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Introduction

The importance of the marked increase in negative voting in

'school financial elections is, of course, obvious to those concerned

with running the schools. But the fact remains that few adminis-
trators understand the dynamics behind this increased negative
response. Many school officials still operate according to antiquated
and oversimplified assumptions that lack empirical substantiation.
For, example, administrators have traditionally believed that in-
creasing the number of voters in school financial elections will
automatically result in a corresponding increase in the number of

positive votes. In other words, the greater the turnout, the greater |
the chances for passing a financial issue. However, research indicates

that the converse of this assumption is true: the greater the turn-

" out, the lower the chances are that the issue will pass.

In order to dispel such misconceptions as well as to improve our
ability to understand, explain, and predict voter behavior, we have

thoroughly reviewed the research dealing with voting in school .
‘financial elections. This paper is the product of our efforts

1
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to extract and synthesize the results of empirical rescarch on vot-
ing behavior. This research, all of which was conducted since 1960,
comes from several academic disciplines, employs-a wide variety of
techniques and methods, and is geographically representative of the

" United States. This paper summarizes the significant findings from

more than a hundred empirical rescarch reports in both published
and unpublished form. We have integrated these findings with

* partial theories and assessed the collective nature of these theories.

Partial theories based on economic self-intcrest, socioeconomic
status, community responsibility and social distance attitudes, and
a politicized electorate versus an informed democritic electorate

"are among the ones extracted from our review;of-theidata. We have

also summarized research that outlines the gtoups of voters most
likely to vote yes on school {inancial issues as contrasted with
those most likely to vote no. As a result of our work, we believe
that this paper provides a basic outline of what is known about
the determinants of success or failure in school financial elections.

We have intended this paper to improve the links between
past, present, and future research, as well as to reinforce the con-
nections between research undertaken at different levels and re-.
search with different disciplinary and theoretic perspectives. The ..
evidence in this paper may be used by individuals attempting to

- affect the outcome of school financial elections, thereby serving

to strengthen the relationship between research and practice.
However, our intent has not been to write a “how to win a school
election” manual. We believe that the information contained in
this paper is potentially interesting and relevant to a wide
audience—to all persons (administrators and taxpayers) who have
a financial stake in the public schools.
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Differences in Focus

\Ithough all the research reports that form the data base for this
paper examine: voting behavior in school financial clections, subtle
but important differences in point of view suggest that this research
may be classified into two groups. Some investigations focus on
determinants of voter behavior, others on the determinants of
election outcome.* ' _

. Research of the first kind examines the effect of a number of -
potentially salient influencing factors (independent variables) on a
. citizen’s decision to participate in a school financial election and to
: vote yes or no (the dependent variable). Thése ‘studics commonly
employ survey . methodology and are conducted in a limited geo-

*This point is forcefully made by Peter B. Natchez in his excellent critical
review of studies of voting in American presidential elections; “‘Images of
Voting: The Social Psychologists,” Public Policy, 18 (Summer 1970), 553-588.
For an up-to-date review that makes this distinction between voting studies,
see Fvron M. Kirkpatrick, “Toward a More Responsible Two-Party System,”
élmerican Political Science Revicw, 65 (December 1971),971-974.

ERIC . - .
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graphiézil‘m‘ea over a short period. Despite these limitations in
methodology and scope, the results of these studies, on the whole,
provide a fairly accurate profile of the voters who consistently vote
yes and those who consistcnily vote no in normal school financial
elections. S o ’

By focusing on clection outcome, the sccond kind of study
generally covers a-much wider geographical arca and time period.

“Hence, the results of thesc studies form the basis for more accurate

generalizations. However, many important characteristics that make
up a profile of the individual voter cannot be derived from a com-

“parison of aggregates as large as school districts or communities.
- The heterogeneity- of most school districts or communities pre-

cludes analysis of many important factors.

“Figure 1 illustrates schématically the different focyses of most
election studies. The space encompassed by circle 1 of®he left side
of the unit of analysis continuum represents research designed to
test specific correlates to voter choice. Studies that fit in the space
encompassed by circle 3 on the right side of the continuum focus
on election outcome. '

Both kinds of studies are based on certain assumptions that may
or may not be explicitly stated in the rescarch reports. Studies of
voter behavior agree with the partisan voting literature in assuming
that an “array of forces” (Campbell and others 1966} predetermines
or shapes the choice of most voters.* The conclusion to be drawn
from this assumption is that the more. that is known about the
order and salience of these underlying forces, the more specific will
be the description (profile) of the “normal” voter. The first task of
studies applying this conclusion to partisan clections is to define’

“and identify “normal” Democratic, Republican, and Independent

voters, and the strength of their partisan ties.** The second task is
to define and trace a profile of the easily influenced or inconsistent
voter. This profile provides background for understanding voter
deviations from expectations based on the norm. .

It is at this point that the effect of situational factors (short-
term forces) is finally brought into the analysis. The voting behavior

*For an .excellent illustration and discussion of this *‘funnel of causality”
concept, see Natchez 1970, p. 562..

- **Reference here is to the concept of individual psychological party identi--
fication .as-operationalized in the Survey Research Center (University of
Michigan) studies. '
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FIGURF 1 -
A SCHEMATIC REPRFESENTATION OF RESEARCH APPROACHES

TO THE STUDY OF VOTING BEHAVIOR IN '
SCHOOL FINANCIAL ELECTIONS

Studies of "Combination Studies Studies of
Voter Behavior I'lection Outcomes

. ' Size of Unit for An-alysis

Small Medium . o Large T e

(e.g., individual) (e.g., precincts, (c.g.,'statés, cities)
poll places '

of individuals with weak partisan ties is more immediately influ-
enced by the economic situation, foreign policy issues, candidate
appeal, and other similar short-term forces. These factors, which
constitute the “situation” dimension, are considered relatively in-
significant in the decision-making process of most voters:
Current pressures arising outside the political order continue to affect
the [voter’s] evaluation process, and from timé to time they may con-
tribute to a critical margin of political victory. Yet for most of the

people most of the time such contemporary forces turn out to be but
minor terms in the decision equation. Campbell and others 1966, p. 66

This *‘critical margin of political victory” is the overriding con-
: cern of studies encompassed by circle 3 of figure 1. Both by defini-
c tion and design, most studies of election outcome begin by assessing
’ the effect of situational influences on election results. Comparisons
are made between elections at different times and in different
o - geographical areas. ' o
ERIC . . | .
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Just as studies of voting behavior may give cursory attention °
to the effect of situational variables on clection outcome (fre-
quently treating them together under the heading “stimulants to-
participation’), studies of election outcome may assess the varied
impact of situations on certain kinds of voters. The overlap between
voting behavior and election outcome is occasionally made clear
in a single cmpirical study. ' '



