for each
foctor is:

Factor Factor Welght
Occupation ' T
Education L

To calculate the Index of Sociel Position for an
individuel the scalc velue for Occupetion is multiplied
by the ractor weight for Occumation and the scale score
for Tducation is mzl iplicd by by ihe factor weight Tor
Fcuvavlox. ¥or exauaple, John Smith is the manacer of a
chain supermarket. FEe completed high schiool end one year
of busincss ccllege. His Index of Social Position score
is computed as follows:

Factor Scale Score Factor Weight Score X Weipht
Occupation 3 7 2l )
Education 3 L 12

Index of Social Position Scorc 33

Hollingshead has grouped the irdex scores into "nuclear
familics" representing five levels of social class. Such grouping
assumes that there are meaningful differences between the score
groups and that a reaningful correspondence exists between an
estimatcd clacs position of individuals end their social behavior.35

Data concerning parents educational level and occupation were
obtained from school files. It should be roted, however, that in
many caecs these data were missing from school records. Trerefore,
the nurber of subjects comparcd on the basis of socio ecoromic
status wvas reduced considerably. Out of 707 subjects selected,
inforwation regarding perents® occupations and education was
available on only 402 subjects.

Because more data was available on par:ants' occupatione than on
both occupution and education, consideratio: war given to deter-
mining social class on the basis of occupation alcne. This approack
was rejected however because so few of the parents were llsted as

13
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having occupations in any but the lowest level casegory. There
n c

.
vas, therefore, virtuzlly no basis for corparing according to this
variable. Cver G0 per cent of the occunations ware those tradi-
tionally placcd in the lowest categorics - laborers, douestics,
truck drivers, and various other umcshilled jobs, There was,
hovever, greater variasce in parests! education levels. Thus it
was asswied that the Follingsicad Index which cosbiies data on
botn occunation and elacation would b approrriaste Tor csvimating
the social class of this studr's subjects.

Although the Hollingshezd index indicuies Tive sociceconor:ic
levels, in thic study it wasn necescory to colicpse the upner three
into one category due to the Ffact that relaiively few subiccts
placed in the highest levels., Table 1 shows the disdribution of

1s.
subjects witiain the vurious s~cioccouncnic strata:

Distribution of Suvjects
In Three Sociocconcriic Sirata
STRATA: Iiga rediwn Low
e ber 3z 83 232

STATISTICAI, PRCCLTURES

Survey Dala
A three vay analysis of veriance procedure vas used Lo test
the significence of difference between groud scorcs cn the political
efficacy, political trusi, and irnage of the President, policeman,
and government indices. For ecach of tiiese indices two separcte
analyses of variance were conducted to deter.dine the effects and
interactions of the assigned variebles - grade, location, sex, 1.¢Q.,
and sociocconomic strata. The first of the two was a 242k analysis
involving the variables of location - urben or rurel, se: - boy or
girl, and grade in school - fifth, sixth, ceventh, and eighth. The
second was a 2x3n3 analysis involving cex, I.G. - high, medium, and
lov categories, and socioeconomic strela - high, medium, and lo

By conducting o separate aralyses it was possible to test
the effects of 211 five variables even thougn I.Q. scores and
information regarding S.E.S. were not availatle for a nwiber of
subjects. As noted above, I.Q. scores were obiained for 435
subjects and data relstive to S.E.S. were obizined for 202 subjecis.
However, because it was found that for some subjects an I1.Q.
score vas available vhile S.Z.S5. information was not availeble and
the reverse was true for other subjects, tie final nwsioer of
children for whom bpoth S.C.S. and I.Q. data weve availebie totaled
303. VWhile this is less than half the original research population
(707), it is assumed here to be en adequate sarmle for cstirating
the effects of the I.Q. and S.E.S. varisbles relative to the various
areas of investigation.
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PART IJI - FIIDINGS

In this section the results of the present investiration are
reported and analyzed. Tuo discussion presented here focuses on
each of the seven arvas of investirotion in the Tollowing order.
Political Efficacy, Politictl Trasi, Image of tre Goverm-ont, Insge
of the President, Irage of tle¢ Policoman, Efficacy Ratings of the
Federal, state, and local govermiernts, and Trust ratings of the
Federal, state and loccl governments.

As noted in the previous section two analyses of variance were
conducted for ecach of the Tirst Tive arcas listcd pere (political
trust and efficacy and the various izages). For purnoses of clarity,
the analysis off varience involving the variebles of location grade,
and sex shall be referred to throushout the remzinder of +hi
report as the total proup anclysis, and the analysis invol
verisbles of sex, 1.Q., cnd sociocconomic etrota (5.E.8.) shall bve
referrcd to as the egub group anzlysis.

)
s

Political Effjcacy

This aspect of political orientation centers on the individual's
perceptions of the responsiveness and tractebility of governuent.
The five iten index of political efficacy, discussed in the previous
section wus the prinzry ncasure employed here. The foremat of this
index can be suen in Appendix A.

Trhe results of the total group erclysis vpresented in Table 2,
age 17, skow no significant differences between the mean scores
of children in rural or urban settings, between boys and girls, or
between childrer in the varicus grade levels. Ieither was there eny
significant irteraction of these variasbles. Therefore in recard to
the political efficacy levels of this study's subjects the following
null hypotheses were accepted:

1. Do significant differerces at the .05 level exist between

rural and urban children.

2. No significant differences at the .05 level exist between

children in the various grade levels.

3. No significant differences at the .05 level exist between

boys and girls.

The results of the subgroup analysis are shown in Table 3, page
18. A4s indicated by the data presented therein, no cignificant
differences were found between the efficacy scores of subjects in
the various I.Q. categories, but significant differences were found
between subjecte in the various socioeconomic strata.

Therefore the following hypothesis relative to political efficacy
is accepted:

No significant differences exist at the .05 level among
childven in the high, medium, or lovw I.Q. categories.

16
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Tctal Grovp Analysis of Variance Sumriary Table For

TABLE

2

Yiean Scores on the Political Efficecy Index

Source of Veriation S3 DF MS F
Location

{(Urtaxz-Rural) 0.024 1. 0.024 0.323
Sex 0.0k43 1. 0.043 0.581
Grade 0.050 3. 0.017 0.223
Iocation x Sex 0.078 1. 0.078 1.042
Location x Grade 0.378 3. 0.129 1.726
Sex ¥ Grade 0.257 3. 0.089 1.191
Location x Sex

x Grade 0.171 3. 0.057 0.762
Within Groups 3.589 48, 0.075
Total 4,609 63.

*p .05

¥* p ,01

17
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Sex x S.E.S. x I1.Q.

Within Grouvs
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Dy MS
1. 0.337
2. 0.921
2. 0.363
2. 0.535
L, 1.068
b, 0.929
5k, 0.256
T1.
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And, the following hyvotlesis relotive to political efficacy
is rejected:

o significant éi
subjects in the h
strata.

A graphical coparison of mean scores for subjecis in the various
socioecononic strata is presented in Figure 1, page 20, This graph
gnows tiat the lovest level of efficacy wvas indicated by childrern in
the low socloeconomic category, there is a soewiat bigler depree of
efficacy indicated by the mediw: socioncoronic {*ouﬁ, and the desrce
of efricacy irdicated by t!c¢ uvper sociocconcuic group was decidedly
higher than the elfficecy levels of tiose in either the r.edivn or low
gsocioecononic strata.

A significant interecction of I.Q. end sceioccono:ic sirate is
also show:. in Teble 3 e.d a graph of this interaction appears in
Figure 2, page 21. In Pipure 2 it can be secn trat children in the
Bigh X.Q. grouwp indicated nuch lower levels of eificzey.  CLildren in
the “ed*um I.Q. &nd soclioccono.ic groups indicated levels of efficacy
wihich are nearly equal, while those in {the low I.Q. category indicated
co.:siderably higher levels of efficacy than children in the lower
socioccononie level.

Table C also shows a significant interaction of the sex, I1.Q.,
arnd scciogconornic variables. The graph in FlbUle 3, rage 22, illuc-
trates tiids interaction. 2As shovn therein, the levels of efficacy
arong girls in tue high, mediuwn and low I. Q grours are quite
similar to those cof tht girls in corresponding socioeccnonic cate-
gorics. For boys, however, the efficacy level is comaratively
high in tne upper cociocconomic category, it drops sharply among

hose in the :iddle socioeconoic group, and there is fTurther sharp
decline for those in the lowest socioeconomie level. An oppocite
trend is apperent in the relationship of boys' I.§. levels and
efficacy as boys with nigher 1.Q.'s indicated low levels of
efficacy but this level rises as the I.Q. level decreases.,

Tlercnces at the .05 level exist betwecen
ign

Te
&, nediwz, and low socioeconomic

General Efficacy Orientation

The data presented thus far illustrate the effects of certain
variables on efficacy levels indiceted by the subjects of the
present investigation but provide no basis for deternining where
these subjects are in terms of the degree of efficacy they indicate.
The analysces presented telow deals with this protlean t%rouoh
breakdovn of the percentage of subjects within low, nedium and
high categories of efficacy, ard by a comparison of tlcse percen-
teges with resulis of two other similar studies. Although the
limitations of such comparisons are recognized it is asserted here
that thic arproach provides inforuation which clarifies our picture
of the subjects! political efficacy orientations.

For the purposes of this analysis the efficacy continuum was
devided into three categories: low, nedium, and high. To obtain
these categories the continuum between the highest possible mean
score of .00 and the lowest possible mean scores of 1.00 was
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divided into lhree equal intermls as follows: 1.0C to 2.33 - low
efficacy, 2.3k to 3.50 - nidiwn efficacy, and 3,07 Lo 5.CO0 - high
efficacy. The percentares of iiis sludy's total vopwlatior which
fall within the various levels is presentcd in Table L.

TARLE U
Efficrcy Levels - Totel Popdleaticn
Low ilediu: Yiga
- 4 nt
30% 3 6T 10%

From Tavle 4 it can te scen thet a reletively small percen-
wge of subjects indicate high levels of officacy, the mjorily
of subjects cluster in ihe nediwn efficncy level, and arvroxiuutely
onc-third of the nopulation f2ll irio the low cotegory.

This basic pattern alco holds for th.e suvjcets from both the
urban ard rural sevlings. Talle 5 showe *he porcentages of subjecls
within efficscy levels according to localion.

levels of Lificocey
Percentoges by loeation

Low Hecdiwa High
Rural 283 62% 10%
Urban 327 54¢, - 10%

By conlrollins for grade level the percentege of subjects
within the various c¢ificecy lecvels remairs cimilaxy Lo the corres-
ponding percentages for ithe entire research population end the urban
end rural groups. Toble 6 shows the percentages for subjectis in the
various grade levcels.

TABLE 6

Levels of Efficacy
Percenteages According tc Grade Level

Grade Low Feal High
5 20, 6.1% 105
27 60 12

31 59 10
35 61 L

O~ O\

When compared with the findings of two sonewhat similar studies,
the subjects of this investigation indicate generally lower levels
of efficacy.

One of these studies, conducted by Easton and Dennis38 foeused
on a populetion of predorirantly White middle class urban childxyen.
The results shoved that 36% of the 5th graders indicated high levels
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of efficacy, 35% were in the low catcgory and the remnining 29%
were in the mediws category. The percenturce of children in the high
catcgory 1hcrcae°6 at every crade level throurn prade einit. In %
eirnth gradc )'p ;YGLC ved rizh Jevels of cfficaey. Co,vc*felv,

the percerntags of clildren in ihe low category drcvc ed ot every
grade leved with orly 179 of tle ci hih grede subjects indica ting

-

low ciTicney. fTre weorceris e ol cH-Ac“"n in tho s ‘; i cavegory
re.ained essenlially tre sioe throlout the grades - envroxinately
e
‘_9‘/7,

The fivdingme of the precent 5 013y stand in siary contrasi to

those of the Imulnn and Derwis invesliration. Ar shown in Table 6
only 107, 10 125 of t e rrescnt study's Uifuh throash severih maede
sawple indicrted sk levela of efiicacy end LLlis drops 1o Le for
cig:th iracde rubjccv.. In «1dition, tv-;
e lev catepory tends lo dinercase ar.ong the older chi‘(rgw while
Just the orposite was found in tie Ia ?to: ana bienrdie stuty,
Tne sccord study to be co pored rore wus cyzﬁu:tco j5Y Ivo“s.39
Ls port of tris dInvestizatlion the political efvicuey levels of Flack
children fro. the i, .er city of Toledo were deteriined., .o recadlts
shoved that ameng the yoarser children in Lig sa-ple (Tiitn and ecinth
cradors) 305 frdicated low Luvels of efficiey, 41¢ were iu the nodiwg
e¢lfacacy ranry end 255 were in tle high cotecory. With f‘e older

2reenla, ¢ 0if eritdren in

children (severtl, cichih, ard ninth gragers) the rerorticn iu tie
low culepory decreescd to 2495 and there vere incruascs in tie
mediws and hirh eategorics to MG erd 304 respectively.

¥rile the findings of Llic presont investiration differ lenss

from tioose of the Lyons study thaen fron Licse rerorted ty Eastoun

and Dornds, doportant conilracts are epjarent. Lyous fow? 25 to

30 per cent of hils scuple indieating iieh levels of cifficocy while

in the present study tic percentares ir tle Ligh category ranced

froa & to 12 per cent. Lyons also fow.d thot with tie older crildren
the percenta;c indicating low cfficacy dccreas :d and tre perccentage
in the high calegory incrcased. Just the opposite was fouwud in

the present study.

)=,

Political Trust

Tidis area of invcstigatio is concerncd with the subjects
basic trust or mistruct orientation toward politics. Tre criterion
measure c:iployed was a five question index wihich asks rcspondents
to ratc the {overmment and political actors in terms of character-
istice such as hoacsty, covwpetency, and fairness. The foremat of
tiiesc quesiions caxz be seen in Apper.dix A.

As indicated by the data in Teble 7, page 25, the results of
tie total group aralysis snow no significent differences eong the
various groups tested. Therefore, in regard to political trust
the following null hyr.othescs were accepted:

1. No significant diffcrences at the .05 level exist

between urban and rural sudbjects.

2L




TABLE 7

Totzl Group A.2lysis of Vavinnce Suzmary Teble For
Hean Scores on the Polilical Trust Irdex

Source of Variance S3 DF S F
Jocotion

(Rural-Urban) 0.C03 1. 0.003 0.6k
Sex 0.017 1. 0.017 0.933
Gradc 0.139 3. 0.0h5 2.573
Location x Sex 0.072 1. 0.C72 3.974
Location x Grede 0.029 3. 0.007 0.376
Sex x Grade 0.05h 3. 0.010 1.008
Location x Sex x Grade 0.076 3. 0.025 1.403
Within Groups 0.865 L8. 0.018
Total 1.252 63.

*p .05

** p ,OL
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Sul Group Analyris of Voriance St ry T
Mean Scores o Lhe Political Trast Index

TABIE 8

¢

[ o
il

S8 DF 1350} F

Sex 0.030 1. 0.030 0.346
S5.L.S. 0.049 2. 0.025 0.280
I1.Q. 0.939 2. 0.h60 5.3510%
Sex x 8.¥.S. 1.275 2. 0.5633 7.283x%
S.E.S. x 1.Q. C.376 2. 0,105 2.1k
Sex x 1.4Q. 1.357 L, 0.339 3.87h*
Sex » S.2.8. x I.Q. 0.34h L. 0.0%5 0.982
Within Groups 1728 sk, 0.053
Total 9.098 T1.

¥ p .05

*» p 0L

&
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s and @l
3. No cigdifdicant differences el the .05 leovel cri ¢ between
childzmn in the fiTuh, sixth, severih, cor eiglih graées
The recalts of Lh2 sulprup anelrses prcn_”vcu in *“710 5, n“bc
26, show ti.e cricicnec of & 5 4. iflcast @32 "crence in rew. p011 ical
trusl rcores only bouveen swifo2ls in Lhe verlous I.Q. lovels.

e Tollowing Lippotherio reletive to political trase wis,
tiherciore, rejucied:

o signidicant diffcre. ces cuist between subjeets in the kigh,

nediwy or lev J.C. cavurorics

flso, tht Tolloving JvnouEC7
LeCCLC A

Hlo gignfijeunt differeaces el the .Y davel enist ?L ween

.
¢ velative to voliiiicul trust was

. 0

saojects in Lthe nigh, redint:, and lovw socincconon i~ sirata.
The data preacnied grephically in Iimire L, nubc no. Lllucirate

the diflererce i mzen political truast scores cceording Lo I.Q. s
show:r in the rooh e L‘CICSu lcvcl of »olitical trust vcecurs ano.g
those with the Lipnant 1.Q. ¢ level of trust drops shooply woong
sahjectls in the nediw: T.9. C‘ox Y, &nd arops sharply sgain for tlhose
in the Jov I.G. catopors,

Relurning, to ‘"r’c 8, ine data preneitcd there srov tvwo stelis-
e ly cignificant intere ct;odu, c. » ;;" vian sei and socicernncnde
stratan end one involvirg cex and I.Q. Fipaws &, page?ﬁf, endt 'lpaxe
6, 1age 50, show the graphs of thtre respeciive inloractions.

As Figure 5 illusirailes, bors in tuc nediun caterory .ndicatceA
u reletively birh Jevel of political {rust vien compared to boys iun
boeth the Ligh 2ud low socioccononic groups. v rontrasi, girls in
the nediwa sociocconoic level indlcated droiatically lower levels
of trust than girls in both the uprer and lowcr categorics.

In F igure O, i1 can be scen that the couparatively hipgh level
of trust LLulC.th by boys i the high 1.Q. group Jrops sharply for
boys in the rediun 1.Q. groupy and drors cven more shorply for boys
in the low I1.Q. category. VWhile ihe political trust levels of
girls in the high and nediwa I.Q. groups are quite similar to those
Tfor boys in the corresponding I.Q. categories, girls in the low I.Q.
group *oved o soxmewhat h;5b°* level of trust thoen boys in the
rediwn -.Q. catecory.

General Political. Trust Orientation

Yo obtain & picture of the degree of trust manifested by the
present research population, the analysis which folluws belew gives
a breakdown of the percentases of children within three categories
of political trust - high, medium, and low end cozpares thesc percen-
tages with the resulis from one other similer investigation.

The three levels of political truct were deter:ined by dividing
the contiruum between the lowest _ossitle wean score on the trust
index (1.00) end the bighest possible rean score (3.00) into the
following equal intervels: 1.00 to 1.66 - low trust; 1.67 to 2.3% -
mediwa trust; and 2.3% to 3.00 - high trust.

27




More
Politicel
Trust

LC’ S8
Pelitical
Trust

1.6. Level

Hich Mediuw Tow

Iniex Sczle:

FIGURE L

POLITICAL TRUST

COMPARISZON BY I.Q.




]

hsrae

Lorasttg

g

1.9

1..65

1080"

T .o <f

Platicenl

Trust ]..7‘3
Sociovcorncrice Strata ieh

}::ch ——
Girls ----

Index Sezl

S

medium Towu
1= Least polivical trust
3= Most political ti.st

FIGURE 5

POLITICAL TRUST

INTEFACTION OF SEX AND SOCIOLCONOMIC STRATA

29




dass ik Almgarrd

4

Pt

i < ‘ Mmiinaad JR— PR a— _— e

2.15

More
Political

Trust q\\
2.05

1.80 \\

1.75 \\

1.70 \\l

‘Less
1.6
Political 2
Trust
Tus 1.60
1.Q. Levels High Medium Low

Boys
Girls ----

Index scale: 1= Least political trust
3= Most politicel trust

FIGURE 6
POLITICAL TRUST

INTERACTION OF SEX AND I.Q.

30




The percenteges of this ctudy's total population which fall
into the various trust categories is presented in Teble 9,

TIBLE 9

Ievels of Political Trust
Totel Porulation
Low Fodaws Hien
257 5575 215

ornetan PR Ssand - Ro——

rithin 1he rediwn L
nearly cgually divided Letwween the high and lovw cateuories. This
brecldoun i essentially the serme for both rural and urhen smples.
Teble 10 shows the percentage of subjects within itrust colegories
according to location.

In Taeble § ihe date shos ilhat the rojority of subjectis fall
trust cadsegory with the reialnder of subject

-
bS]

[ e |

LSRN ]

TABLE 10

Levels of Political Trust
Percestere by Jocelion

st s ]

low Hedium High
- Rural UL 58% 18¢%
i V' { i
} Urban 27 ] 50 23

As Teble 10 illustrates, the largest proportion of both rural
and uwrban children are fourd in the medium trusi catesory while,
again, the rcmainder of subjecis is neerly equally divided between
the high and low castcgories.

Percentages of subjects in the various trust levels according
to grade are presented in Table 11.

TABLE 11

Levels of Political Trust
Percentages by Grade

Grade ~ Low Mediunm High
5 195 57% 23%
6 o7 52 21
7 34 L8 17
8 2L 53 23

With the cxception of the seventh grade saxple the data
presented in Teble 11 show a distribution of percentages which is
quite similar to that of the total population and urban and rural
sub samples.

Seventh prade children differ in that a considerably larger
percentage ol them fall in the low category than in the high
category.

é ”

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
C g




L Y'Y eatiaiand

The results of the present investigation appear to be generally
consistent with the findings of ore other study which focused on the
politicel trust orientation of Black children from a rorthern urben
center. This study, conducted by Lyons, found 2L of fifth and
sixth grade subjepts indicatiug law trast, L3% - mediuz trust, and
36% - nigh truct.tO*  The major cifferences between Lyons' findings
and those of the present investisation are in the hish and imedium
trust catepories. Where Lyons renorted 36% of his subjects in the
high 1:ast level end k3 were in the mediun level only 22% of the
present ctudy's fifth and sixth rraders indicazted high trust and 55%
indiceted nediun trust.

Lyons also reporied that of his combined sample of scventh,
cighth, and ninth greders, 265 indicated low trusi, 47¢ indicated
nediwa trust end 275 indicated ddgh trvst. The colined seventh and
eighth grade sammple in the prescent invesligation shov o falrly
gimiler distribution - 25% in the low cetegory, 5160 in the medium
category and 230 in the high calegory. Table 12 preseris & comparison
of the Lyons' findings and those of the present investigation
(referred to in the table as the "Florida Study").

PR sy oy

TABLE 12

Levels of Political Trust
Comparison of the Lyons and Florida Studies
: Low Hediua gh
Lyons Study
z Sth & 6th
graders 21% 43%

(93]
(o)
=

Florida Study
S5th & 6th
greders 26 55 22

F——

I Lyons Study
Tth, 8th & 9th
graders 26 L7 27

Florida Study
Tth, & 8th
proders 26 51 23

i

, ¥It should be noted that Lyons referred to his results as

| reflecting degrees of political cynicism rather than political
trust. However, the present study's political trust index and

. the political cynicisz index used by Lyons are essentially the

) same. TFor the purpose of comparison the present writer has
simply interpreted low political cynicism as high political

trust, mediun cynicisn as medium trust, and aigh cynicism as

lowv trust.

o
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Tre Lyons study also included a cozparison of Black end White
children's levels of political trust across tie EWTzA throush eighth

' graces. The results of this couperison si.oved thot the Dlack
§ childrea were :iuch less trusti"~ ot txe gover““csu thon VWhite
children. Lyons also found tint for Loth thc racial groups those

in hipis secbhool were disti.etly l“"s trusting of the poverrrent than
the younrer resters of thelr resnective sub sroups. lMowvever, the
level of trust for the fifth and sixth grade saple of Bluch children
vas as low as thal for Wiite ¢ rén in the senior birh school.
Beeccuse of the sirdlorities in irust levels fow.d anonge the
subject s of Lie prese st iﬂVCSLj?¢ulO” and th Blach children in the
Lyors study, it would appcar that the children surveyed in the
presert rescurch are also consideratly less trusting Lhun White
children. Tlis assw.es, of course, that tue Waite ciildron surveyed
Ly Lyons are renregestative of c.ch youn":ieru tlurouriout the

country. Tunls essusption anrears 1o bo substantioted in that other
researchers bave also i'ound the wWhite middle clas cnild to pe
decicdedly trusting in his political outlool. Hess «:.d Towrrey, for
cxa: ple, found a corparatively s 2ll percentace of their respoadents
(:0d2) childrer) indicating less than trusting attitudes toward those
who run for political office. +L Greenstein revorted tlat in his
survey of White children only ' 01c or two" rade statements sugresiing
politically cynical orientations.

P S st § Feacrbiar ey b eaugmed Seorpame §
[ % B3 |

et

I:inge of the Government

This area of investigation is concerned with the child's
general positive or negative orientation {oward the government.
The neasure evployed here was & seven item index which asks
respoaCents to rate the govermiert according to characteristics

such as power, fallability-infallability, protectiveness, and

knowledie. This index appears in Appendix A.

Results of the total group analysis are presented in Table 13,
vage 34. These results show that the only significant diffcrences
in inage of the governuent scores occurred among subjects in the
various grade levels. Thus the following null hypothesis relative
to the irmage of the government is rejected:

: No significant differences at the .05 level exist

among subjects in the fifth, sixth, seventh, or
eignth grades.

The following null hypotheses regarding the image of the govern-
nent are accepted:

l. fio significant differences at the .05 level exist

} betveen boys and girls.

2. No significant differences at the .05 level exist
between urban and rural subjects.

i Figure 7, page 35, graphically illustrates the difference in
mean image of tie government scores according to grade. From this
grapn it can be seen that children in fifth grade indicated the

} most positive image of the government, and this image becaze

[ Y

rotably less positive among sixth and seventh grade subjects.
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TABLE 13

otk

Total Group Aralysis of Varia.cec Suwmary Table For
Mean Scores On the Twre of tie Goverm-ent Index

Pt

Source of Variation 53 DF MS F
Location (Urbanr or Rurel) 0.033 1. 0.033 0.610
{ Sex 0.136 1. 0.136 2.48g
Grade 0.527 3. 0.176 3.201x
Location x Sex 0.050 1. 0.050 0.90k
r Location x Grade 0.351 3. 0.117 2.131
g Sex x Grade 0.232 3. 0.09% 1.716
Location x Sex x Grude 0.209 3. 0.C70 1.273
1
Within Groups 2.032 48, 0.055
Total 4,220 63.
*p .05
** p 0L
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While the eighth grazde group shewed a sorewha:t more positive image
than did the sevenih grade sutiecis, cighth graders hel a decidedly
less pesivive image of the governrent than either the sixth or
fifth grede group

Table 1&, pa gents tho data from the sud group analysis
relative to the imore of vhe goverient., These daba shouw a sirnificant
difference amonr subjiects in the varicus 71.0. croups and chow no

€

.

significant differences aceording 1o sociveconoric sirata. In rcla-
tion "o the inzge of re ent, therefere the following null
hypothesis is rejecied,
No significint differences au the .09 level exist
tetucen svi jects in the high, mediun, anld low 1.Q.
catecories, .
And, ke Tollowine null hypothesis is accepled;
Ne significany difrerences zt the .05 level exist
belueen cutijects in Lhe high, medivm, and low socio-
econanmic strata,
A graph 1lluctrating the difference between nean irzge of the
govermicnl scores according to 1.¢. level is precented in Figure &,
page 38. 1n this graph it can ve seen thal subjects in the high 1.Q.
group indicale a corpuratively high rating of the government, a
somewhat lover ratine is indicated vy the redium 1.G. grovp, ani
this raling drops shorply for those in the low 1.Q. cavogory.,
A significant interaztion of 1.Q. and sociceconconic straba is
also indicated in Table 14, A graph of this interaction in Figure 9,
age 329, sheus that the h'ghest sociocconomic group had a less positive
image of the govermnent than either the medium or low socioeconor.ic
groups. Tne high 1.Q. group, hLowever, indicated a corparatively high
regard for ihe governmeni, while the mean score cbilained by the rediunm
1.Q. group wus nearly the sare as that of the medium socioccononic group,
and the mean imnge score for those in the low I.Q. category is drama-
tically lower than that of any of the other 7.Q. or socioeconomic groups.

Pty

. ad

Generzl Positive - Negative Orieniation to the Government

The mean scores ovlainea oy tne various sub groups on the image
of the government index indicate that the present research population
does not see the government in a particularly favorable light. These
scores are listed in Tatle 15, page 40. The most positive mean
score possiole was a 1.00 and the lc.st positive score possible was
a 5.00. All but four of the scores listed exceed a mean of 3,00 and,
therefore, are closer to the least positive end of the continuum than
to the most positive end cf the continuum.

Image of the President

The concern in this area of investigation is with the subjects!®
positive-negative orientations toward the President. The primary
measure employed here was an eleven item index which involves
respondents in rating such things as the importance of the Presi-
dent's role, his leadership abilities, his pcwer, and his knowledge.
This index can be seen in Appeniix A, -
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AASSMENRE

Sub Group Arnelycic of Variance For

Meen Gcores On the Image of ihe Gover.oaent Indey

S.E.S.

I.Q.

Sex x S.E.S.
oex x I.Q.

S.E.S. x 1.Q.

Sex x» S.E.S. x I.Q. 0.804 L, 0.201 0.750
Within Groups 1. 433 sk, 0.268
Total 28.031 71

*p .05

¥ p ,01




[RIRSESTN

——

More 2.70

Poritive

Image 2.78 &
2,86 \

2.94 \\\\

Tesa 3.3h \\\

Positive
Imige 3.42

1.Q. Level High Mediwn Low

Index Scale: 1= Most positvive image
5= Least positive imege

FIGURE 8
IMAGE OF THE GOVERNMENT

MFAN SCORES ACCORDING TC I.Q.

38




g

P'%.‘

- ——

-

r—— ),

|

More
Positive _ _.
Inage celx

—

2.64

3.00 ot e )

Less 3.3 \\\

Pogivive Y
Imugre 347
I.Q. 2nd S.E.S. Levels High Medium Lew

I.Q. ———
S.E.S. =---

Index Scale: Most pogitive image

o)
Least pozitive inmuere

HEH

FIGURE 9
TMAGE OF THE GOVERIZENT

INTERACTION CF SOCIOECCLCMIC STRATA AND I.Q.