O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

B
{ 3
[ERREEE

Some Partial Theories

In addition to the basic conceptual differences mentiorned above,

the literaturc we have reviewed explicates and tests (with varying
degrees of precision) several distinct partial theories explaining the
empirical relationships outlined in our data. Several of these partial
theories are listed in table 1. This list is intended to.cover the major
explanations offered in the literature, and it does not necessarily
cover the potential range of explanations. The need for additional
theory to explain voting behavior in school {inancial elections is
apparent from the obvious overlap and interrelationships among
the partial theories listed.*

The seven labels provided in table 1 summarize the array of par-

*The overlapping and interrelated nature of both variables and partial
theories commonplace to social ‘research’ reflects the complexity of most
social problems worth inquiry. For an excellent introductory statement of
this problem and some of the means for coping with it, see Hubert M. Blalock,
Jr., An Introduction to Social Research (Fnglewood Cliffs, New Jersey:
Prentice-Hall, Inc., 1970).
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tial theories that are intended to explain many of the rescarch
findings we reviewed. In some cases, several narrower and slightly
different theories have been classified together; in other instances,
seginents of larger theories arcineluded in our partial theory system.
In both cases, our intent is to provide summary theoretical state-
ments that accurately reflect the substance and range of explana-
tions occurring in the relevant rescarch literature.

The data that we have perused may be summarized by this
partial theory scheme. The ijact that several findings from the
cmpirical research we reviewed can be explained by more than one
partial theory underscores the danger of accepting such a classifica-
tioen system as anything more than a simplified “ummary of the
state-of-the-rescarch. We can draw one conclusion with total cer-
tainty from this classification process: much more exploration is
needed—many questions remain unanswered.

These questions are readily apparent from a perusal of the
Appendix, which refers the reader to the rescarch reviewed by
listing the findings that served as our data base according to type
of variable. Although this classification by variable type frequently
suggests partial theory, the two concepts are not synonymous. The
distinction .between the two becomes apparent in examining the
Appendix’s cross-refererices to the partial theories presented in
table 1. More than one entry is required for almost every variable,
meaning that a similar table constructed to reflect the findings
applicablé to each partial theory would be several times as long.
The message suggested by this overlap - igﬂg!sgg:*thc: researcher/
theoretician should considc. future research designs more directly

-attuncd to a dynamic research/theory relationship.

The following revicw summarizes partial theories inflight of the
evidence refercnced by variables in the Appendix. |
i
ECONOMIC SELF-INTEREST :

Several researchers have assumed that the probability of school
issue defeat will increase with the cost of the issue. Certainly, if a
sizable number of voters are motivated by economic self-interest
concerns, then the assumption is reasonable. Although a few studies
report strong positive correlations between indicators of high cost
and negative votes, by far the largest portion of evidence suggests
that no significant relationship exists between relative issue cost
and election outcome. A majority of relevant studies report the
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TABLE 1

A LIST OF PARTIAL THEORIES USED TO EXPLAIN VOTING
~ BEHAVIOR IN SCHOOL FINANCIAL ELECTIONS

Partial Theory- Abbreviation Useful References for Unaer-

standing the Theory*

Iiconomic Self-Interest

. Spoioeconomic Status

Community Rcspon;ibility '
Attitudes

Social Distance Attitudes

Informed Democratic
Flectorate '

Politicized Flectorate

Influence and Persuasion
Channels

FSi

SES

'CRA

SDA

IDF.

PL

IPC

Downs (1957 and 1962); Riker
(1961); Wilson and Banfield
(1964 and in Margolis 1965);
and Frey and Kohn (1970)

Milbrath-(1965); Lazarsfeld,
Berelson, and Gaudet (1943);
Campbeil and others (1964);

and-Lane (1959)

Wood (1959); Hofstadter (1955):
Downs (1962); Boskoff and
Zeigler (1964); Wilson and Ban-

field (1964); and Agger and

Goldstein (1971)

Agger and Goldstein (1971);
Horton and Thompson (1962); -
Aberbach (1969); Journal of
Social Issues (Number 4, 1961);
and Milbrath (1965)

Several articles in ‘“‘observational”’

literature bib' ography, and Carter
and others (" “66)

Coleman (1957); Key (June 1953);
Campbell and others (1964);
Salisbury and Black (1963); Jen-

nings and Zeigler (1966); and Crain, -

Katz, and Rosenthal (1969)

Klapper (1960); Lazarsfeld,
Berelson, and Gaudet (1948);

Berelson, Lazarsféld, and McPhee

(1954); Carter and Sutthoff (1960);
and Carter and others (1966)

*This list is not intended to be inclusive, but these works provide both a

‘good understanding of relevant theories and a comprehensive list of citations

to relevant literature. Full citations are contained-in the bibliography.
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expected strong negative correlations between high cost and positive
election outcome only when cost indicators are operationally de-
fined as tax rate increases. :

One plausible explanation for this apparently inconsistent
body of evidence is that many voters are uncertain of the relation-
ship between the cost of current school issues and the cost of
similar issues both in other communities and in their own com-
munity at different times. According to this interpretation of the
evidence, costs and attendant economic self-interest concerns may
serve as important determinants of election outcomes only if they
are dramatized to the voters. The combination of a significant in-
crease in the tax rate and the increasingly watchful eye of the local
media and taxpayers’ associations appears likely to achieve the de-
gree of exposure needed ‘for prompting glcdtCl cost consciousness
on the part of most voters. :

Research indicating that cost variables are of httle or no use

_ in analyzing election results complicates interpretation of data but

does not invalidate theories that stress the importance of the
economic impact of issues. To clarify this apparent discrepancy,

future research should focus on (1) assessing the voter’s under-

standing of the relative and absolute cost of schooi financial issues
and (2) examining the relationship between objective/subjective
measures of cost/ability to pay and the influence of such measures
on economic self-interest determinations. '
Economic-based explanations of individual votmg ‘behavior
receive significant support from findings that deal with the relation-
ship between two demographic factors—age and parental status—
and voter choice. Relevant studies unanimously agree that increasing
age is strongly correlated with negative voting in school financial
elections and that parental status (having school-aged children) is
strongly related to positive voting in these elections. _
The schools provide parents with obvious economic advan-

. tages. Parents cannot purchase schools’ short-run “baby sitting”

functions for an equivalent price on the open market, to say nothing
of the long-run employment and salary benefits of education that
are expected to accrue to the children. Clearly parents of school- .’
aged children have a measurable economic stake in the schools.
Although school costs are absorbed by citizens of all ages, the
direct benefits of edication—even when measured by standards of

. the public good—appear to diminish for older voters. Particularly
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among the retired, economic self-interest considerations would scem
destined to prompt ncgative voting. In school elections, a retired
person is asked to evaluate positively a proposal that, though it
may benefit the public or perhaps a family member of another
gencration, will still take a significant portion of what is normally
a reduced and fixed income.

The data from numerous studies strongly suggest that the parents
of school-aged children (the trend is most pronounced among
parents of children in the lower grades) and the clderly recact to
school financial proposals in predictable manners according to ob-
vious economic motivations.