T

Truge of the Govermmert lcen Tndex
By Location, Graue, Sex, I.6., And Sociocconos

Variable Mean
Rural 3.050
Urban 3.00h
Grade 5 2.875
Grade 6 3.044
Grade 7 3.111

rade 8 3.078
Boys 3.073
Girls 2.931
High 1.0. 2,762
Medium I.Q. 2.987
Lovw 1.Q. 3.37h
High S.E.S. 3.131
Medium S.E.S. 3.004
Low S.E.S. 3.008

Index Scale:

1.00 - Most Positive Image
5.00 - Least Positive Image

Sceores
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Several interview items were also employed to gain further
data rclative fo tie subjestc' image of the President. The

respenses to these itenms are diso diccassed here.
Tra results of the total grony analysis are presented in
Teble 15, poge 42, Tne dslz in this teble show sipnificant differ-
ences i tre piean irag? of tae Pregident scoves of boys and girls
and of suhjecls in tho wvaricus gradée levels.
Tle follcring hywotavces relative to tie image of the President
are, therefore, rojocied:
1. ¥o significnit dififeronce at Lhe .05 level ~xists
betveen ooys and girls.
2. o significa.t diffrrence et tle .0F level coxisis
betlween subicels in tre various mede leels.
Alcgo, Llhe following hypollesis rclative to the image of the
Presicent is accepted:
No significent differcence at the .05 level exists
betvecn rural ard whvan susjecis.
Table 17 shows a couparison of boys' and girls' mean ratings
of the Prcsidoent.

>

)
“
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TABLE 17

Inage of the President
lMean Scores Accordin-~ to Sox
Y.ovs Girls
Mean Score 3.12 2.99

Index Scele: 1 - lost positive inage
2 = icast rositive image

Ags illustraied in the above table, girls indicatced & sicni-
ficantly nore positive rating of the President than did the boys.

Figure 10, page L3, includes a graph of the mean image of the
President scores for subjecis in the various grode levrels. This
greph shows that compered to subjects in the other prade levels,
f*fth ¢rade children indicated the most positive imapge of the Presi-
dent, and that the least pnsitive irage was indicated by sixth grade
subjects. Seventh graders indicated a somewhat more favorable
rezction to the President than did sixth grade students, but among
the eighlh grade group the image again 'roved toward the negative
end of ithe scale.

A significant interaction of the variebles gradc end sex is
also shown in Teble 16. This interaction is graphically illustrated
in Figure 11, page W4, Although there is a considerably less favor-
eble imege of tle Presicent indicated avong sixth grade girls, Figure
11 shows thet through the fifth, sixth, and seventh grades both boys
and girls foliow a sozmewnat similar pattern in their reactions to the
President. It is at the eighth grade level where the major difference
occurs. Here the girls' reactiorn to the President was &s favorable

b1
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TABLE 15

Total CGroup Analycis of Variance Swa-ary Table For
llean Scores on the I..are of the President Iadex
Scurce ¢f Variation 35 or oK F
Location (Urbu:-Rural) C.033 1. 0.033 0.815
Sex 0.251 1. 0.251 6.130%
Grade 0.784 3. 0.261 6.370%*
Location x Sex 0.03¢ 1. 0.039 0.546
Location x Grade 0.323 3. 0.108 2.627
Sex and Grade 0.655 3. 0.219 5.327%*
Location x Sex x Grade 0.032 3. 0.011 0.253
Within Groups 1.959 L8, C.0k1
Total 4.086 63.
¥p .05
** p .01
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as that of fifth graders while eighith grade boys' reactiorn was
decidedly urnfavorable.

Tre su» group andlsszs of rean irnge of the President scores is
presented in Teble 10, puge L5, As irdicaied in this toble, tiere
vere no significant differernces according to cocioccoronic strata.
Heitler vere tierc any sigaificent interactions of tle varicbles
included in thic analycis.® Tlc¢ follovwing two null Triotieses rela-
tive Lo lhe iuo:e of the rrecident are, therefore, accepied:

1. o sigdficii differences at the 0% level exist

bCUVvﬁx subjects in ihe hinn, medius, and low
socioeconoic strata,

2. No simmificant diifercnces ai the .05 level exist

betvween subjects in vie high, r:ediun, and lov 1.G.

categories.

To ¢min Turtres dota relntive to the research pooulations! imuge
of trhe President scveral interview ites were errloyed (see:  Inter-
vievw Scledule - Appensix A). Tre first of ticse was tie Tollovirg
queslion: In geuneral, whet kind of job do you thi.k the President
is Qoing? The responces to this question were placed into tne
following catcgorics:

l. Generally positive reactions - good, fairly rood, o.k., etc.

2. Gererally nerative reaciilons - not so good, ba , e could

do beiller, elc.

3. l4iddle Reaclions - so so, sone £ood, sore not good, ete.

L, Dor't kuow

Table 19 presents the perccatage of responses within tice various
respousce caiegories. As shown iun this lable, the largest percentage
of subjects responded with fevorable ratings of the President's role
perforance.

TABLE 19

In general what kind of job co you tninx the President
is doing? Per Cent of Responses Within Various Categories =
Tolal Interview Sa:mle

Generally Positive Middle Reactions  Gererally liegative  Don't Kuow

Lk L 165 34%

The pattern of response indicated by the total interview sample
vwas gencrelly maintaired among both boy and girl subjects. Table 20
shows the percertage of responses according to sex.

¥Tne reader will note trat a significant difference at the .01
level is indicated between boys and girls, while in the total
group analysis the difference was at the .05 level. This dis-
parity can be attributed to the difference in the nwiber of sub-
Jjects in each analysis - 707 for the total group arnd 303 for the
sub group. The findings obtained from the larger saple (total
group) are accepted here as the better estimate of sex diffcrences
relative to the President's inmage.

45




TALLE 15

Sub Group Analysis of Variance Sun ary Table For
Meon Scores on lhe T wre of tle¢ President Irdex

SS Dr MS F

Sex 1.0k 1. 1.0h1 8.2801%*
S.E.S. 1.110 2. 0.555 2.367
1.0. 1.061 2. 0.531 2.263
Sex x S.E.S. 1.217 2. 0.608 2.595
Sex x I.Q. 0.0k 2. 0.022 0.094
S.E.S. x I.Q. 2.007 L, 0.502 2.1k1
Sex x S.E.S. x I.Q. 0.600 L, 0.150 0.640
Witiin Groups 12.658 sk, 0.234
Total 20.636 71.

*p .05

¥ p ,01
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TABLE 20

In generael, whieti ind of job do you trnink the Fresident
is doinn? Per Cent ¢f Pornornes ceording to Sex
Generally 3 ¢ Gererally boa't
Positive et Negative Know
Eoys Lo ; 18% 33%
Girls L2 & 37

As cam be seen in Teble 20 voth coxes were essentially the save iun
their reilirgs of 1uo Fresidenc's role perior.arce. And, these ratings
were ouite sinidlor 1o thore offered by the entire interview saniple.

In corpuring rural a<d wrbes groups so.e £horp aificrerces are
appurcnt,  Tavle 21 shows the porcentage of responses in tte various

culegorics according to lozatio:..
TABLE 21
In peneral wkat kind of a job do you tlink the President

i X
is doing? ler Cent ol Rural and Urban Subjects Within
Responss Coterories

Generally Hiddde Generally Don't
Location roritive Reactions erative Kanv
Urvan 37 5% 335 330
Rural 61, 3 3 33

From the cdute in Teblc 21 it can be observed that a considerably
lerger percentege of rural children gave the President a positive
reting then did urten children, end the rercentaze of rural subjects
responding in the negotive was suietantially smzller thon the percen-
tege of urban subjects respondirg negatively.

Anotrer interview question used to guin information regarding
subjects' reaction to the President was tne following: Can you nare
something the Fresident is doing that you think is very good. (If
yes - whet?)

In response to this question of the 78 subjects interviewed 35
of them (45%) said they could name nothing good that the Presideat
vag doing. Of the reraining bl subjects 11, or 14% of the total
sariple, meationed ending the Viet Fam war as a good thing the
President was doing; 17, or 22% of the total, indicated that the
President was helping take care of the people in this country (he's
helping us, taking care of us, working for us); two respondents (3%)
raned taking care of necdy people ove.rseas, and the repninder (16%)
indicated a broad range of miscellaneous things which included
references to the President's speaking ability, fighting pollution,
and irying to keep taxes down.

The percentages of subjects who did and &id not nanc sonmething
"good" about the President's performance is shown in Table 16.
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TATIE 22

Car you nx.e somethiny the pProsident
you thinll is very good? Percentare of Re
Maning and lot Jueming Soacihivg "Good" -
Titervicy Saole

Lz ed

HY
4 rC
£z L

. 7

Ti-¢ perce.tuge brewhdown for
Tor the total irterview swie
t0 sci are vrecested in Tavle

Can ,cu nwwe conetnirg Lha Preside..
9}

you thinl is very gooc? c*nenuagc of
Lhoaving wne Dot Urdrd Soocthicge "Good"
Hored Lot Lawced
590 by
29 ;

As can be scen in Tablc 23 the percentage of boys viose responses
Tell in the "Hrewd” and "ot Nured" caterories were cquel to the
correspording percentases fo* the girls.,

In conirasy to boys and pirls, wrban and rural subjects differed
consideratly iu the per;c.vacc of respondente who did arnd 4id not
nanne sounething good avout the way the Preside:t perfomns his duties.,
Ls snown in Table 2 a much larger proportion of rural subjects thas
urben subjects identified whal they believed Lo be a vositi- ¢ act the
President was carrying out.

TARLE 24

Can you naue souething the Yresident is doi:y that you
think is very good'> Perceatage of Rural a.d Urban Subjects
Naning and Jlot Naming Soncthing the Presideat Is Doing Vell

Nemea Did Lot e
Rural T0% 30%
Urbax: LL N

Interview subjects were also asked if they could nane somethin
J &

they believed tle Presidexnt wa

not doing well.

If they arswered in

the affirmative they were ashea to state their criticism.

In resporse

to this question twenty-two subjects (20%) offered & criticism and the
remaining fifty-six ([29) steted they could not do so.

The criticisms stated fell into four ge.eral arcas plus a miscel-
laneous category. The most frequently mentio.ned area of disapproval
had to do with the Presideat's feilure to end the Viet llam Var
Seven of the children (% of the total sample interviewed) noted

48




¢riticisnus in this area., It is interesiing to recall trat in
response to the previous ilcn 14%% of the childayeu mentioned the
President's atiempis 1o end tl.2 wer as that which Le was doing woll.

Three of the children (L) criticized the Fresident for misuage
or poor use of lax nonics, asotler three (&%) viewed him as penerally
dishonest, and two (37%) sow Liui o5 Gisliking cr niswrealing Black
people. The erivicic s of Llo acuni ing sevin children () were
pleced in the nircelleraous coleogory. This calegors incluied com-
ments such ag; ke lakes too mach vine on T.V.. a lov of things, and
he doesntt belyp Lhe neody,

A compuarison of ¥ £ T boys a1 d cirls vho did and

. 3
ke Tresident is chownr in Table zs,

Cail you rase coneliineg ;01 ibint tht Irisitent 18 Lo
doing wellY Pexcenteges of Roy eud Girl Despoude.ts SToting
and ot Stating Critlic’ s s

Stated Criticisa Jo eriticisn
Doys 20, 725
Girle 6 4

Frow the datz in Teble 25 it can be seen thal only slizht differ-
ences were found to exist between the percenteges of Loys and girle
in regord Lo ecritiecisas ol the President.

Table &0 shows a cosmaricon of the yercentare of 1maal and urbean
subjects offering criticisme of the President.

- ”~
TABID 25

Can you nure sozcthing you think the rresidad is
Ilol Going well? Percentepe of Rural and Urban Subjects
Stoting and liot Sintinge Criticiens

Stated Criticaiem o Criticiem
Rural 8% 92%

Urban 21, 19

Vhen contrasting the percentages of rural and urban subjects
within the categories shown in Table 25 a considerable diffcrence
is apparent. The percentage of urban subjects who voiced criticisms
is distinctly larger than that percentage for rural subjects.

The following interview auestion was alsc used to obtain further
data relative to the subjects' perceptions of the President: If you
wrote a letter to the President about something you believed to bte
irportant would he care about what you had to say?

In response to this question fifty-two children (67%) indicated
that the President would care, twenty-one (27%) said he would not care,
and five (6%) stated that they did not know whether he would care or
not.

ERIC
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This general distribulio:n of responses e
and girle. Teble 27 shows the percentages of

1so held for both boys
g boys and girle within

the various recgponse categories.

TARLE o

-

you Lelicved Lo te imnoriust weuld 2
had to say? Pereontege oF Fovs end Girls Within Mescorce

Cutegories

- B - - F) - Y
If yov vrote @ 1oiser Lo tle rre:
)
r

Woulc Coyre Vioudd liot Cere Dent't hnow
oA Mt
Boys 6555 255 7%
Girls % Q0 5

Teble 23 shows the breckdown of responses for rurel and urban
subjects. As can be scen in Tuble 23 a great ragjority of the both
wrban and rural sabjects steloed thet the President vold care gbout
natters they believed to be important.

TIBLYE 28

1f you wrote e lelter to the President about coiething
ou belicved o be irportint vould he care about vhet vou
Y 3 d
had to say? Percentage of Respvorces Accordéing to Location

(Urban-Rural) —
Wowld Care ¥ould Lot Cere Loat't krow

Urban 61% 32% 7%

Rural T3 22 5

Some notevorthy differences between subjects! responsee on the
image of the President inder and responses to interview questions are
apparent.

One Cifference occurred in the urben and rurel compuarisons. There
wes no stalistically sigrnificant difference beiween urban and rural
subjects on the irage of the President index scores. However there werc
sizable percentage differences in the urban end rural childrens! T
intervicw questions regarding the Precsident.

To each of these three questions, a grecter percentage of the
urban children's responscs than the rureal children's responses were
indicetive of a negative rcaction to the President.

Another differcnce was in relation to rwal subjects general
evaluative orientation toward the President. The majority of rural
subjects' responses were those reflecting a positive reaction to the
President index which suggested a negative reaction. Responses on
the index had a nwicrical velve of one to five with one indicating
the most positive orientation toward the President. The mean image
score for rural subjects was 3.08.

The last difference in regard to the resilts of the interview
and of the image of the President index involved the reactions of
girls and boys. There was & significant difference between the mean

50




ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

w5 ard girls, but in regard to

inage of the President score X
Gl reenvage differences according

interviev itc s onxly very
to sex were dclberii.ed.

Tire 01~f:"c .cesc roted here right te att
fectors. Firct, becuuse the sl
in cooraricou to the myber resd
index ((3 Lo 07) it is quite vosciole
selecticd for ittervicey wvere ol traly re
recearc’ sanle,

Furteornnare, only four interview itec.s vere ¢erployed where
clever fve. s were included i the dimure of the President i..dcw.
Beeavse of tiie, the (6 tepped aomueh Larrove

s for

(S < o
r”’"c of 1ua¢’icn 1o ihe President ard this mey well zecoun
ieh @

s of bo
i Y
[T N - L™

rivuted to at least two
e intervievw sauple was sl
to ihe Lmace of the President
ihat by ciaee tie chiléren
erresentative of the total

e}

Genera) Posilive - T2 adive Or:o.u(thi o 1 Preeside: t
thd COTTN OL LLEACE D) U C vOTnous 8 iy { Toaa 0. Vhe dmage o*
J -

Iy v
the Iresident dadex wyopear to yefiect a gererally ngy wiiive orienteation
tounrd vl is poliitical fipgwe. Yicee scores are 1.
rage 50, As tihe most n0°itive irage sccore possit 2
the leest positive D.C0, it can be seen fro Table 2
nrjority of the means tended tovard the least positive o1 d of the
contliuon, Thcse *J atugs ere ot tolally councistent with resulis
of the irterviews but bhﬂpu ¢ the rmean dmnpe scores vexre odbbained
Iror & ruch larger sanple than were respeises Lo Lhe intorvieu ard
because the Liece inder called for a con51 eraily broader raige of
ratings than did the interviev items, the moan inage scores are
accepied nere a best indicator of overt.ll reaction to the
President.,
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Iirarre of ihe Policemen

Trnis areca of investigation focuses on the subjects' gereral
vositive-regative orientetio:n: to tie policernn., Tre :icasure employed
rere was an eleven itlc. index which involved recpondents in rating
the policeman according to the same criteria used to determine the
image o the Presidewt. These ratings were carried out in refcorence
to such things as the importaice of the policcan's role, his lnow-
ledge, vover, and leadership. The forenat of this index can be seen
in Appendix A.

Results of the total group analysis, shown in Table 30, page
53, iidicate significant differcnces between rural and urban suwbjectls,
boys and girls, ar? subjects in the various grade levels. Thus the
folloving null hypotheses relative to the image of the policeman
are rejected:

1. TIio significant differences at the .05 level exist

oetveen rural and arban subjects

2. llo sigrificant differences at the .05 level exist

between boys ard girls.
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Kean Index Scores by ociion, Grade, §
Ard Socio Teouo e Scrata

Variglle Peon
Turel 3.080
Urban 3.034
Grade 5 2.912
Grade 6 3.216
Grade 7 3.015
Grude 8 3.084
Boys 3.119
Girls 2.904
High I.Q. 2.84s5
Medium I.Q. 3.043
Low I.Q. 3.136
High S.E.S. 2.841
Mediunm S.E.S. 3.138
Low S.E.S. 3.0k6

Index Scale: 1
5

Most positive image
Least positive imag

e
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Toval Group Lo21sis of Voariance Sw

wary Tabl

sl ¢ Yor
Izan Scores ¢ tle Lioe of ihe Policc cox
oS Iy 'S F
Location (Urlav-Rural) 0.223 1, 0.223 NG

Locelion » Sex
Locatiem x Grade

Sex x Crade

Location x Sex » Grode

Within Groups

O.77h
0.369
0.001
0.0k6
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e +
R bijcets
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The cource of Wie ¢iffereace botween urion ond 1
car be scen in Tlole 1. Ao aiown Llerein the mcan score Ior tre
urktan s.ole i ool w1 Ligher (wore ositive) than the rean

|8
score for rarad subjeeis.

Liv.oe of ihe Yolice:an

LN (9PN ~ 4 3~ “ e d B
e Serces Feo 033 U0 ancatdc
e e — sl e
TRSEL LU S Lrian butjects
(43 . 7, s Lyes
Yooy -.J.,f_“ x, O ?.[7

Tracy ootics L -
-
fes

The diffcrc““os invoys' and glrls' inace of ihe yolico an is
etowvs in Teble 32. Tor girls, inis irage ir sigmifice. Xy (.ore
Positive than 1L 1s for boy s

TAPLL 32

Irnce of the Pollcwran
lcen Seoves fecordine to Sew

Foys Garis
Hean Score £ 0k 2.72

Irndey Seale: = Yoast Positive 1Lnce

i
5 = Irast Pozitive 1onre

Grade differences 3@ the in: ~e of the policeman wre pranhcd jn
Figure 12, nage 55. From this graph it cau be seen that the 1mz
of the policcian declines shazpl3 Trom f1fih 1o sixth grede, thu

H
irage for ceventi: graders is sorcvhat :iore positive thon for sixth
grade subjerts, and the least positive innge ocewrs wrong the cighth
grede sannle.
Siguificant differcices were also found betveen subjects in
the verious I.Q. catcporics bul no sueh difference was fow:d between
subjecis in ihe three cocioecononmic strata. Tavble 33, page 55, shows
the resulis of t‘c sub group analysis which included the I.Q. azd
socioeco.:omic veriables. iiene results indicate the rejection of
the followirg null Liypothesis velative to tne irage of the policenan:
o sigrnificant differcrees at the .05 level enist
betweern children in the high, mediwn, axnd lov I.Q.
categories,
Ard, the following mull hypothesis relative to the policeman's
image 1s accepted:
No siguificant differe:ces exist at the .05 level
between children in the high, umediwa, ard low
socioecoromnic stratz.
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Suo Group A 2loir
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Source of Variciion 53 v 15 r
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Sex 2,352 1. 3.532 21.571% #

Sex = S.E.S. 1.672 2. 0.635 L 705
Scx X 1.Q. 1 3

S.E.S. = I1.0Q. L. k39 b, 1.110 6.2l
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A graph siowing the ¢ifference ln ngan scores for the various
Qe grovps is precented in Flgpas 13, page S7. A shown tlereln
he innge of the volive.nn is 1.e rowt positine Tor childron i the
igh I.G. ca»‘;ul A o e for trose in Vre nediv.
J.

oh 1
GQO C,‘:O‘b‘p, { 1(\»
S i

02 cosvinuun for riaren 1. I Ge Groun.
Four siygnific ' = 2lce veter-dired i the prosont
sub groun analys
Strate.

3. X4
i Shrata w I.0.

A graph of and soTlioCedoaic sirtta
ayysurs in Fiar sis Thgore 11 canl Lo seen
1hab tre cf'ofu ~ for voyo in enser Lially
1ne roverse of Lors dn lhe Pigh sollocrone.iis
slrate cuterory ive dn thedr Lozze of e
policerss, gir ite 3 i this yregowi.  Ta the 1edium
szelocooronic cavegnry the inn~e for girls Gintindchns soue while
boys it Lhis economic proun rove alarply woverd the pusitive viev
of tho policezan. Lolfng in the lov gcoclozcano.ac status apprars Lo
affect tle policeman's imese .ogatively 4 bova bul positively for
cirle.

3 ted in Pigure 15, puge

2ae dntersction of sex and I.Q., rrescnted in
50, shous a graducl declite in girl ! “ )
nigh Lo the loa 1.0, cotegovics. Aw, alihough ihe boys stoved a
sinilar deelile fronm the high Lo mediun I.Q. grouns, beys in Lhe
lov calerory Werd dran~tlcally lcﬁv wesitive i thedr view of ihe
IoliCPxﬂu than boys in the wpor wo I.%. LrouLs.

The third interaction, thal of I1.¢. apd socioccenorile sirate,

4

¢ of the policenna Tron the

is graphed in Figure 15, pace u]. a5 "b0u; there, the 1 avc of tnﬁ
policeman declires sharnly acrcss the high to low I.Q. diucnsions.
Fer scelocconemic lovel, honovcr the nediwn and low Clv;ya i.dicated
a counsicerably rore r051tive image of the policeman than chitldren ia
the Ligh socioecconomic strata.
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The Toarih simuificant interac involved all three of the
riables incl“dcd in the sub group enalysis - sex, Y.Q., and
job! 2

sociocecconoxzic strate., Figure 17, e 62, illustraetes this inter-
action in grsynlcal form. YPorhaeps the nost outst

th

S

r.ding result slovn

-
ia the greph ic that for girls the imarze of ine policcma: becarie
crogcs the nigh to low I.Q. and socioecononic

gererall:s less pocitive ac
egories, wiile therc were nearly oprosing f’eczs of 1.G. and

image vas considerably nore positive anong
low sociosccouoric strata than for those in tihe high secicgconornic
group. The policeran's image indicated by bors in the verious I.Q.
l"“*l tovever, becare less positive across the high te low
egorle .

[
socioecoromic strata on the boys' image of the policeraan. TFor boys,
e :nose in the medium and
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Gererzl Positive - llerative Orienvation to ihe Policeman

o

Tre findings of wids investization indicate that the present
research population is gencrelly posicive in iheir view of the
policeman, All but one .Ea: score obtained by the various sub
groups on ne irzce of the voliceman indexn were closer to the rost

positive rather ithan leact positive e..d of the continwwet. From

Table 3k, pege Ok, it can be ccen tlat the ouly mean closer to the
score of 5.00 (the lcasi posilive score vos 51blc) vas obtained by
childreca in the low I.C. grouw.

ot orly i the roliceuan an avvarently positive figure in the
politiczl world of the irescnt roscarch population but he appears
to be ar especially sig.ificant political ovject when considerins
the subjects' reactions to the govermment and the President. Only
four sub grouns had mean scores on the imepe of ihe President index
wiich reflected positive orientations and the same nwrber of sub
groups had similer mean scores on the image of the government index.
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Image of the Policeman lean Index Scores
By Location, Grade, Sex, I.Q., and Sociceconomic Strata

Index Scale:

TARLE 34

Variatle Mean
Rural 2.887
Urban 2,768
Grade 5 2.609
Grade 6 2.924
Grade 7 2.842
Grade 8 2.936
Boys 2.938
Sivis 2.718
migh T.4. 2.702
Mediunm 1.Q. 2.779
Low T.Q. 3.164
High S.E.S. 2.949
M=diun S.E.S. 2.827
Low S.E.S. 2.869
1 - Most Positive Image

5 - least Positive Image
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Efficacy Reactions to the Federal, State, and local CGover.zents

The prizary task in this area of investigation was to determine
whether subjects perceived the local, state, or Federal goverrnent
as that agency which best sustains snd fosters the citizen's efforts
to be politically efficacous.

The measure used here is aa extension of the poliiicel efficacy
index employed previously in tiis study. This index was revorded so
that the subject was asked to indicate whether the Federal, sate
(Floridn), or local goverrmeat (Jacksonville or Alachua County): (1)
cares most about wrat his family thinks, (2) is nost likely to give
citizens a chance to be heard, (3) would be most likely to provide
help for his family, (L) is the easiest to change, and (5) does the
most for his family. The foremat of these questions can be seen in
Appendix A.

To determine which level of goverrment was most highly regarded
the percentage of times each of the governments was chosen over the
other two was cortuted. To determine whether the various sub groups
differed significantly in their choice of governments, the chi square
test was applied.

Several interview items were also used to gain information
concerning the subject's efficacy reactions to the various levels
of government. The responses to these items are also discussed here.

The percentage of times each level of government was chosen as
"best” by the entire research population is shown in Table 35.

TABLE 35

Total Group Efficacy Reactions to Three Levels of Government
Percentage of Times Each Level Vas Chosen Over the Other Two
Governmental Level Federal State Local

31% 27% hog

From these percentages it can be seen that for the entire sample
local government is rost highly rated in terms of efficacy while there
are decidedly lower and only slightly different ratings between the
Federal and state governments.

This apparent high regard for the local government is also fournd
in both the urban and rural groups, but is considerably stronger
among urban subjects. Table 36 illustrates this difference.

TABLE 36

Efficacy Reactions to Three Levels of Government
Percentage of Choices For Urban and Rural Sarmles

Governmental Level Federal State  Loceal
Urban 29% 26% 1A
Rural 3k 29 37
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By epplication of the chi square test it was found that the
rural-wpar differences egre sigrificant at the .01l level. Thus in
regard to efficacy reactiorns tc goverrnent at the Federal, state, and
local levels the followirg null hypothesis is rejected:

llo significant difference at the .0l level exists
between urban aad rural subjects.

A comparison of boys' a:nd girls' efficacy reections to the
verious governments also shiows thet {he local apgency was most
frequently chosen as better than the state and Federal governrents.
The percentcge of choicec accoxding to sex is presented in Table 37.

TABLE 37

Efficacy Reaciions to Three Levels of Government
Percentage of Choices According to Sex

Goverrmental Level Federal State Local
Boys 25% 28% L2g,
Girls 32% 26% Lod

As shown in Table 37 the differences in the choices of boys
and girls is slight and these differences were not found to be
significant when submitted to the chi square test. The following
null hypothesis relative to efficacy reactions to three levels of
goveranent is, therefore, accepted:

Mo significant differences exist at the .05 level
between girls and boys.

Differences across grade levels were also found to be minor,
and, again, within each grade level the local government was most
highly rated. The percentage of choices according to grade level
are presented in Table 33.

TABLE 38

Efficacy Reactions to Three Levels of Government
Percentage of Choices According to Grade Level
Federal State Local

8th grade 31% 25% L,
7th grade 31 27 L2
6th grade 33 29 38
5th grade 30 26 L

When tested by chi square no significant differeince across grade
avels was determined. Thus in regard to efficacy reactions to the
ree levels of goverrment the following hypcthesis is accepted:

No significant differences at the .05 level exist
between subjects in the fifth through eighth grade
levels.

For subjects within the various I.Q. categories there proved
to be a considerable difference in efficacy reactions to the three
goverrnents. The percentage of choices by the high, medium, and
low I.Q. groups appears in Table 39.

66




L ]

TABLE 39

[y

Efficacy Reaction to Three Levels of Govern:ent
Percentage of Choice fccording to I.Q. Ievel

$ g 4

I.Q. Level Federal State Locel

High 25 26% lises
] Medium 32 26 43
: Low 37 27 37

The data in Table 39 show that the rercentage of times children
chose the local government increcased considerably from the low to
high I.Q. groups, just the reverse vas true in regard to the Federal
. Government, ard the percertage of tizes the state governnent was
i chosen was virtually equel among those in the three I.Q. levels,

. Also, with the exccption of childrer. in the low I.Q. category,
local government again wes most highly regarded in terns of efficacy

L |

i rating. When tested by chi sguare the differences indicated by the

i subjects in the various I.Q. groups proved to be significant at the
.05 level. Thus the following hypothesis concerning efficacy

i reactions to the three ievels of government is rejected:

I No significant difference at the .05 level exists

betweer subjects in the high, mediun, or low I.Q.
categories.

Efficacy reactions by the subjects in the three socioecononic
strata also favored the local level of goveranent, but some sharp
differences were apparent. The percentage of times each level of
government was chosen by the various socioeconomic groups is presented
in Table hLo.

g b

ot smione

Efficacy Reactions to Three Levels of Government
; Percentage of Choices According to Socioeconomic Strata
I S.E.5. Levels Fedexral State Local

|
; TABLE 40 : ‘
i

High 17% 29% 5k
Medium 26 26 L8
| Low 33 27 40

From a review of the data in Table 40 it can be seen that the
children in the high socioecononmic category see local goverrnment in
5 & much more favorable light than either the Federal or state agencies.
It is also interesting to note that the proportion of times subjects
; from the high socioeconomic group chose the Federal government over
5 the other two was extremely low. Of all the sub groups - grade level,
I.Q., rural, urban, boys, girls, and socioecoromic strata - only those
in the high socioeconomic category chose the Federal goverament a
? smaller percentage of times than the state government. |
: The differences between the various socioeconomic sub groups,
when tested by chi square proved to be significant at the .0l level.
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This finding indicates the rejection of the foliowing hyvothesis
concerning efficacy reactions to the various govermments:
o significant differences exist at the .05 level
betveen subjects within the high, mediun, and low
socloeconomric strata.

Three interview ilers also rrovided some information regarding
efficacy reactions to the varicus levels of goverrment. In this
case the reactions were to goverimient officials at the Federal, state
and local levels, namely: the Presidert, the governor, end the
county cormissioners or zajyor. The questions employed were stated as
follovs:

*¥L. If you wrote to the President abont something you believed to
be important wculd he care about what you had to say?

2. If you vrote to the Governor of Florida about something you

believed to be irmportant would he care about what you had
to say?

*¥*3, If you wrote to the Mayor of Jacksonville/your Alachua
County Cormissioner about something you believed to be
inportant would he care about what you had to say?

In regard to these items it was assumed that a "yes" answer
indicates & belief in the responsiveness of the governmental official
in question. The percentage of "yes,” "no," and "don't know" responses
for the entire interview saaple are presented in Table 4l.