The utility of the economic self-interest explanation diminishes
greatly, however, when it is applied to other classes of voters. Al-
though renters pay at least a portion of the property tax on their
dwellings, tax costs are more clearly cvident to homeowners. It
would seem reasonable, then, to assume that renters would be more
likely to vote positively then would homecowners. The bulk of
available evidence, however, strongly suggests that no appreciable
difference exists between the voting patterns of homeowners and
those of renters. :

The economic self-interest model does not seem to apply to thé’
wealthy either. Property taxes increase with the value of property,
which is, of course, highly correlated with income and-other mea-
sures of'wealth. Nevertheless, higher income individuals frequently

. provide the greatest proportion of support for school financial

issues. At the same time, there is no reason to assume that increased
educational benefits within a school district accruc o wealthy
individuals. Indeed, a case could be made for an inverse relationship -
between income and educational benefits—the unit cost for educa-
tional benefits may increase as an individual’s income increascs.
Part of the apparently anomalous behavior of the wealthy can
be explainéd by the theory of the marginal utility of income: as
dollars increase in numbers, their value to their possessor decreases.
Indeed, future research needs to specify the relationship among
marginal utility of income, perceived educational benefits, and
voting in school financial elections. Regardless of the outcome of
such research, however, available data and a logical interpretation
of them suggest that an explanation beyond that of economic self-

.interest is needed to account for the support high-income indivi-

duals give school tax issucs even though these individuals receive
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little or no personal benefits from the schools.
SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS

An explanation of voting behavior that goes beyond cconomic
sclf-interest focuses on socioeconomic status (SES). Persons who
have acquired a relatively greater amount of commodities highly
valucd in a society (not only goods but respect, status, and so forth)
arc most likely to support public issues, according to sevcral
theories, Simply stated; these theories assume that individuals who
have received the most benefits from society will probably want to

“reciprocate. For these individuals, social benefits have been trans-

lated into private dividends that have already been realized. It s,
therefore, logical to suggest that these persons feel closer to the
center ol their communitics and thus tend to be more aware of,
concerned about, and interested in community projects and needs.

It is assumed that “higher class” individuals’ long-range view of
the publl( interest overshadows the narrow concerns of pCISOll’ll
cost increases (within rcasonable limits). Frequently, this view will

lead them to support public issues. However, gaps between this

theory and relevant rescarch are signified by the phrase “‘within

‘reasonable’limits.” If an issue demands a sufficiently large portion

of personal resources, private economic concerns will override per-
ccived public benefits, fio matter how desitable the long-range
effects may secem. Futurc research should specify the relationship,
as perceived by the individual, between public benefits and private
costs and the point at which private costs supplant public benz=fits
as the dominant concern. If carried out with appropriate controls
for social class status, such rescarch would be a step toward an im-
proved theory of the cffect of social and cconomic influences on
school election voting behavior.

In the meantime, we can note that there exists ovenwhelmmg
evidence of a strong positive relationship between two . ommon
objective indicators of higher sociocconomic status—greater income-
and educational attainment—and positive voting in school financial
elections. Substantially less evidence exists for assessing the relation-
ship between other indicators of class and voting in these €1CC[10nb,
morcover, there is less unanimity in that evidence.

A careful perusal of the findings arrayed in the Appendix sug
gests a number of future research needs that must be met by any
attempt to refine partial theories of class and voting. For example,
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should the data that describes a strong positive relationship between
high socioeconomic class and positive voting in school elections be
restated to reflect the potential curvilinearity of the relationship
between class and voting? Such curvilinearity has been suggested
by scveral findings from Jordan’s (1966) quartile analysis of voting
in Los Angeles school elections and by the unanimous finding that
blacks arc more likely than whites to vote in favor of school finan-
cial clections, despite the fact that blacks are disproportionately
represented in the lower SES category (Wilson and Banfield 1964,
Jordan 1966, Smith and others 1968, and Hahn and Almy 1971).

COMMUNITY RESPONSIBILITY AND
SOGIAL DISTANCE ATTITUDES .

As noted above, the economic self-interest theory of voting be-
havior is incomplete without a consideration of the apparently
anomalous behavior of the upper socioeconcmic segment of the
population. Researchers who correlate social and economic class
with social behavior posit that cach class promotes a set of attitudes
or beliefs that directly affects its members’ behavior. The most
important factor explaining the disproportionate positive voting
in most school financial elections by individuals with incomes in

_excess of $20,000 may well be that they all see the world from a

similar point of view that characterizes their class. However, a
simpler explanation—that higher incomes increase the capacity to
pay taxes—must apply in at least somec of the cases.

It is important to determine il certain attitudes or attitude in-
dexes such as “world views” or “life styles” are defined by class or
are different from and more powerful than class and economic -
background as predictors of voting behavior. If these attitudes are
separate from class and economic background, then their roots
must obviously be traced to other sources—{or example, personality
factors, physiological needs and drives, and so forth. Boskoff and
Zeigler’s (1964) suggestion, which has received substantial support
from attitude r‘clsearch, may represent the key departure point for
defining future research needs: :

In the case of voting, perhaps status position and exposure to in-
fluence patterns may be regarded as the “transitory” component. Style
of life, the com_pjex of crucial attitudes and values by which resources
and facilities-are4judged, may constitute the ‘“permanent” component
that is more decisively connected with voting choice in some sequence
of elections. (1964, p. 141) ‘
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Because attitude configurations and class status arc probably re-
lated but not perfectly ‘overlapping, the relationship between atti- -
tude structures and behavior (in this case, voting behavior) deserves
special attention. Community responsibility attitudes and social
distance attitudes are two closely related attitudinal dimensions -
that have been the subject of a few high quality studies. A number
of strong correlations between these attitudes and voting in local
elections have been reported by studies that used differing opera-
tional "procedures. Virtually unanimously, the studies agree that
the individuals most likely to support school issues are those who
have relatively strong community ties and who feel that they in
some way contribute to and are affected by community and edu-
cational decision-making (Agger and Goldstein 1965 and 1971,
Boskoff and Zeigler 1964, Carter and Sutthoff 1960, Fish 1964,
Mahan 1968, McKelvey 1966, and Wilson and Banfield 1964 and
1971).

Exceptions to this generalization occur only when attempts are
made to infer community responsibility attitudes from indirect but
objective data such as length of residence or age. If it is assumed
that the longer individuals reside in a community, the stronger
their ties to that coramunity are and the more likely they are to
support school finaficial issues, then age and length of residence
become important factors in predicting how members of a com-
munity will vote. However, these two qualities are frequently found
to be totally unrclated to voting behavior in school financial

elections. And some studies even indicate that the older an indivi-

dual is and the longer he has resided in a community, the more

likely it is that he will vote negatively on school financial issues.
Corroboration of the generalization based on community re-

sponsibility attitudes is available from evidence suggesting that

_individuals who feel extremely distant from community power

centers, powerless to affect community decisions, and distrustful
of perceived decision-makers, are much more likely to oppose
school financial and other public issues -than those with a less pes-
simistic view of the community (Horton and Thompson 1962, Gold
1962, Templeton 1966, Agger and Goldstein 1965 and 1971, and .
Milstein and Jennings 1970).