TABLE 41

If You Wrote To The President/Governor/County Cormissioner or
Mayor About Something You Believed to Be Important Would He
Care About What You Had to Say? Per:entage of Responses for
Entire Interview Sample

Would Care Yould liot Care Don't Krow
President 67% 27% 65
Governor 58 13 23
Local Official 5k 10 36
(Coumissioner

or Mayor)

Perhaps the most interesting - spect of the data in Table 41 is the
large percentage of those who were undecided as to whether the state
and local officials would or would not care. VWhile ornly a small
percentage of respondents did not know whether the President would
care about their concerns, the percentage who did not know whether the
governor cared increased sharply and became even greater in reference
to the local official.

- ¥The reader will note that this interview item was also considered
in the discussion of the image of the Presidert.
**Rurel children were asked about their (Alachua) county cormis-
sioner, and urban children were asked about the Jacksonville
meyor.
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When controlling for location - urban axd rural - the petiern of
responses established by the entire interview sample is gererally
mairtained. A comparison of thess percentages according to loration
are presented in Teble 42,

TABLE L2

If You Wrote a Letter to the Prcsident/Governor/County
Corrnissioner or llayor About Sorething You Believed to Be
Lwortant Would He Care fvout l2at You tad to Say?
Percentape of Responses fecordinrs to location

Would Care wouléd Iiot Care Doa't Inow
President Urban 61% 32% 7%
Rural T3 22 5
Governor Urban 62 16 22
Rural sh 12 34
Local Official
Urban g 8 38
Rural 54 12 34
(¥ayor or County
Corriissioner)

A comparison of the percentage of responses according to sex is
presented in Table 43. From the data shown therein, it can be o:served
that for both boys and girls the President is more frequently seen as
responsive than the officials at the state and local levels., Also,
there is sizeable percentage of both boy and girl subjccts who were
undecided abtout the responsiveness of state and local officials.

This percentage is particwlarly large for girls in relation to the
locel official (lMayor or County Cormissioner).

TABLE 43

If You Wrote A Letter to the President/Governor/County
Cormissioner About Souething You Believed to Be Important
Would He Care About What You Hzd to Say? Percentage of
Responses According to Sex

Would Care Wouwld llot Care Don't Know

President Boys 65% 28% 7%
Girls 69 26 5
Governor Boys 53 15 27
Cirls 58 13 30
Local Official
Boys 61 15 2l
Cirls L8 5 18

(layor or County
Corissioner)

Differences betweenr boys' and girls' reactions to the three
politicel figures can also be seen in Table 43. A rmch larger
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roportion of boys than girls relieve tha% the locel officizl would
care esbout their concerns, a larger percenteg of boys than giris
also believed that the local official would ro: care, a2=d & much
szaller percentage of boys then girls felt they ¢id ro: know whether

this official would carec.

The findirgs relative to the three intervicw itenms discussed here
appear to be sorevhat inconsictent with the firdinzs of the efficacy
reactions to threc levels of govormment. 1In reaciion to the govern-
rents, the local agency was concistently chosen as betier than the
Federal and state governrents. . Zowever in the interviews, the
President was seen as mere responsive tran the Florida State Coverwor

t
or the local oificial - either the ncyor or county comiissiorers
Furthernore, the percenfaze of rcsdcndents vino believed i ca
official would care about their ccacern wes sualler than the sane
percenvages for the President and Governor.

The diffcrence between the size of the iaterview sample (51=73)
and the survey population (Ii=707) musi, of course, be recognized as
an jmportant lirmitation when corparing the efficacy rea-tions and
the interriew responses. However, the resulting diffcrences,
especially in regerd to the Federal government and the President,
suggest that the subjects may see the individual Federzl official
(the President) as "reachable” but the nore abstract and distant
Federal Goverrment as inirectable and unrcesponsive.

Another contrast in the results of the efficacy reacticns and the
responses to the three interview items was found betweern urban and
rural subjects. In the efficacy reactions rural children chose the
U.S. government over the other two a much greater vercentage of times
then &id urban cnildren, just the reverse was truc for the local
goverznent, and there was essentizlly no difference between the two
groups in the proportion of times they chose the state government.

In response to the interviews, however, high percentages of rural and
urban children felt that the President, Governor and local officials
would be responsive to them. For urban children, then, the President
appears to be more tractable, or at least more responsive, *han does
the governmental level he represeants.

Political Trust Reactions to Federal, State, and Local Government

Perceptions of the comparative tructworthyness of Federel, state
and local governrments were the central concern in this area of
investigation. The measure used here is an extension of the trust
index discussed previously in the present study. This index was
revorded so that the respondent was asked to indicate whether the
Federal, state (Florida), or local (Jacl'sonville city or Alachua
County) government: (1) has the smartsst people; (2) does the best
Jjot of berefifving all the people it is supposed io serve; (3) is
the most honest; (L) is least wasteful cf the tos money it gets;
and (5) can be most trusted to Go what is right. The foremet of
these questions can be seen in Appendix A.
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deternine waich level of goverrxent was most trusted, the
ege of i:es each geverrment was chosen over tke other two
was corputed. The test of chi squa.e was used to cdetermine whether

<,

grnificant differcrces tetieen the various Sub groups
t reactlions to the three levels of government. The
tines Thiz ¢ *lre researcen samdle chose each level of
. 5overn:en as "better” than tile otier two is showm in Tavle Lk,

s of Covernment

Tocal Group Truct Renctions 1o Tnrce Level
a cen Over the Other Two
200

- - ..- -e p
Percentare of Tinmes Tuch Lavel Vas Cro
Is)

Coveriiiental ilevel Federal Sta iocal
&7 2~er 3%
The data in Table 4k indicate that the subjects percei wed the
Federal govermnient as con side:¢bly more trustworiny than either the
local or statec govern:zents, and the local a,o’\rc*-z*.::enz w2s apT *ently

seen as somewn2t more deserving cf trust than the state eggency.
Wnile the pattern of response for the entire recearch population
also hkolds for urban ~bjects, a édifferent distribution occurre
e-oy rwrel children. Table 45 presents a comparison of the percent-
age of times the urban and rural crhildren chnose the various
governments,

TABLE L=

Political Trust Reacliors to Three Levels of Goverament
Zercenvase of Crhoices Fer Urban and Rural Samnles
\ Coverr—ental Level Federal State Iccal
Jrban Lhe 23p 33%
Raral 50 26 s

t can be seen in Table L5 that for rural children the local
govermient was least trusted, the state govermment was accorded
slightly zore trus* than tihe local agency, and the Federal level
was notedly higher ‘a1 trust rating than the other two goverrments.
Urban children, however, rateé the local governrent considerably
higher than ihe s‘2%2 governm:ment and ealthough the Federal government
was the nosv favi-ed in terms of trust, the urban children appeared
to be distinctly less itrusting o the Pederzl agency than are rural
childrex.

By application of the chi square test it was found that these
rural-uria: differences vere sigmificant at .05 level. Therefore
the follcwirg ..uii Iy pothesis concerning trust reactions to three
. levels of jcverzment is rejected:

10 significant c;f;erenbes exist at the .05 level
between rural aad urban subjects.
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A reviev of toys' and zirls' trust reactions to ithe verious
e Fede ney

governmental levels also shnws that th
frequently ckosen over the other iwo. Table kS
Dercentage of crhoices according to sex.

o

P - o
L2l Levels ol

Percerntore of Cho

apency vas
e
v

cormpares

Covernment

fccordin~ to Sex

IR
(]
[§}

-
Goverimenial Level eqerel Steze
Boys b5 25%
Girls L5 23

Loczl
3%
20

- - - - ~
The percenteges, as sihown in Tadle 45, are

only slightly

different for girl and boy subjects, and when sutmitied to the chi
square test the diff>rences were nol found to be significant., In

regard to rolitical tTrust reaciions to th
therefore, the following nudl hypotrhesis

2D

e
i

~

three levels of governzment,

si
o significant difference exists &t the .05 level

between boys and girls.

Tnen controlling for gracde level the prozortion of choices
inéicate, zgain, thkat the Federz2l jovernment was rated moct high

O

in terms of poiitical trust. There were, however, son> important
differences across the grades. These differexnces can be seen in

Teble 47,
TARLE &7

Political Trust Reactions to Three Levels

of Governzent

Percentzge of Choices Accordinz to CGrade Level

Goverrmental Level Federal State
th grade 50% 25%
Tth grade L7 27
6th grade 50 23
Sth grade L1 21

Local
2l
27
28

38

o

The most apparent difference across the grades is the trust
reaction to local govermmernt. ihile fifth grade children chose
local govermzent over the other two 33% of the time this percentage
dropped continuously to a low of only 24% for eighth grade subjects.
A reverse trend is seen in regurd to the state governuent, but here
the differences in percentage are relatively slight. These percent-
eges range fron a low of 21 to a kigh of 27. Also, the percentage
of times fifth grade children chose the Federal govern—ent as the
nest trustworihy is decidedly lower than the percentage of times

sixth, seventh, and eighth grade chiléren chose
govermment.
Through application of the chi square test

this level of

the differerces

across grade levels were determined as significant at the .Cl level.
Thus the following null hypothesis coacerning political trust
reactions to three levels of government is rejected:

72




No significant difference exists at the .05 level
- between subjects in the fifth, sixth, seventh, or
eighth gracde levels.
The Federal goverzment was also riven a commparatively high
trust rating oy children in the high, mediwn, and low I.Q. categories.
The percentose of choices by sibiacts in these various I.Q. gro s

Lo

eprears in Teble 40.

TABLE L3

Trust Reactions to Trree Ievals of Goverr—ont
Percentzge of Choices According o 1.9Q. Catezcries
Goverr—enial Ievel Federal State Local

Eigh I.Q. 53% 215 25%
Mediua I.Q. kg 25 7
Lov I.Q. L7 23 30

Although the
there is a slignt » the npercentage of times trhe Federal
- Governnent was chosen, this governmestal agency wos apparently secen
as considerably more tristworthy than the other two levels. And,
egaln, the local govermzent was somewnat more trusted than the state
. government. Ilo significant differences vere found beiweer trese
: I.Q. groups according %o the chi square test. Thus the Icllowing
ndl hypothesis regarding trust reactions to three levels of
governzent is eccepted:
lio significant differences exist at the .05 level
between suvjects in the high, medium, ané low I.Q.

-

categories.
Sozewbat similar trust reactions were also ipdiceted by chilédren
} in the various socioeconomic strata. Teble 49 shows the vercentage

of choices according to ecoromic group.
, TABLE Lo

Trust Reactions to Three Levels of Goverp—ernt
i Percentare of Choice According to Sociceconcmic Strate

Governzenteal Level Fedexral tate Local

High S.T S. Ls54, 21% 344
i Yediuz S.3.3. 42 25 33
) Cow S.E.S. 18 oh 23

o}

The vercentage of choices rpresented in Table LG show a pattern

) of distribution wkich indicates that across all three economi: Sroups
there was decidedly more trust accorded the Federel goverazent than

) either the state o local goverzments. Also, as in the case »f most
} other sub groups, sutjects in all three _comomic categories rased

the local government as the second most tiusiworthy agency &nd the
state governmeat as that vhich is epparently to be trusted ihe least.

. ———
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When subzitted to the chi sguere test the differerces across
econoxic groups were not fowld to be significant. The following
null hyvolhesis relative to trust reactions to the Federal, s ue,
end local governxen‘ was, therefore, accepted:

Ilo significant diffcrences at the .05 level exist
between subjects in the high, mediwn, or low
socioeconorric sirata.

Positive - llerative Reuctiorn w0 Federal zné Iocal Goveronent --
Resvonses of ur‘e“v;ey Soooile
ceral ioiervied questions provide rore data
Y ct ons to different levels of government.
In this cacge b ~te:s rcferr:‘ only to the Federal and local
govermiients,
Two of these questions were stated as follovs:*
1. In general, vwhct kind of job do you think the U.S. Govern-
ment in Vashington, D. C., is doing?
2. In general, what iind of job do you think the Alachua
Counvj/Ja»ksonVﬁlle City Covermrent is doing?
The responses were divided into four catepories:
1. Generally positive - good, fairly gocd, okay, etc.
2. Generally negative - not so gecod, poor, vad, they could do
betvier, etc.
3. Middle Reactions - so so, sometimes good and sometires tagd,
the kind of job they usually do, etc., and
k, Don't know.
The percentage of responses relative to the Federal (U.S.) and,
local (Alechua uoa.tj/ch“son.-lLe City) governments are shown in
Tzble 56 and 51, respectively.

The regno scs to

TABLE 50
In general, what Lind of a job do vou think the U.S. Govera-
nment in Washington, D.C. is doing? Percent of Responses
Within Varicus Ccterories - Total In te*vicv Sarple
Generally }Migdie Generally Don't
Positive Reactions llegative now

bz 1% 13% 32%

*¥These guestions appear in the interview schedule included
in Apvendix A.
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TABLE 51

In generel, what kind of job do you think the Alachua County
Jacksonviile City Goverr=ent is doing? Percent of Resronses
Within Verious Cate~ori2s - Total Interview Sirml

Cererzlly ticddle Genrerally Doa't
Positive Reactions Negalive Know .
33% 8 9% 50%

As irdiceted in Tadles
of children indicate: tive =ses to tlhe Federal zovern-ent
than to the local agcncy. Also, there seemed to be rore uncertainty
in recard to goverrzent al tie locgl level than at the Federal level
as SO% and 23% of the responses to these respective goverrments fall
in the "don't know" category.

When controlling for locztion the largest propvortion of the
responses, agein, are found in the "reneralliy faverable" erd "don't
know" categories. Table 52 vresents a coxparison of the percentaze
of responses for urbaz and rural samples in relation to both the
local arnd fede.al goveruments.

50 and 51 a roticeably lergzer percentage
] by cnse
2

TABLE 52

In generel, what kind of job do you think the U.S. Govern-
pmerd in Weskington, D.C./A2cchua County/Jacksonville City
Covern:ent is doiug? Percentage of Responses According to

Location
Generally Middle Generzily Don't

Federal Governnmert Favoratle Reaction llegaiiv: Kaow

Rural Leg 15% T 32%

Urban 43 5 19 33
Local Government

Rurel 29 12 s S5k

Urbtan 33 3 14 he

The deta in Table 52 appear to indicate that within both urban
and rural sacples the Federal governmer: is =ore highly regarded

than the local goverrrert. These groups also indicated a considerable
amount of uncertainty rezarding tre xind of Job the two governmuents
are doiang as evidenced by the large percentege of "don't kmow"
resporses. The greater uncertainty, however, appears to be in
reaction to local goverr=eat as tre rercentage of "don't know"
responses concarning this goverment were considerably larger than

the correspordiag percent ges relative to the Federal level.

The percentages of the verious respenses according to sex are
coxpared in Table 53. In this teble the pattern of resporse is
generelly sinmilar to that of the total, rural, and urbar interview
sazples. Again, for both sexes the percentvage of generally favorsble
reactions to the Federal governmernt was higher than the percentage of
favoravle reactions to iocal government.
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TAZLE 53

In general; vhat kind of job do you thiniz the U.S. Governvent
in Washington, D.C./ lachun County/Jacksonville City Government
is doing? 2Percent of Resnonses Lecording to Ser

Geonerally 1licdle Gencrelly Doa't
Federal Govern:zent Favorable Response Zegative Kaow
Girls ©53% ‘15% &% 25%

Boys 37 5 18 39
Local Government

Girls 35 10 3 5

Bors 31 5 16 L8

by

he
de
T

previous cases, the percent of @'t know"

response was considerably lerger in reference o govermmernt at the
local levcl then at the Federal level. Boys ard giris differed
little in regard to local govermment, but in the ratings of the
Federal governuent girls were apparently more Tavorebly disposed
than are boys.

The following intervicw itcms ere also used to gain further
informa*ion about the respondents' reactions 4o local and Federal

fa

MAso, as in t

*¥L. Can. jyou nave something you thirk the U.S. Governrent in

Vashington, D.C. is doing that is very good? (If yes, what?)

2. Can you nemc somethin, you think the Alachue Cowr 7/
Jacxsonville City governmen* is doing thot is very good?
(1I£ yes, what?)

3. Can you nare something you think the U.S. Govermnent in
Washington, D.C. is not doing very wcll? (If yes, what?)

L. Can you name sonething you think the Alachua County
Jacksonville Cily government is not doing verr well?
(I£ yes, what?)

A corparison of the percentage of respordents who named and did
not name something "good’ ebout the Federal government's performance
~d the percentase of subjects naming something “good” .n referernce

-0 their local government are cozpared in Table 5Sk.

TABLE 5L

can you usme sozmething you think the U.S. Government in
Washingion, D.C./Alechua County/Jacksonvilie City Government
is doing that lz very good? Percentage of Respondents
llaming ard ot Hesiing Souething "Good” - Total Interview

Serdnle
llamed Did Not liaze
Federal Government 53% k74
Local Covern:ent s 60

*See interview scaedule 4Lppendix A.

76




b

o o . v P

L r————

——e o

—

o ——

E

Q

RIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Al

This comparison show that positive cowmments regarding the
performance of the Federel government are more reed:ily elicited
than are similar remaris relative to local govermrent.
The "good" things named by the respondents in yeference to the
Federal government ranged widely. However, a few groups of generally
sinmiler comments éid emerge. Fifteen children, or 199 of the total
interview sample, named helping vec,..., giving us help, or just
"helping” as sometiing good teing done by the Federal governnent.
Seven children, or 9% of the total, made responses which irdi-
cated thet the goverment was Coing & good job in the Viet liane
liar. Other corrents included *he following:
... three praising the Federal government for welfare (5%)
«++ two stating that the Tederal go ermment was doing a
good job of keeping law and order (3%)

s+ ty0o naming the Federal Housing Progren as a good thing.
(3%)

++. tuelve niscellancous corments vhich included such things
as: fighting, pollution, getiing jobs for people,
keeping schools runnirng well, and helping with peace and
freedom (15%).

When controlling for location, a~ain the percentage of subjects
naning something good is considerably higher in response ‘o the
Federal Govermment then to the local government. These percentages
are shown in Table 55.

TABLE 55

Can You Neme Something That You Think the U.S. Goverrment
In Washington, D.C./Alachua County/Jacksonville City
Goverrmert Is Doing That is Very Good? Percentage of
Responses For Urban eand Rural Subjects

. lNaned Did Hot licume
Federal Government
Rural 51% hog
Urban 54 L6
Local Goverrment
Rural yh 56
Urban 35 65

In Table 55 it can be seen that for both urban and rural groups
the percentages of response to the Federal Government are cuite
similar, however, the difference between the perceztages of positive
resporses relative te the two govermments is somewhat larger for
urban subjects than for rural subjects. Apparently, these urban
children, are considerably more aware of the good things the
Federal Governnent does tlan the good verformed by their city
government.

A comparison of buys® and girls' responses, presented in Table
56, &”so shows that for both sexes there are more responses about
the good performence of Federal Goverament than of 7 -~cal goverrment,
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The rmajor differerce in boys' and girls' responses was in regard to
Federal Governtent. The pexcent of girls naming sonething good was
notably higher than that percentage for boys.

TABLE 56

Can You Hame Sormething You Think the U.S. Government
In Washingtou, D.C./Alachua Courty/Jacksonville City
Goverrment Is Doing Trat Is Very Good? Percentage of
FPesporses According 4o Sex

lamed Did ol Izre
Federal Goverrnuent
Boys k7% 5375
Girls 58 ko
Local Goverament
Boys 38 62
Girls 41 59

The good things named in reference to the local govermment 2lso
ranged widely. But here too some gereral categories emerged. The
largest of these was helping the poox a:d/or needy. This was named
by six children, 8% of the total irierview sample. Five children,
6% of the total, simply stated that the local government "helped
people” and there was no specific reference to the typ2 of help
given. The remairder of the comments included:

«++ two refererces to the loral government helping to provide

housing (3%)

«es two praising the local goverrnment for fighting pollution
(3%) :

«++ two named helping the uneriployed as that which is good (3%)

«+« another two referred to maintainance of tne local eareas as
good (3%)

«++ and the remaining seven indicated miscellaneous responses,
such as helping people in Black schools, keeping people
kealthy, working hard, and spending money on recreation.

Criticisms of the Federzl anrd local goverrments were not as
numerous as statements of praise. Although large percentages of the
interviewed children indicated that they could not nane anything
good regarding the Federal and local governm.ntgj*neither could
vany children state a specific criticism. The percentages of children
who named and did not name something the Federal and local governments
vere doing well are shown in Tatle 57, page 79.

A comparison of tre percentages of rural and urban subjects
citing criticisus is presented in Table 58. From the data in this
table it can be seen that although the percentages of children stating
criticisms of the Federal agency are considerably higher than the
corresponding percentages regarding the local governnments, the only
rather sizeable percentage of criticisms relative o either govern-
mental level came from the urban group. Ac shown in the table, 4h%
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TABLE 57

Can You l!iame Something You Think the U.S. Government
In Washington, D.C./Alachua County/Jacksonville City
Govermment Is liot Doing Well? Percentage of Respordents
Statirg and liot Stating Criticisn - Total Interview

Sarple

o Stated Criticisn Lo Criticism
Federal Government 35% 65%
Local Governnent 8 02

of the urban children offered a criticism of the Federzal Governuent,
only 29% of the urban sample indicated a similar response end these
dropped to 11% for the urbaz ciildren and 5% for the rural children
in reference to local governnent.

TABLE 58

Can You Illame Something You Think the U.S. Government
In Vashington, D.C./Alachua County/Jacksonville City
Government Is Nut Doing Very Well? Perceantage of
Responses Acco?EEh; to Location

Stated Criticism o Criticisn
Federal Government
Rural 2% 71%
Urban Ly 66
Local Government
- Rural 5 95
Urban 11 89

When controlling for sex some notable differences are fourd in
the percentages of criticisa relative to the two governmental levels.
Table 59 compares the percentage of boys and girls criticising and
not criticising the local and Fed=ral agencies.

As shown therein rneither group differed or offered much criticisr
of “ocal goverrmernt, but these pvercentages increased sharply in regard
to the Federal Gcvernment. And, in comparison to the giris, en
especially large percentage of male respondents stated a criticism of
the Federal Government.

The nature of the criticisms were quite varied. However, severil
general ares of common concern were found. In the largest of these
six children, 8% of the total sarmple, charged the government with
moking taxes too high. Four respondents, 5% of the total, made
general statements simply stating that the Federal Government wao
"doing wrong." Mishandling money was ind.cated by three children
(k%). The same number indicated that there was not enough being
donie about the war (4%) and another three (4%) said there was not
eaough being done about pollution. The remainder (10%) nemed a
variety of miscellaneous criticisms which included such things as:
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TABLE 59

Can You Name Something You Think the U.S. Goverrmrent
In Washirgton, D.C./Alachua County/Jacksonville City
Governzert Is Not Doirg Vell? Percentage of Responses
According to Sex

Stated Criticisn Yo Criticisn
Federal Governnment
Beys k7% 53%
Girls 23 7
Local Government .
Boys 8 92
Girls 8 92

not providirg housing for the poor, not doing anything about unem-
ployment, not sending food to starving people, and not fixing wp
the towns.

In relation to local government a total of only six children,
8% of the interview sample offered criticisms. These included:
not helping people, not stopping pollution, simply "doirg nothing,"
end allowing electricity rates to be raised.
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sl

d
ences appear in the pol
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i
n varical l.g., cociceccuomie, and

The following seven ares:
us of thir ciudy:

political orient.ticn were the foc-

1. volitical efficacy

<. peliticul trucst

3. image of the government

L. image or “he Fresident

5. imag~ of the policeman

6. efficacy reactions to Federal, state, and local
level: of government

T. “rust reacticns to Feleral, state, and local

lev;ls ol govgrnmwn:

Tne first five of the abtove arear were sele
of bacic pelitic=zl orientation. Thece areas were ch
their theoretical signiricance and because they head
in politicial soczialization studies of children.

The trust <nd efTicacy reactions to the *ederal, state, and
Tocal governmenis wers used te devermine which of these goveruments

cved as determiners
sen because of
been widely used

was viewed most favorably by the children surveyed in the present study.
pO ‘C‘ (3%

The following hypotheses were tested in this study:

1. No significant dirferences existi between rural and
urban subjects in all areac investigated (poli-
tical efficecy, political trist, images of the
President, the policeran, and the government, and
efficacy and trust ratings of three levels of
government).

2. No significant differences exist between child-
ren in the various grade levels in all areas in-
vestigated.

3. llo significant differences exist between boys and
girls in all areas investigated.

L. Ho significant differences exist between children
who fall within various I.Q. levels in all areas
investi

Vo significant dif’ererces exist beiween children
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Lol LD he ctusy were TUY Elack children in craded
five throur Rt Lnisocwmple woo corurised ef 2B ckildren caniim-
ly relected fror rural schocls in Aluwohua Cownty, ¥lorida and Lol
urbten cnil 'anﬂ“"'y celocted from ochecls located in the city
of uﬁcl~cnv r. “leorida,

e nt cdminictered to the toial recearch fcpuiatlicn
was a 2r ani peneil survuy which inciudad indexes of: political
efficacy, political truct, the imases of tue government, ihe Presi-

tentand polinoman, <fficucy reaciicns 1o three levels of govermment,
and trust reactions te tlree level. of covernrent, The firsty Dive
indexes (political elTicnacy, rolitical trust, and che imace:) were
modeled clos~ly aftcr similar indexes used wwcx1w in previcuc poli-
tical coclaliiation ztuldiez. The “ca]e“ used LU measurs err'icacy and

trust reactions to ‘hrﬁc 1evrlu oY vnrnrent Were extedsions ol the
political trust and elfticacy inde:
were reword:d 1o ask respon ient WDl“b 1e"cl of gcvernrnnt ( ctale,
local, or Federal) was most t"oruAy and respensive tc the people,
A fcllew up iUt?TViQW of 78 children wac alco conducted. This
was dene to gather further data relative to the areas of political
orientation deli with in this study. The interview items were based
on similar quostions used in prior investigations or children's
political orientaticn.

Findings

G2neral Pocitive - Ilnrative Jrientation

Among this study's sukjects, generally negative political
orientations ware found *o prevail,

In terms of volitical efficacy a large majority cf the subgocts
suryv -4 indicated meilum to low levels of efficacy while cenly 10%
orl total sarmple indicated high levels of oifwcacy. Furthermore,
the percentece of children in the high efficacy rang: tendsd %o
decreace frem the £ifth to the eighth grades while the percentages in
the low efficacy range increased across these grades. When compared
with children 1Pv07ved in similar studies the subjects of the present
research indicated generally lewer levels of efficacy. Inis was the
case in regard to cun Rlack and modal children who were the subjects
of other investi~a

Levels of political trust among the present research popu-
lation alsc tendied te ve low. The prcportion of children in the high

8
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accoriing tc dava cuoneornins Ul a us ls ¢ al
chllqrxn, ~ubhjaecths cf the present couldy are decide iy lesc trucnins
k. ecormpuricon,.
The cubdecus curveyod Lers wIllc indicatcd censrally nooutivae
reuction., in rocponts e beth the imacs of the sovermeent and of ihe
Precident, Wit vory fow excoption. the vericus sul sreups within th

aticn crttainzd nean ccorec on the inage of the covern-
sident indexe: which raflecled negative reactions to

whle} poll ical cLjectc,.

The only exception Lo the tranl of generzlly negative at
tudes was in riaevion Yo the policeran, The varicus sudb grcuw oo
setores on the image of the policeman ind:x nearly all inlicated
pozitive rather than negative evaluaticns.

cou
Y‘

Jl~

ment o
these

Efficacy Ant Truct beacticns To tederal, ezl Jevernment

L 5 L

01 tho thraoe lcvrlu Ci goverimont, tho 1001 lavel wds moso
Trequontly chosen as that agency w%*tﬁ 5c~* focters and cuctains the
citizen'c eiTorts to be politicully ofticacous. With one exception
the vericus sub greups ; rurel, urban, boys, girls, grade, I.Q. and
socioeconomic levels, chose the local covermrent a greater percent-
age of timec than the Federal or state agencies, COnly the lew 1.Q.
roup chose ancther govermment (Federal) as ;rcqnently as the local
gov ernmnnt And, in this regard, the stale governmont was least
frequently chozen bj his research populaticon,

In eenirast to the orfficacy reactions, the Federal agency is
apparently :ecen zs the most trustwerthy of the three governments,
All of the wvaricus sub groups delt with in the study chcse the Fed-
eral govermment a considerably greeter percentage of timec than
either of the other Zevels, The local govermment was accorded some-
what more trust than the state goverament except by seventh grade,
eighth grade, and rural sut samplaes.

o]

Differences According Zc Varicus Sub Greuns
In regard o political =fricacy poiitical trust, image of

the govarmment and image of the President, no significent difference

vere round according to location. Thus, for these areas of investi-

gztion, the null "yboukm~° regarding the differences betwesn urban

and rural subjects were accepted, However, the null hypotheses

concerning urban and rural differer.es relative to the imazge of the
i

ooliceman, and efficacy and trust rezcti
ernrent, vere rejected. Urban children were significantly more posi-
tive in their rating of tne policeman than were rurzl children.
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In cheir efficzcy reacticn: & conciilaratly greater percentage ol
urtan childr an did rural children
and the rove deral goverrrens,
Efficacy reactior Tered 1itile Tor the
two groups.
i lovels of government, the
; Toun groups, tut T¥ - percent-
oce the Fedsral government ov:r tie
ge=r than tha perceniage for the
grous chose Lthe :
the Time thazn 4di
Twean the group: in their reaction

[REERE

44
Lo}
3
Q
¢
y
O
~
113]
\
3
£34
(03]
[N
8]
[ d
7]

in rean scores on tThe g trust, and image
of the government inidexez, or Sruct reactions
to thres levels of governmans. Fo s ¢ ol investigation,
therelore, the null hypoiheces regard’ng sex differences were accep-
ted. i

only in regard vo she iInages of the President and ihe police-
manwere there :ignilicant differsnces belween boys and £irls. In
botrn cases the girls indicated distinetly mere pocitive atiitudes
Toward theze figurec than 4id the boys. The null vhpotheses regard-
ing sex dilferences in ravings cf the policeman and the Presidesnt
were, *hererfore, rejected.
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10 3igniti fferences acrocs grazde levels vwere deiter -
rined in polizical efficacy, political truct, or in trust reactions
To three levels of government. For these areas of invectigaticn the
null hyposheses concerning grade level Jifferences were accepued.
However, the null I potheces concerning grade level differences
regarding the images of ‘he government, President, and policeman and
efficacy reaclicns <o three levels of government were rejected. In
reaciion to ihe policeman and the _overnmeni, mean rating scores
reflected a stnarply increasing negasive view across the fifth through

r roups. Real sident was not so consistent
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oSt Ttrst.oriiy agency, Iifth graders cros

e
dedly cmaller percentase of th2 time than did children 3in

Children in ign. maditm, and low I.Q. categcries did not
differ significanily in iieiy moan lcores on the elficacy ani image
of the President inlexe: nor in wheir frust raactions to thyoe lov-
els of govermment., ¥or thnes: areas cof investigation, then, the null
hypotheses regording differcncss zeccording to I.G. were acceptei.
Significant dliferencas were founl among children in the var-
ious I.Q. greups in their political trust levels, their images of
the policeman ani governrent, and in their efficacy reacrions o loczal,
Federal, and state govaimmeni, Thus for these areas of investigztion
the nJl' hyno:heses regarding differences azccording to I.§. level

In regard “o politicuzl trust, it was found that children in
the hign I.(. group indicated a corparat ively nigh level of trust but
this levcl dropped charply aznd continuously across thne medium ani low
I.8. groups.