These findings suggest that support for or opposmon to school
issues is frequently a function of an individual’s perception of his
relationship to his community. A voter’s attitude toward the
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community decision-making (political) process is an important
indicator of the direction-of his vote in school financial elections.
However, broad ideological loyalties {conservative/liberal) are not
good indicators of voting direction in the same elections (Mahan
1968, Jordan 1964, Boskoff and Zcigler 1964, and Fish 1964).

A fairly even division exists between studies that do and studies
that do not report a significant relationship between partisan
national and nonpartisan local voting patterns of individuals and
groups exhibiting varying social and partisan predispositions. Any
asscssment of the stability of attitudinal determinants must take this
division into consideration. Several studies have found no significant
relationship between voting patterns in partisan national and
nonpartisan local elections:(Boskoff and Zeigler 1964, Templeton
1966, Jordan 1966, Hahn and Almy 1971, Key 1953, and Salisbury
and Black 1963). These studies tend to disprove the hypothesis that
relatively permanent attitudinal configurations originate in status
and underlie predictable patterns of voter choiceregardless of the
type of election. Such findings, of course, do not reflect on
hypotheses positing a relationship between a particular attitudinal
configuration and voting in a particular election. Nor do they call
into question the relationship between attitudes and voting if ob-
jective indicators of concepts such as class fail to identify the
attitudinal syndrome most directly affecting the voting decision.
Future research needs to spécify the best possible attitudinal syn-
drome for each type of election, controlling for variables such as
class and partisan affiliation. ! '

STIMULATING VOTER PARTICIPATION: THFE INFOR_MF,D
DEMOCRATIC VERSUS THYF, POLITICIZED ELECTORATE

The theory and research summarized in the Appendix provide
a basis for understanding ‘“normal” voter behavior in school finan-
cial elections. The concept of ‘“normalcy” is based on an assump-
tion implicit in most school voting research—research that asks why-
some voters make positive choices while others.make negative ones.
That assumption is that voting behavior is not simply random or
unexplainable individual behavior but is, instead, pztterned and
predictable. Apparently, the assumption is correct since evidence
suggests that when all other factors are copsidered, the direction m
which many individuals vote can be predicted on ilye basis of ¢ithet,
nonpolitical information. Indeed, some facts #Hout a voter’d
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background characteristics and his voting in past school elections
not only help predict” his future vote but arc also usclul in-
explaining why voting in these clections is a consistent (over time)
act for many individuals.

Because it is not possible to hold all vanables constant in the
real world, the accuracy of predictions based on ‘“‘normal” voting
behavior diminishes. Those who would like to effect fundamental
change in voting patterns should note the evidence from studies
concerned with the [ollcwing basic questions: To what extent do
certain environmental and political forces alfect school financial
election outcomes? Or, when docs a school election situation be-
come “‘abnormal,” and what are the consequences?

Answcrs to the above questions provide the basis for assessing
general theories ol voter behavior dealing with the effects of par-
ticipation stimulants on election outcome. These theories recog-
nize that the *normal electorate” in these elections is smaller than
the voting population in many other clections and much smaller
than the eligible voting population. This recognition has prompted
some school supporters to plead for greater voter turnout,  fact
made obvious from a survey of educational journal articles. As
Beal and others report, “numerous articles are devoted to
the topic of encouraging all eligible voters to register and vote”
(1966, p. 8). The observational literature indicates that many
school officials would probably second the following motion

_offered by one school superintendent on the eve of a recent

budget election:

We want bodies to come in and vote. I can’t really say that it isn't
important to me whether they vote yes or not, but it’s very important
that we ‘do have a large vote so the board has a clear mandate from the
people of the district.

Thoele {(1971)

This desire for greater voter participation in school elections is
based on a strong faith in the democratic process. So-are the fre-
quent admonitions for bigger and better multiple-media campaigns.
The assumption inherent in campaigns that stress greater public
participation in school financial decision-making is that the schools
have a constant broad basc of popular support. Such an assump-
tion leads one to believe that issue success is simply a matter of
informing voters of a need and reminding them to vote. This theory
is explicitly stated in at least one “how-to-win” article:
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. <. . We rcalized that a successful bond issu¢ depended upon the
voters having enough information on which to base a decision. Informed
citizens will vote for schoil bonds—9 out of 10 times.

) Beal and others (1966, p. 13)

_ Empirical support for this faith in the informed democratic elec-
torate is almost nonexistent. It appears valid to assert the existence
of widespread, basically favorable attitudes toward education
(Carter and Sutthoff 1960, Agger and Goldstein 1965 and 1971,

McKelvey 1966, Fish 1964, and Mahan 1968). However, these

attitudes appear to be relatively unimportant determinants of
schoo! clection voting patterns. '

INCREASED PARTICIPATION: A MISCONCIPTION

A more directly relevant relationship is the persistently strong -
correlation between turnout increasgs.and negative voting (at least
in first-time clections). When coupled with the frequent lack .
positive correlation between many campaign techniques and elec-
tion success, this evidence strongly suggests that trust in the demo-
cratic clectorate to respond positively to school issues is seldom
anything more than an act’ of faith.

School-related conflict, which raises voters’ political awareness,
is the most likely causal agent underlying the strong positive cor:
relation between high turnout and negative voting. Substantiation
of this assertion is provided by theory and rescarch from differ-
ent kinds of community studies, together with evidence from
studies assessing the relationship among levels of community con-
flict, interest group activity, and school financial election outcome.*

Such theory and research provide the basis for understanding the
relationship among three variables: community conflict, voter turn-
out, and clection outcome (sce figure 2). An increasc in conflict
results in high turnout, which, in turn, leads to negative outcome.
However, a given conflict can be a direct stimulus to negative out-
come, in spite of the size of the turnout. Therefore, if a conflict
leads to both greater negativism toward the schools and an ab-

‘normally high turnout for a school election, then it is difficult to

assign direct causes to the final effect (negative outcome).

*Reference here is to literature dealing with community conflict. Par-
ticularly useful” works are those by Coleman (1957), Coser (1967), and
Mack (1965). .
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A causal model of this explanation—admittedly an oversimpli-
fication—is provided in figure 2. As the arrows in the diagram
indicate, this explanation assumes that conflict stimulates a rela-
tively high negative response {rom the clectorate in addition to a
high voter turnout for the clection in question.

FIGURE 2

A SCHEMATIC REPRESENTATION OF THE
RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN COMMUNITY CONFLICT,
VOTIER TURNOUT, AND OUTCOME

IN SCHOOL FINANCIAL ELECTIONS

Voter
Turnout

Community ’ Llection
- pu
Conflict 7 Qutcome

This model emphasizes the impact of conflict on election outcome
regardless of the size of the voter turnout. To the extent that this
explanation holds true, it tends to render irrelevant debates con-
cerning the impact of voter turnout, democratic versus elite
decision-making in school affairs, and other hypotheses dealmg
with the effect ot changing participation rates.

Additional evidence suggests the need for a subtle but impor-
tant modification of the model that will reflect the centrality of
the participation variable in predicting election outcomes. Figure
3 reflects this modification.

This model suggests that a number of highly changeable
forces—some controllable by schools, others not—directly affect
participation increases, which, in turn, affect the probability of
election defeat. As indicated in this model, community conflict is
only one contributor to the high correlation between size of turn-
out and issue defeat.
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FIGURE 3

A SCHEMATIC REPRESENTATION OF THE
RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN TURNOUT STIMULANTS,
VOTER TURNOUT, AND QUTCOMEF.

IN SCHOOL FINANCIAL ELFECTIONS

Campaign

Turnout . Voter Flection
Conflict —™ y

Stimulants Turnout Outcome
Other / :

Stimulants

LIKELY PARTICIPANTS AND YES VOTERS:
SHARED CHARACTFRISTICS

Profiles of persons most likely to vote and persons most likely to
vote yes provide another explanation for election outcome. These
profiles are based on the background factors that appear most
strongly associated with voter participation, choice, and attitudes.
Table 2 presents these voter profiles.

TABLE 2 -

CHARACTERISTICS OF INDIVIDUALS MOST LIKELY TO
PARTICIPATE IN AND VOTE IN'FAVOR OF
SCHOOL FINANCIAL ELECTIONS

Most Likely L Most Likely
Participants Yes Voters
parents of school-aged ' parents of school-
children R aged children
high income : high income
high education -~ high education
middle-aged younger
" whites . blacks
homeowners - NSD (not sufficient
. data)
high interest in schools : high interest in schools,
. . . community
trusting (opposites from the trusting (opposites
alienation syndrome) from the aliena-

tion syndrome)
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The most striking fcature of table 2 is the similarity it indicates
between the two profiles. The “Most Likely Participants” column
provides a starting point for analyzing school elections by describ-
ing the normal voters. If the second column, which describes the
most ‘likely yes voters, differed significantly from the first, then
the answer to the school’s financia! problems would lic in imple-
menting the democratic process; that is, increasing voter turnout.
The columns are, however, remarkably similar, which means that
in most instances the voter who is most favorably predisposed to-
ward the schools is alrcady well represcnted in school financial
elections. As a result, a general increase in turnout will produce a
rclatively greater representation of those less likely to favor school .
financial issues. This result is directly explained by Tingsten’s Law
of Dispersion (1963)—an increase in participation yields a morc
representative sample of the total cligible population.

A second major branch of knowledge corroborates the sugges-
tion that traditional campaigns designed to increase voter participa-
tion in school financial elections may not meet their intended -
objective. Communications vesearch has cstablished that mass
media campaigns are more likely to affect the behavior of certain
subpopulations (sclective audiences) within the general population.
Inalmost cvery case, those identifiable subpopulations affected are
groups possessing characteristics far different from thosc of the
“Most Likely Yes Voters’ described in table 2.
THF. IMPORTANCE OF VOTI",R. PREDISPOSITION ?

Both the law of dispersion and the results of communications
rescarch support the conclusion apparent from other evidence con-
cerning the relative importance of voter predispositions, attitudes,
and backgrounds: a very large number of voters and potential
voters in school financial elections have made a standing decision
about the direction of their vote. Unfortunately for the schools,

~ the standing decision of a majority of pcople in the voting pool

appears to have changed from support to opposition. ‘

Recent survey data suggest that the law of dispersion remains in
effect. Table 8 compares the actual voting behavier of people who
voted with the intended voting behavior of those who did not vote.
The table reports data from two surveys—one of a national sample
by Gallup (1969) and one of New York State by Milstein and
Jennings {1970).
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TABLE 3

ACTUAL AND INTENDED VOTING BEHAVIOR IN
SCHOOL FINANCIAL ELECTIONS: 1969

New York State National
Voters Nonvoters Vaters Total Sample
(including
nonvoters)
FOR 56% 51% 47% 45%
AGAINST 44 .49 Y 49
Undecided  NA (not NA 6 6
applicable) :
Total 100 100 100 100

Clearly, from the schools’ point of view, nothing can be gained
by increasing the number of citizens who vote in school elections
to include those who are eligible to vote but do not do so.

Q
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Theory of the Normal Vote:
Potentials and Problems

Both the research findings and partial theories reviewed have
presented a strong case for basing predictions of school election
outcomes on a base-line profile of a community’s “normal vote.”
Despite the widespread use of the normal vote concept, all normal
vote theories are limited because they arc static. Whether one is
attempting to explain a presidential clection outcome on the basis
of the normal partisan division of the electorate or to explain the
outcorne of a nonpartisan election on the basis of social, cconomic,
or psychological criteria, the “norm” or base-line data must be
subject to constant reevaluation.

These data suggest a fundamental and widespread change in the
nation’s school election voting patterns. Beginning sometime in the
late 1960s, the proportion of defeated school financial issues has
increased annually. Corroborative data from recent annual Gallup
{1969, 1970, 1971, and 1972) surveys of citizen attitudes suggest
that the nationwide trend toward negative voting in school elec-
tions is continuing. Table 4 combines the Gallup data from fon~

23
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nationwide samples of the responses adults gave to a question de-
signed to ascertain their probable vote in a school financial elec-
tion. The same question was used eafh year: “Suppose the local -
public schools said they needed much more money. As you fecel at
this time, would you vote to raise taxes for this purpose, or
would you vote against raising taxes for this purpose?”’

TABLE 4

RESPONSE OF NATIONAL SAMPLE TO GALLUP POLL
'OF PUBLIC ATTITUDES TOWARD.EDUCATION: -

1969-1972%
National ~ No Children  Public Private
Totals in' Schools School " School
- Parcnts Parents

1969

For ' 45% 41% . 51% 40%

Against 49 83 - M 56

No Opinion 6 6 5 4
1970 3 ‘ . -

For 37 35 43 37

- Against 56 57 52 58

No Opinion 7 8 4 : 5

¢
1971 .