Differences between I.Q. groups on the image of the governmant
and the image of the policeman index were wnusuvall, similar in patiarn,

the nigh 1.4 a 2an which indicated
2D% 1 P i < = an and the gov-
it d ma c d ne otrer two groupc.
lso, ihe mean scores dropped continuously and dramatically acress the
mediur and low I.5. levels.

In their efficacy reactions vo thrse levels of goverrment, the
percentage oI {imss local government was chozen increased consider-
atly from the low o high I.G. groups while the percensage of times
the Federzl agency was chosen decreased sharply from the hign to low
levels. There were only sligha di-fersnces in the percertage of times
the three groups chose the state government

Differences Accordin ng To Sccioeconomic Strata

No significant differences were found tetween ch;1dren in %he
three sociosconomic strata in <heir pslitical irust lev els, their
images of the Precident, government, and pcliceman and their trust
reactions to three levels of go"ernment. For these areas the null
hypotheses relative to differences according to sociceconomic strata

were accepted.

Cnly in regard to politiczal efficacy and eofficacy reactions
Lo three levels of government was there 2 rejecticn of the nuil
hypotneses concerning differences betwesn socioeconomic groups. The
nigh socioeconormic group indicated a much n-gh°r degree of efficacy
than eithe» the medium or low groups.And in their efficacy reactions
to the various gov*m mental 1evels uhe socioeconomic groups differed
most In the percentage or times they chose the Federal and local lev-

o

els. The percenuaée ¢ times chlldren in the high socioeconomic
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strata chose the raleral governmen® over the ciker twe was extramn2-
ly lcow in comparison to the sars parcenizzes for these in the nei-
ium and low scciceccromic categories. Thers was also a notatle dirf-
erence in the per:centage or tires eazh greup crose the local gev-
erurent. Here th2 greatact percentage was recordied for children in
the upper cociceconcmic stratz ani these vercentages drooved rather
sharply across the mediwr zrni low greurs. Thnere was essentially no
difference in tne various group reactions to the state government.
Cenclusions

Political Efficacy

Two of the present s
efficacy run counter to the results of
First, it was found that th
older children vere no hig
younger children. This fi of every other
study wvhich has delt with itical efficacy of similar age subjects.
Regardless ¢f race it has teen founi repeatedly that the level of
efficacy rises among the older zroups of children. 43

Another finding of the present study which conflicts with the
results of prior investigations is in the relationship of intelli-
gence and efficacy. Although these prior investigations have ail
delt with modal children, it has been found that high intelligence
is positively relat2d to high efficacy. By contrast, there were no
significant differencas in the efficacy levels of this study's high,
mediuz, and low I.9. groups.

It has been argued that the more intelligent child, that is;
the child with the higher 1.qQ., is more able to understand his
surroundings and hence is more likely to believe he can influence
his environment. It has also been argued that pclitical efficacy
1s a norm to be learned and intelligent children are more likely to
learn it.“% While these argurments may explain the results of prior
studies Tocused on the modal child, they do not hold for the child-
ren of the present study. Of the three I.Q. groubs surveyed here,
those in the low category indicated higher efficacy.ievels (though
not significantly higher) than did subjects in the high and medium
1.Q. categories.

The generally low levels of oefficacy reflected by the pre-
sent research population are probably bes: explained in terms of
economic deprivation, In a comprehensive study of American school
children, Coleman found that youngesters from low econcmic levels
were less likely to feel they could control their environment than
those from high economic levels.*+5 Pravious studies concerned with
the political efficacy levels of children have also found that those
from low socioeconomic backgrounds perceive themselves and their
Tamilies as having compara-ively little say in or control over the
gov<—:—rmn<—:'nt.l‘*6
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A serious implication of these findings is that the prospac
of increacing level: of efficacy among the present research popula-
s thece children aciually i
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he present study were found to indicate low-
rusc than either the Blcck or modal children
who were sub ¢ similar investigations. This finding lends some
welgnt to the ascertion that over time Tlack children have become
increasingly rn2zative in their political cutlook, especially in terms
of political trusi. In a survey of political sccialization research
dealing with Elack children, Abranson has noted that the studies con-
ducted prior to 1967 found these children indicating generally high
levels of political trust - as high or higher than White children«7
After 1967, Abramson notes, various researchers found that the level
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of trust fer Black youths was much lower than that for Whive children.

Although the present investigaticn did not include a comparison of
political trust levels by race, these levels tended to be low for the
youngsters surveyed here - as low as those reported in a recent in-
vestigation of Black children from the North. Thus the present inves-
tigation, by providing no contrary evidence, lends a degree of sup-

¥ In section II of this report it was pointed out that over Q0% of the

cccupations listed for the parents of this research pepulation were
of the low skill - low income types. By using Hollingshead's system
of determining socioeccnomic status on the basis of Occupation and

education, three socioeconcmic levels were identified, but the num-
ber of subjects in the upper and middle levels totaled only thirty -

two and eighty - eight respectively.
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port fo Abramson's contention that political mistrust app=ars to be
groving among Rlack youin.

ht bz incap-

The only significant differences in the political trust levels
of the children surveysdi in <hls ssudy was between the various 1.Q.
groups. The level of trust was comparatively high for those in ths
high 1.Q. catezory, but these levels diminished sharply and contin-
uously across the ”en wr and low I.G. groups. As there are nc pricr
impirical data relating intelligence to feelings of political trust
the present finding ic difficult o evplain. Legically it could be
argued that intelligeni perscns are discriminating and, ‘herefore,
are less likely to se liticians as dishonest. However, it might
t ance i
de

alsc be argued that it lower intellig
able of finding fault w neir political leaders d their ultim-
ate trust levels dOle tend 0 t2 nigh. Cbviously, further data
regarding intelligence and po;ltical trust are needed beifore more
refined. conclusions can be drawn relative to this concern.
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Image Of The Government

The present research population indicated generaliy nsgative
reactions to the government. With few exceptions the nean scores cn
the image of the government index were closer to the negative rather

than the positive end cof the rating continuus.

Among the grade level sub samples fifth grade children obtain-
ed mean scores on the government 1nd“x vhicn indicated a generally
positive view of the government. However, there was a rapid and
statistically significant decline in these scores across the grades.
This result suggests that as they mature, the subjects of this
study become increasingly aware of the negative aspects and harsh
realities of governmental affairs., .

A rapid dscline in the government's image also occurred
across the high to low I.Q. groups. Children in the high I.Q. cate-
gory were guite positive in their rating of the government but
there was a sharp drop in this rating for medium I.G. subjects and
another exceedingly sharp decline for those in the low I.6. cate-
gory. Here, too, as in relation to political %rust, the children
with the higher I1.Q.'s are apparently more inclined to base their
reactions on the positive rather than the negative aspects of
government,

Image Of Tre President

Generally negative reactions .o the President were also found
to prevail among the present research population. As in their reac-
tions to the govermment, the various sub group scores were nearly
all closer to the negative rather than the positive end of the rat-
ing continuum. ihe only significant dirfeiences in the rating of the
President were between boys and girls and across grade levels.

Fifth grade children rated the President relatively high,
but these ratings declined across the grade levels. This pattern of
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seven ann elbub. R ghtu grade girls were clig czitive in
their view of th Tiftl grade girls. The pattern
for boys w nt. In vhe fifth and sevenih grades the
boys indic csitive views ¢f the Fresident while
their coun ixth and eight h grades were exceptionally
nezative 1
differey ¢ e
atwributed o mzturiiy, ®

‘(D

i“Plcul 0 fay why girls and boys
S, yel tue:e differences n-clu ce

they generally mauure earlier than
a

o:chmw

1"

more "set” view of the President
r that view from year to year.

Image 0f The Policeman

Cf the three political objects (government, roliceran, and
President) rated by ~his study's subjects, only the policeman was
apparently scen in a generally favorable light. All of the various
sub groups except those in the low I.3. category obtained mean
scores on the image oI the policeman index which reflected positive

rather than nﬁga ive reactions

The subjects' reactions to the policeman also differed from

treir reactions to the government and the President in the number of

significant differences which occurred between sub groups. These
included significant difrerences between boys and girls, rural and
urban groups, those in the various grade levels, and those in the
various I.Q. categories.

In regard to urban and rural differences, urban children
obtained a mean scocre on the pcliceman's image index that was sig-
nificantly higher (mor= positive) than the index score for rural

childrer. This finding is somewhat surprising in that during the

two years prior to the time this study was carried cut, the Jack-
scenville police end Elack Jacksonvills residents had been in a num-
ber of confrontations several of wnich resulted in the city's mayor
declaring curfews in the neighborhoods where the "disturbances” hai
occurred. Such action had been taken twice a few months before this
survey was conducted. No such confrontations and/or curfews apparent-
ly occurred in the areas from which the rural subjects of this.

study came.
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In regard to boys
girls were found to be sig
C4

gnificantly mcre positive than were boys.
This findiwg and the fact that girls were alco significantly more
positive in their view of the President, suggosts tha' the male -
female political differences which have been deteruinea amcng adults
may already be partly established in the precent research popula-

tion. If this is true, these children are, pernaps, unique in this
regard as no such differences have becn reported in other studies
or either Black or White children of this age.

Significant differences in the image of the policeman were
also determined across grade lsvels. ifean scores on the image of
the policeman indax were lower for children in the upper grades
than ror children in the lower grades. Tais trend, which is con-
sistent with the findings of previous research, suggests that older
children appear to become more aware of the policeran's negative
attributes than do the younger children.

The differences in reaction to the policeman by children in
the various I.Q. groups followed patterns which were similar to
their ratings of the government. The highest ratings of the police-'
man were indicated by children in the high I.Q. category, these
ratings declined somewhat for tne medium I.Q. group, and there was
a dramatic decline in rating among ~hildren in the low 1.9. level.
This finding plus the fact that the various I.Q. groups showed
similar patterns in terms of political trust and reaction to the
President suggests that for the present research population I.q.
may be an important factor in the quality or their relationship
with the political system.

Efficacy Reactions To Federal, State, And Local Government

In response to the various items which ask subjects to indi-
cate the level of government that best fosters and sustains effi-
cacy among the citizenry, the research population chose the local
government the greatest percentage of times, and the Federal govera-
ment was generally selected a slightly greater percentage of times
than tre state government. The basis of the choice of local govern-
ment may be simply that the local agenzy is the smallest and pny -
sically closest of the three and is therefore viewed as the most
controllable and responsive to its constituents.

Three sub groups differed significantly in their efficacy
reactions: urban and rural groups, those in the various I.Q. levels,
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and those in the three socioeccnomic cate i

In regard to urban and rural differcnces it was Tound thas
urban children choce the local govarnment as best a considerably
greater pernentage of the time than did +the rural -hildren. The

state and Federal levels were serc chosen a scmewhat greater pro-
portion of the time by the rural eroup than by the urban subjects.
This difference might be atiriosuted to the kind of putlic expesure
the Jacksonville government receiver, Jacksonville's political
officials are given a ccnsiderable 2 considerable amount of cover-
age in the various local news mediz and city ccuncil meetings are
frequently shown in their entirely on educational T.V. No such cov-
age is afforasd the Alachua County (rural) gov:rnment although

2 local papers give consideratle space to the affairs of the
county government,

In regard to differences acrosc 1.4. groups, it was found
that children in the high and medium categories were essentially
the same in the percentage of times they chose the various govern-
ments. Hcwever, children in the low I.§4. groun chose the Federal
government a considerably greater percentage of times anid the lLocal
government a considerably smaller percentage of times than did the
two other I.4Q. groups. It is possible that the children it higher
I1.Q.'s are more aware of the difficulties of reaching and affecting
the larger and more distant Federal and state agencies. It may also
be that tre higher I.Q. children are more aware of the practical
economic limitations relative to their influencing and/or obtzining
a response from the Federal and state governments. As noted earlier,
even though it was poszible to divide the present recearch popula-
tion into thkree socioeconomic levels using a formula involving
education and occupation, the vast majority of subjects came from
families of low economic status. Tre children with higher I.Q.'s
may be more prrceptive regarding their own economic situation and
the ultimate implications that situation has for directly affecting
governments which are more discant and mure complex than the local
unit.

[2

X aschakis §

Dificrences between the various socioeconomic groups lay in
their efficacy reactions to the Fedsral and local governments. The
percentage of *times the local agency was chosen rose sharply and
continuously from the low to the high sociceconomic groups and just
the reverse was true in relation to the Federal agency. The basis
of this finding may lie in the possibility that those in the high
socioeconomic group are much less likely to rely upcn Federal pro-
grams of assistance to meet their needs than are those from the low
economic group. As a result children in the high group may not
perceive the Federal government as particularly responsive to them.

Respcnses to three interview questicns were also relevant to
this area of investigation. These questions were: If you wrcte a
letter to (1) the President, (2) the governor, (3) the mayor/ county
commissioner, would he care about what you had to say? Overall, the
percentage of respondents who believed the President would care
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Trust Practicns 7o Three Levels 0Of Government

In contrast to efficacy reactions, i% was the ¥ederal govern-
ment thal was chosen as the most trustworthy of the three agencies in
questicn. Every sub group within the reccarch population chose the
Federal government a greater percentage of times than the loczl or
: state governments.

Differences in trust reaction were found beiween rural and
urban groups and across grade levels.

Rural children choce the Federal government a notably greater
percentage of times than did the urban group, and urban children
chose local government a considerably greater perceniage of times
than did their rurel counterparts. Threr was little difference in
regard Lo state government.

1t is possible that for the rural children the visibilitv of
the Federual goveriment via the various media snd the relatively
little exposure of the local and state governments contributes to
a more favorable reaction to the Federal level.

Exposure by the media may also bo a factor contributing to
the comparitively high percentage of times the local government was
chosen by urban children. It was pointed out previously in this dis-
cussion that Jacksoaville's pclitical affairs receive broad coverage
by the local media and this may have some degree of positive effect
on the urban childrer's trust of local government.

In regard to differences across grade levels, it was found
that the percentage of times the local government was chosen de-
cre ased markedly and continuously across the fifth through eighth
grades. Another sharp difference occurred in reaction to the Feder-
al government. The percentage of times fifth grade children chose
the Federal unit was consid:rably smaller than the corresponding
percentages for sixth, seventh, and eighth graders. For this research
sample it appears that the trust credited to local government dimin-
1shes as the child matures while the trust of Federal government
tends teo increase along the age dimension,

~

Implications For The Public School

An Educgtional Need

In the introduction of this report it was pointed out that the
present study was designed for two purposec: (1) to describe and com-
pare the political orientations of fourth through eighth grade 2lack

Q2
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children from a raral anl an wurban
(2) to use the findincs of Lhi:z research
™ Y 3

setving of nerthern Florida
- o r

0 determine vwie
for political educaticn pre

70 Soriphichl and comparisonc - have heen
delt with hore, but theca do not of ‘hemcrives determine the neeld
for eppropriatc school prosrams. SJuch determinabicns arve ¢ssenvially
value judiments bared on a complox of rhijorephiical pozitions re-
garding the purpcres of education and ihe ralation hip of {i.e cchool
to the political :ystem. In this regard, then, the interyret=ation.,
conclusions, and recommendziiona preiented below azre primarily ex-

pressions of the prezent writers pi:ilosorphies.