For 40 37 44 .37

Against 52 53 49 : 59

No Opinion 8 10 7 4
1972

For 36 .35 37 38

Against 56 56 56 55

No Opinion 8 9 7 7

*Source: Gallup 1969, 1970, 1971, 1972.
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The first column of table 4 indicates that an increasing number
of individuals are negatively predisposed toward school financial
issues. The remaining columns reflect an important change in onc -
major component of the normal vote model suggested in table 2
and in the ensuing discussion: parental-status. In 1969, a majority
of adults with children attending public schools would have voted
in favor of a school financia’ proposal, while a majority of indivi-
duals without children in the public schools or with children in
private schools would have voted against such a proposal. By 1972,
however, parental status had become useless as a predictor of voter
predisposition toward school financial issues. Fifty-six percent of
parents with children in public schools, as well as the same percent-
age of voters without school-aged chiidren and of the total sample
of voters, would have opposed a school financial issue requiring
additional tax support. ’

. ISSUE. DEFFAT AND TURNOUT @LUCTUATIONS

The implications of this shift in public opinion are obvious. The

four annual Gallup surveys reflect a trend toward a greater una-

nimity of opinion among individuals characterized by divergent
income, age, and other important demographic Tacfors, as well as
by differing parental status. Thus, to the extent that the surveys are
valid (that the question accurately elicits actual voting responses)
and to the extent that the national samples represent actual com-
munity populations, turnout {luctuations along a number of seem-
ingly important dimensions would have little effect on reversing
the contemporary trend toward defeat of school financial issues. A
nationwide school financial ¢! ction held in April of 1972 would
have lost by almost exactly the same margin (56 percent opposed)
even if the electorate could have been restricted to only parents of
public school children, only parents of private school children, or
only voters without school children.

Of .course, we cannot conclude on the basis of this evidence
alone that the composition of the turnout would have made no
difference in 1972 or will not do so in future elections. As table 5
indicates, the increase in the proportion of negative response is not
as dramatic in categories such as income and age as it is in parental
status. '

The picture presented in table 5 is not a pleasant one for school
supportérs even sthough it provides some basis for expecting



TABLFE 5

PERCENTAGES BY SELECTED BACKGROUND
CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULTS WHO WOULD VOTE AGAINST
SCHOOL TAX INCREASFES: GALLUP SURVEYS OF

1969 AND 1972%

Percent
. Opposed .
Category _ 1969 1972 Net Change
TOTAL SAMPLFE 49% 56% . +7%
AGFE ' .

" Under 21 NA 42 NA
21-29 yrs. - - 39 49 +10
30-49 yrs. 48 ' 57 +9
50 yrs. + - . b5 61 +6

INCOME : .

* Under $3,000 B7** 58 +1
3,000-4,999 : 5Q** 64 +14
5,000-6,999 50 58 +8
-7,000-9,999 48 59 +11
10,000-14,999 47 52 +5
15,000 + _.,:‘,1’,1.-' : 54 - - +13

EDUCATION b _ ,
Elementary Grades 60 " 64 . +4
High School Incomplete 54 61 - +7
-'High School Complete 50 60 : +10
i Technical, Trade, or
Business School 47 59 +12
College Incomplete 43 45 +2 -
College Graduate 34 41 +7
OCCUPATION ' .
Nonlabor Force 53 62 ) +9
Unskilled Labor 56 61 . +5
Skilled Labor 47 60 +13
Farm ' - 62 65 +3
Clerical and Sales 52 47 . -5
Business and Professional 40 50 +10
RACE .
Nonwhite 4; - 48 +1
White 49 57 +8

*Sources: Gallup 1969 (pp. 79-80) and 1972 (p. 42).
_ **Approximate percentages obtained by collapsing two more discrete
o : categories. .
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election results to vary if voters from the different caiegorics
sampled are disproportionately represented. In 1972, if voter pref-
crences in an average school district had conformed to the percent-
ages in the table, school financial election success could have been
guaranteed only if a very sclect group—a highly “abnormal™ clec-
torate—had been allowed to vote: nonwhite college graduates under
30 who are carning between $10,000-815,000 a year in clerical or
salés occupations. Even if participation had been restricted in this
absurd way, however, the 1972 clection would have been close. At
a minimum, over 40 percent of the voters in this group would have
voted no. Even if participation and these demographic categorics -
had been the only variables, issuc success was simply more difficult
to accomplish in 1972 than it had been in 1969, and much more
difficult than it had been in years prior to 1969.

The data arrayed in tables 4 and 5 do not necessitate wholesale
revision of carlier propositions attempting to explain what groups
of voters are most likely to support school issues and why support
from these groups can be expected. Such revision is not required
because, in the first place, these surveys may p"ointf"i‘o, but-do
not nccessarily represent, a trend. Second, the surveys represent
only .the nation’s adult population, not the likely participants in
school elections and certainly not the voting pools of particular
communitics. Finally, other data classifications within thesc cate-
gorics might indicate altcrations in apparcnt trends. For instance,
in the income category of table 5, the net change of 13 percent
may not apply to all income levels above $15,000. Additional
breakdowns of this category may yield different results. Clearly,
further longitudinal research is nceded both at the national level
to validate these trends and to test for change in other important
variables, and at the local level to avoid the error of *“. . . personifi-
cation—treating micro units as analogues of macro units and extend-
ing findings accordingly” (Eulau 1963, pp. 126-127).

Even if it is assumed that the Gallup data represent valid trends
that can be found in many communitics, the demographic profiles
of the voters most likely to make positive and negative choices
appcar to havé changed very little over time. The most veliable
sources fof positive votes in school elections are still the young,
highly educated, relatively wealthy, white-collar workers (the
““Most Likely Yes Voters” outlined in table 2). The problem for the
schools is that there are simply fewer yes votes available.
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INCOMF. AND EDUCATION LEVELS: ADFQUATL

_PREDICTORS OF VOTER BEHAVIOR?

However, the {uture longitudinal research called for above should
not ignore potential deviations suggested by some of the highest
net changes listed in table 5. The dramatic increases in negative
voting among those in business and professional jobs with incomes
exceeding $15,000 are particularly relevant to hypotheses dealing
with the impact of national economic conditions on personal cost-
benefit determinations, which may in turn affect voting in school
elections. Perhaps most relevant to future research is what appears
to be the beginning of a scparation of the trend lines charting the
relationship between voting intentions and two seminal indicators
of SES—income and education. These recent data indicate marked

" instability at the extremes of the income scale—areas that were

formerly among the most reliable vote predictors. The education
scale, on the other hand, has remained relatively stable at the
extremes with the only major changes occurring among trade and
business students and high school graduates. If these data remain
consistent, the validity of income and education levels as predictors
of voter behavior may be subject to change.
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| Conclusion : |
‘Linking Research to Practice

" One purpose of this paper is to highlight those points in the
existing array of research and theory most in need of further
research clarification. Inevitably in many instances, important fu-
ture research needs are implied but not fully explained.

Second, we have assumed. that the evidence presented in this .,

report may be used by individuals attempting to affect the out-
come of school financial elections. From many of the propositions
developed here, both supporters and opponents of school financial
issues will be able to garner insights to improve their election
strategies. We reemphasize, however, that we have not intended to
write a “how to win a school election’ manual. Although a num-
ber of reports provide such prescriptions, most observations are
not based on empirical research and are frequently valid only for
the election and point of time at hand.* Indeed,-an obvious and

*I.xceptions that oifer sound and specific tactical advice in light of what
we know from empirical research can be found in William J. Banach and

29
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major conclusion to be drawn [rom much of the rescarch reviewed
in this paper is that many important determinants of school clec-
tion outcome arc not amcnable to manipulation or control by
anyone—{riend or foe of the schools—employing traditional
campaign techniques.