If the position taken i35 thal schools cheuld strive to per-
petuate the socisty's political cysvem throuch pregrams designed to
instill positive attitudes toward and an apereciaticn for thatl sys-
tem, then the negative orientations found to prevail among the chili-
ren surveyed in the present research have defined an educational
need.

To meet that need it might be argued that bigger and better
programs of inctilling positive attitudes are reouired. However,
concerted efforts to instill supportive political attitudes are
questionatle in that such endeavors contravene some of the princi-
pal tenets on shich the political system is supposed to be basad,
namcly: freedom of choice and open conzideration of socistal issues.
Furtherrore, the sociopclitical realities of Black children's liveg
seem likely to negate the intended effect of programs designed to
"sell" the system regardless of the enthuciasm with whicl, such pro-
grams are rendered. In this regard, Cleary has pointed out that the
schocl's effiorts to present an idealized view of the political sys-
tem to young children may well lead to overrcaction when they mat-
ure and become expoced to a more realistic view or American poli-
tics. 50 Cleary also asserts that such overreaciion may be espec-
ially likely for members of minority groups. As youngsters, Cleary
notes, those from minority grcups are taugnt to believe that equality
of opportunity and egual rights before the law are taken for granced
in the American society. As adults, however, they are likely to suf-
fer inequities brought on by prejudice and discrimination. Exper-
iencing such inequities, Cleary contends, may vell lead to the poli-
tical disillusionment which has been found to be an important under-
lying cause of ghetto riots.

Assuming, then, that programs designed to instill po.itive
attitudes are both undesirable and unlikely to be effective, it
might be argued, and often is in such cases, that the negative poli-
tical orientations cf the children studieq here are simply no concern
of the school. Such a stance, however, ignores the pozsitle nega-
vive implications of a situa“ion ir. which major segments of “he soc-
lety differ widely in their political orientations. As Greenterg has
pointed out:

Other things being equal, the degree of
stability or instability in a political
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Please Print

Your name

Your address

Your school

Your grade in school (circle one) 4 5 ) T 13
I am a (circle one) boy girl

(Efficacy)
1. What happens in the government will happen no matter what people
do. It is like the weather, there is nothing people can do

about it. Don't know
1. YES 2. yes 3. L, no 5. NO

[:] Ko opinion D

2. There are some big powerful men in the govermment who are running
the whole thing and they do not ca*e about us ordinary people.

know
1. YES 2. no Se Xo

3. My family doesn’t ha.ve any say ngout what the government does.
n

1. YES 2. es 3. ' no 5. NO

No opanion

4. I don't think people in the government care much about what
1, ily think.,
People like my family thi Don't knoy

1. YES 2. yes 3. L, no 5. No

No opinion D

9%
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5. Citizens don't have 8 chance to say what they think about

running the government. Don't know
1. YES 2. yes 3. L, no 5. Ho

No opinion

(Trust)
6. Do you think that
A. hardly any people in the government are crooked
B. not very many people running the government are crooked
C. quite a few people running the government are crooked.
T. Do you think people in the government
A. don't waste very much of the money we pay in taxes
B. waste some of the money we pay in taxes
C. waste a lo: of the money we pay in taxes.
8. How rmch of the time do you think you can trust the government
to do what is right?
A. only some of the time
B. most of the time
C. Just about always.
9. Do you think that
A. almost all the people running the government are smart
People who usuelly know wbkat they are doing
B. of those who run the government, there are about as meny
people who do not know what they are doing as there are
smart people wko do know what they are doing
C. most of the people running the government don't seen to
know what they are doing.
10. The government is run for the benefit of
A. 811 the people
B. most people
C. a few powerful groups of people.
(Imege of the Government)
Think of the government as it really is. Circle the answer which
best describes what you think.

1. 2. 3. L, 5.

11. The govern- The govern- The govern- The govern- The govern-
ment never ment almost ment same- ment often ment always
mekes mis- never makes times makes makes mis~ makes mig-
takes. mistakes. mistakes. takes. takes.

1. 2. 3. . 5.

12. The govern- The govern~ The govern- The govern- The govern-
ment would ment would ment would ment would ment would
always help almost always sometimes seldom help never want
me if I helpme if I help me if me if I to help me if
needed it. needed it. I needed it. needed it. I needed it.
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13.

1k,

15.

16.

17.

1.
The govern-
nent always
makes impor-
tant deci-
sions.,

1.
The govern-
ment can
purish any-
one,

1.
The govern-
ment always
protects me.

l.
The govern-
ment always
keeps its
promises.

1.
The govern-
ment knows
more than

anyone.

2.
The govern-
ment almost

3.
The govern-
nent some=-

always mekes times makes
important important
decisions, decisions.
2. 3.
Tke govern- The govern-
ment can ment can
runish al- punish some
most anyone. people.
2. 3.
The govern- The govern-
mernt almost ment some-
always pro- times pro-
tects me. tects me.
2. 3.
The govern- The govern-
ment almost ment scaza-

.,
The govern-
mert seldom

makes impor-

tant deci~
sions.

L,
The govern-
mert can

punish only

5.
The govern-
nent never
makes impor-
tant deci-
sions.

5e
Tte govern-
ment can

punish no

a few people. one.

The govern-
ment seldom
protects nme.

k,
The govern-
ment seldom

always keeps times keeps keeps its
its promises. its promises. promises.

2. 3.
The govern- The govern-
ments krows mnent knows
more than as much as

5.
Tre govern-
nent never
protects me.

Se
The govern-
ment never

keeps its
promises.
., 5.
The govern- The govern-
ment knows ment knows
less than less than

almostanyone, most people. most people. anyone.

(Image of the Presider%)
Think of the President as he really is.

best describes what you think.

18.

19 -

20.

1.
The Presi-
dent is
more power-
ful than
anyone.

1.
The Presi-
dent works
harder than

anyone.

1.
The Presi-
dext always
keeps his
promlses.

2.

3.

The Presi- The Presi-~
dent is dent is
more power- about as
ful then al- powerful
most an. 2. as most
people.
2. 3.
The Presi- The Presi-
dent works dents works
harder than about as
almost hard as
anyone, most people.
2. 3.
The Presi- The Presi-
dent almost dent keeps

Circle the answer which

L, 5.
The Presi- The Presi-
dent 1is dent is
less power- less power-
ful than ful than al-
than most most any-
people. one.
. 5e
The Presi- The Presi-
dent works dent works
less than less than
nost people. almost
anyone.
h‘o 50
The Presi- The Presi-

dent usually dent almost

always keeps some of his
his promises. promises.
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23.

2k,

25.

26.

1,
I like the
President
more than
I like
anyone.

1.
The Presi-
dent never
makes mis-
takes,

1.
The Presi-
dent would
always want
to help me
if I needed

help.

1.
The Presi-
dent makes
Important
decisions
all the
timeo

1.
The Presi-
dent can
punish

anyone.
1.

The Presi-
dent knows
more than

anyone.

1.
The Presi-
dent is
always a
leader.

2.
I like the
President
more than
I like most

people.

2.
The Presi-
dent almost
never makes
mistakes.

2.
The Presi-
dent would
almost al-
ways want
to help me
if I needed
helyp.

2.
The Presi-
dent makes
important
decisions
elmost all
of the time,

2.
The Presi-
dent can
punish al-
most anyone.

2.
The Presi-
dent knows
more than
almost
Wone °

2.
The Presi-
dent is
almost al-
WEYS a
leader.

3.
I like the
President
about as
much as I
1ike most

people.

Se
The Presi-
dent some-
times makes
mistakes.

3.
The Presi-
dent would
want to help
me about as
much as most

people if I nelp.
needed help.

3. L,
The Presi~ The Presi-
dent nakes dent seldom
important makes impor-
decisions tant
sometines and decisions.
sometimes he
doesn't.

3. ll‘o
The Presi- The Presi-
dent can dent can
punish some punish a
people. few Eeople.

3. .
The Fresi- The Presi-
dent knows dent knows
about as less than
much as most people.
most people.

3. h,
The Presi- The Presi-
dent is dent is
sonetimes seldom a
a leader. leader.
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h,
I like the
President
less than
I like nost

people.

L

The Presi-
dent usually
makes mis~

takes.

L,
The Presi-
dent would
seldom want
to help me
1f I needed

5.
I like the
President
less than
T like
anyone .

5
The Presi-
dent almost
always makes
mistakes,

5
The Presi-
dent would
not want to
help me if I
needed help.

Se
The Presi-
dent almost
never makes
important

decisions.

5e
The Presi-
dent can
punish no
one.

5e
The Presi-
dent knows
less than

anyone.

5.
The Presi-
dent is
never a
leader.




-m;

l. 2. 30 )'"o 50
28. The Presi- The Presi- The Presi- The Presi- The Presi-
dent pro- dent pro- dent pro- dent pro- dent pro-

tects me tects me tects me tects me tects nme
more than more than about as less than less than
anyone, most people much as most people anyone.
do. other do.
people do.

(Image of the Policeman)

Think of a policeman as he really is. Circle the answer which best
describes what you think.

l. 2. 3. h’o 50
29. A policeman A policeman A policeman A Policeman A policeman
is more is more is about as is less is less

powerful powerful powerful as powerful powerful
than anyone. than almost most people. than most than anyone.
anyone, people,
1. 2. 3. L, e
30. A policeman A policeman A policeman A policeman A policeman
works harder works harder works about works less works less
than anyone. than almost as hard as  than most than almost
anyone. most people. people. anyone.

31. I like the I like the I like the I like the I like the
policeman policeman policeman policeman policeman

more than more than about as less than I 1less than I
I like I like most much as I like most like almost
anyone. people, like most people. anyone,
people.
1. 2. 3. L, Se

32. A policeman A policeman A policeman A policeman A policeman
elwayrs keeps almost al- keeps his usually does almost

his promises.ways keeps promises not keep his never keeps
his promises.about as promises. his promises.
much as
most people.
1. 2. 3. L, 5.

33. A policeman A policeman A policeman A policeman A policeman
never makes almost never sometimes usually makes always makes

mistakes. makes mekes mistakes. mistakes.
mistakes. mistakes,
l. 20 30 h’ 5'

34. A policeman A policeman A policeman A roliceman A policeman
would always would almost would help would seldom would not
want to help always went me about as want to help wrat to help

me if I - to help me much as most me if I me if 1
needed help. if I needed people if I needed help. needed help.
help. needed help.
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35.

36.

39.

1.

2.

3.

makes impor- makes impor- makes impor-

tant deci-
sions all of
the time.

1.
A policeman
can punish
anyone.

1.
A policeman
knows more
than anyone.

1.
A policeman
is always
& leesder.

1.
A policeman
protects me
more than
anyone pro-
tects me.

tant deci-
sions almost
all of the
time.

2.
A policeman
can punish
almost
anyone.

2.
A policeman
¥nows more
than almost
anyone.,

2.
A policeman
is almost
always a
leader.

2.
A policeman
protects me
more than
most people
do.

tant deci-
sions some-
times and
sometines
he doesn't.
3.

A policeman
can punish
some people.

3.
A poliiceman
knows about
as nuch as
most people.
3.
A policeman
is sometimes
a leader.

-

A policeman
protects me
about as
much as
other people
do.

L,
A policeman A policeman A policeman A Policeman A policeman

5.

seldom makes never makes

important
decisions.

L,
A policeman
can punish
a fevw
People.

L

A policeman
knows less
than most
people.

A policeman
is seldom
a leader.

L,
A pcliceman
protects me
less than

important
decisions.,

5.
A policeman
can punish
no one.

5.
A policeman
knows less
than anyone.

5.
A policeman
is never a
leader,

5.
A policeman
protects me
less than

other people anyone.

do.

(Efficacy Reactions - Three Governmental Levels)
4O. The people in the government who care most about what my

L.

ko,

family thinks are:

(circle your answer)

A. those in the Alachua County/Jacksonville City Government
B. those in the state government in Tallahassee
C. those in the United States Government in Washington, D.C.

If my family asked for help from the government, it could most
(circle your answer)

likely get that help fron:
A. the United States Government in Washington, D.C.
B. the Alachua County/Jacksonville City Government

C. the state government in Tallshassee
Of the three governments listed below, which do you think is

most likely to

(circle your

A. the Alachua County/Jacksonville City Government
B. the United States Govermment in Washington, D.C.

answer)

C. the state govermment in Tallahassee
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3.

L,

Ls.

k7.

L8.

TN

Of the three governments listed below, which do you think is
the easiest to change? (circle your answer)
A. the United States Government in Washington, D.C.
B. the Alachua Ccunty/Jacksonville City Governmert
C. the state government in Tallahassee
O0f the three governments listed below, the one which does the
most for people like my family is: (circle your answer)
A. the state goverrment in Tallahassee
B. the Alachua County/Jacksonville City Government
C. the United StetesGovernment in Washington, D.C.
(Trust Reactions - Three Levels of Governzent)
0f the three goverrments listed below, which do you think is
the most honest? (circle your answer)
A. the United States Govermment in Weshington, D.C.
B. the Alachua County/Jacksonville City Govermment
C. the state government in Tallahassee
Of the three governments listed below, which do you think is
the least wasteful of the tax money it gets? (circle your
ansver)
A. the Alachua County/Jacksonville City Govermment
B. the state government in Tallahassee
C. the United States Government in Washington, D.C.
0f the goveriments listed below, which do you think can be
most trusted to do what is right? (circle your answer)
A. the state povernment in Tallahassee
B. the United States Government in Washington, D.C.
C. the Alachua County/Jacksonville City Government
Of the three governments listed below, which do you thin
has the smartest people? (circle your answer)
A. the United States Government in Washington, D.C.
B. the Alachua County/Jacksonville City Government
C. the state government in Tallahassee
0f the three govermments listed below, which do you think
does the best job of benefitting all the people it is
supposed to serve? (circle your answer)
A. the state government in Tallehassee
B. the Alachua County/Jacksonville City Government
C. the United States Government in Washington, D.C.
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Te
8.
9.

10.

INTERVIEW SCHEDULE

In general, what kind of job do you think the President is doing?
Can you name something the President is doing that you think is
very good? (if so - what is it?)

Can ycu name something you think the President is not doing well?
( if so - what?)

If you wrote a letter to the President about something you bel-
ieved to be important, would he care about what you had to say?
If you wrote a letter to the governor about something you bel-
ieved to be important, would he care about what you had to say?

If you wrote a lstter to your county commissioner/ maycr about
something you believed to be important would he care about what
you had to say?

Can you name something tha% you think the U.S. Government in Wash-
ington D.C. is doing that is very good? (if so - what?)

Can you name something that you think the Alachua County/ Jackson-
ville City government is doing that is very good? (if so- what?)
Can you name something you think the U.S. Government in Washing-
ton D.C. is not doing well? (if so - what?)

Can you name something you think the Alachua County/ Jackson-
ville City govermment is not doing well? (if so ~ what?)
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