However, a certain degree of control remains feasible. [nitially,
the school official who wants to achicve success in financial clee-
tions must test the cxtent to which his election situation and
community demographic and attitudinal profile match the generali-
zations developed here. The message clearly indicated by the
cvidence presented in this paper is that school districts attempting
to influence election outcomes should, at the.outset, spend more
resources on analyzing their constituency and less on blatant
attempts to influence the direction of the vote over.azsix-week
campaign period. To a certain extent, officials may base’ their analy-
sis on intuition. But since aggregate voting and census records are
cheap and easily obtainable, they should be used to identify pockets
of support and resistance within particular communitics.

Survey rescarch is a most useful data source that can provide
the school official with his own positive/negative voter profile,
which will be more accurate than the one developed here.* Al-
though survey research is somewhat more costly than aggregate
data collection, its cost should be relatively low compared to the
costs commonly associated with campaigns, repeated elections,
and so forth. .

Assuming that the voting behavior of members of his commu-
nity matches the generalizations developed here, the school official
may choose among sevér_al alternatives. Thesc alternatives involve
significant value questions, and the official’s decision about how 1o
conduct an election campaign must be based both on his knowl-
edge of the total situation and on his own valuc system.

If a school district’s research identifies a relatively stable, smdll

Lawrence Westley, “‘Public Relations, Computers, and Ilection Success,”
paper presented to the Association for Fducational Data-Systems, St. Paul,
Minnesota, May 19, 1972; and C. Montgomery Johnson, Public Opinion,
Voter Behavior, and School Support (Olympia, Washington: S.C.O.R.E., 1971.)

*For excellent technical advice along with some of the supporting ration-
ale developed here, see Michael Y. Nunnery and Ralph B. Kimbrough, Politics,
Power, Polls, and School Elections (Berkeley: McCutchan Publishing Co.,
1971).
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block of voters who regularly vote in school elections, if this block
is well described by our model participant profile (table 2), and if
there hasbeen a gradual shift in that block’s vote in all subcategories
of the voting pool in the direction of greater negative voting. then

‘the campaign can take nne of five possible directions. Attempts

can be made to '
1. Increase general participation, assuming the larger voting
pool will be more favorable
"2. Discourage participation, assuming the smaller group of
participants will be more favorable
3. Selectively recruit more yes voters, assuming the no vote
will remain constant S
4. Selectively discourage participation of no voters, assuming
the yes vote will remain constant

5. Change the net distribution of the normal vote division
from less no to more yes choices

The evidence reviewed here strongly suggests that greater par-
ticipation is seldom the road to election success. On the other hand,

. attempts to discourage participation, on cither a selective or mass

basis, involve obvious value dilemmas within the democratic frame-
work. The long-run solution that many would opt for is to create a
more favorable distribution of voters (number 5), but we doubt
that any single group of school supportcrs can accomplish this
goal except over a long period of time.

The tactical direction that is suggested by the evidence presented
in this paper and that is also congruent with politics as practiced in
a democracy is alternative number 3: many districts will be forced
to take advantage of normally low turnouts by selectively recruit-
ing more voters who are likely to favor the issue at hand while
assuming that the negative votes will remain constant. At least for
the short run and {rom a pragmatic perspective, school [inance in
many communities may depend on vigorous political campaigns
designed to stimulate maximum participation of likely school
supporters.



Appendix




1S4

1S3

1S

S:IS “1SH

SLET ISIY B 1A

0.61 amo[xely
9961 moqueg
P961 ensyia

9961 "[8 13 [vag

$961 eusys(Q
£961 SYPIH

8961 1InqQgaL
L961 S
L961 19pLID
9961 '[E 12 [vag
9961 Aydimpy
$961 Ust

ZL61 pIajrees
Y961 ysiy

061 "1daq

P A1mIG AN

1261 211900

-GL6T PId|EES.

L961 12doon
9961 moqreq

L961 uospiae(
9961 inoqreg

§L6T Uapivp
$961 921U My

£L961 uospiaeq

£961 uosplaeQq
9961 uepiof

(sporsad aurm JusIafyp)

§3sBIIDU] 218} XEJ,

(s1ey xe]) 2zt 23y

anssy Jo 9ZIG Ie[jo(] 1oy

(uolienjep passassy)
a)eYy] juawssassy Ajradoig

NOLLVZINVOUO ANV HLTVAIM SOILSIMALOVAVHD IOTULSIA TOOHDS ‘1 HOLGV.I

AMOHLL
#xxx [VILUVI

SN

- 81§

+ Hig

#xx NOILVTAUUOD 10 NOILLDHAIA

#x ] TIVIIVA

*SS11D0NS NOLLDUTT ANV (ONLLOA ,w.,._>: OL SHULVTAAI0OD

SSNOLLDYMTH TVIDONVNIJ TOOHDS NI ONLLOA NO HDUVASTY TVOIMIIWA JO SISTHLNAS

34

XIAN3ddY

IC.

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

E\.



1 21qe1 Uy parsy] 59109y [ensed A 01 SIIY wxk s

5 .

0

‘s3[qeLrea Juapuadap 3soyl 01 (usp7) pale[al A[jediIsiiels Jou aq 03 punoy
10 ‘Sunjoa , sa4,, 10 $$3d0Ms UONDI[2 YUM pajedosse (-515) Ajaanedau 10 (+81g) Aaamisod sem uoilsanb ul o[qELIBA Y], 444

» L sajqeriea Juspuadapu] 4,
= sajqerrea juapuada(g 4

>

QU

=

9961 1noqrey
9961 'Ie 12 [B22d
(11ews g 231e()
9961 s[288ny 3 111D
(suonwaya xma)
0961

Dd1 ‘IS

|d 1Al D4l

9961 ‘12 121829

FI61 [9Z3U2M
IS4 F961 BUsSYA(]

L961 SYIIH
0L61 2mopIe[y
0:61 "3dag
Pi ATIS AN

8961 "t 19 yuwg

_ _ GL61 PI2JITTS

. - $961 wvuSYAQ

0261 wdag
P WIS AN

Add CISH 'SHS

1S+ *SUS

Jjoynng 3 1911e)

L96T uosplaeq
(s3orusip pazis wnipaw)
9961 s[283ny 3 1211e)
(suonoaja puoq)
0961
jjoy1Ing 3 1211e)
(s101051p
looyds ySny uy)
¥961 ensydd
9961 Mmodreg
f

L961 uosprazq

¥961 ensyA(Q

[L6T 1211900 0L61 amolrely

("012 ‘parepijosuod
“§°H ‘Arejuawiafd)
ad& 1, 10181 [00YOg

(012

‘saanpadoud 12355 ‘uLia) jo
y18ua; Suipniour xopui)
lonuo) pieog

- (3211351p U1 sjooyos
sriqnduou jo uorrzodoad)
diysroumQ [ooyog

amyupuadxy ntdng 194

(saxe1 [BSO]

3o uonzodoud pue jrdnd 1ad
sapnjoul uoneliea jeuorrerado)
Yifea\ spqexe],

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

B E v



Dd1 9961 inoqieg 9961 S[288ny xR 121100 souariad X uapuazuriadng

(suo1122]2 puoq 10j

(xey-1[eWwS pue s1o1xs1p 2818} Wi ‘suoly
a8ir] tpuogqg-azs -39 X€} 10J S1DLIISIP : )
[[euwss ‘wnipau) pazIs winipaus ur) . . (sread g ueyl
0961 0961 $53] 10 310W SULIAY)
Wd ‘0dl1 Jjoyung g iaaed Joynng g 1a3ie) A11a98u0T pieog
adl (210U 02201505)
“Id ‘SUS ‘Ddl - _ : 9961 Iewjy snyelg preog

(paadons o1
A{ay1] 210uUI $3DINSIP

(xe1) . Sunurodde :puoq)
0961 0961 - . (pajutodde ‘sa pa123]9)
dd a1 ‘0dl jyoyinng g I311e) jjoynng g 1311e) $3INPad0oig uoldIag pieoyqg
(resodoud pieoq jo
. 9967 s[e88ny g 1211BD Ass02u 1940 Juawazaige)
Odl1 L961 2Pl Ayeprjog pieog

L961 19pLID
F961 192U

36

0261 dag |
Pu 21IS AN
L96T SYITH gL61 pIjees
961 voSYAQ - L961 uospiaeq
9961 feulpy 0961 9961 "[¢ 12 jeag . (syuapnis jo 1aqunu)
Vas ‘0dl 9961 'Ie 12 [B2g Jjounng x 1331e) 9961 snoqieq 221§ 12ISI( [00Y2S
AYOIHL SN - a1s + 88 xx 1 TEVIIVA
*xxx TVILAVd # %+ NOLLV T Y 40D 410 NOLLDIIIA

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

E\.



37

Appendix

10 ‘Sunoa

.

1 alqel ul paisi] sa1x0ay 1 [enied oyl 01 SI9JIY sxxx

‘sajqerrea Juapuadap asoyl 01 (4sy7) Pa1E[aL A[[RD1ISITRIS 10U 3q O] punoy

594, 10 $5220MS UOII52[2 YUM palerdosst (-815) AjpaneSau 10 (+°8ig) Ljoarnsod seam uonsanb ur ajqerea oy, 44«

sajqeriea Juapuadapuy 4,

Jd1 ‘0dl

qdr “Hd

SHS "ISH

“ld
Ad

154

Odl

9961 "[e 12 JBayg

(*19312 1uanbasqgns)
9961 Aydinpy
1961 19plD

1261 (211900
961 s3OIH

. 9961
s{288ny g 1211E)
1261 [21190)
961 ensyAq

0,61 "1dag
P A1®IS AN

("1212 swn 357
9961 Aydmpy
$961 ueay

£961 uospiaeq

¥961 uedy
9961 tnoqreg
L961 JPPLD

0461 3mOLIE[y

anss] jo asoding pareig

(sansst 10 saiepIpuUEd [RUONIEU

10 31®1S 1M 10[[{eq U0 Sur
-1eadde sansst xe1 10 puoq [00Yds)
SUOL1D3[’] UILINDUOY)

SOLLSTUALOVAVHD NOLLDUTA I HOLOV

9961 s{a88ny 3 1211E)

ssaupaiqapui 12151

$35B2.10U| Ale[eg 19Yyded ],

Buissng jo asn)

ontey [1dng-1aydeay

(s;ooyos xay1 10}
S[e0S,, snotiea piemol)
apnimy pieog

O

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

E



2d1 dl “4d

8961 d2unJ,

9961 '[e 12 [eag

G961 2u0i§
(301330 uesiyaed
pue epuaiajai)

£961 Yoelg ¥ Amgsijes

€661 439

1261 Awpy %y uyey

9961 uepiof
9961 uolapdwa

L961 1aqar] (suoroa[a sy
9961 ‘1961 1S} ueyy 12Yy3o0)
‘0961 ‘1B 12 1911E) 1961 Jouurdg

(uesiyred [euonyeu
pue ‘1reduou [eo0]
$3D13J0 3A115213 103 Junioa)

€961 ¥2E[q % Amgsi[es

(panunauoo)

jmoumy,

(s1s23u03 uesiyred

[eUOtj U PUE SUOI}D]D
uestyaeduou esof ut Surjoa
uaamiaq diysuorie[al ayl}

IC

SUIS “dl Y961 6G61 URLIpY % SWEIIM SuoI23f] 194310
‘Od1 ‘44 113157 3 J30ysog 9961 3(8157 ¥ sButuusf ~—suiaiieg 3unop ised
: €L61 uapiep
8961 UOS[AN
GL61 Pl3j[eES
9961 '[e 12 [eag
(a8uey> 03 sease j1oddns
‘paut ueys A[IyI] ss9| 2ae
“[.[S 10} 310ddns smof 10
Y8y A[pwanxa 12y3a
JO SP10331 Y1Im Seare) SUOoI1D3[y [EIPUBUL | [OOYDG
Dd1“1d (89-2£961 121u1m) SIIIM ~—suai3eg 3unop I1s8g
L9611 12pL)
9961 inogaey
9961 "[e 32 [eag (212 “1334e0b ‘syjuow ‘uoseas
$961 ueay 01 Suipiodoe pazijeuonesado)
Al *d 9961 Aydany leap yoauug
o AYOUTHL AN - 81 + 31§ *»+1TAVIIVA
oS *xxx TVILUVI *xx NOILVTL HIOD 40 NOLLD-d1d
| S

E

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



39

Appendix

1 21qe3 ut paisi[ s31109Y3 [erired Y1 03 SIPIY 4 axx

. ‘sa|qetiea juspuadap asoy o1 (uspy) P21e[21 A}{BO1ISIIR]S 10U 2Q 01 punoj
10 ‘Supl0a s34, 10 §5320MS UONDI[3 YuMm patedosse (--51g) Ajpanedau o (+-81g) Ajaatusod sem uorisanb ur S[QELIBA YT s4x

sajqetiea juapuadapu] 4 .

L96T SYOIH 961
IS4 ‘SuS 8961 1INQQa L 9961 UOYEDI 1913197 % jjoysog

(panurzuoo)

awodu]

SOLLSTUILOVYVHD DIHdVIDOWIA YILOA I HOLDV A

(sansst snoaue(jadsiwt
10 puoq 10j ueyj Jjel
X®e] 10} 12481y 2q 01
AJaY1] ST JuassIp 1310A)
1961 pieaeg % id1ie)
1S3 “i1d 9961 TeUlN

Xd 9961 'I® 19 [eag

961 ensyAQ
9961 ueplof
9961 Teuliy
L96]1 FpL)
0L6T dmolaepy
161 [21130D
(89-2961 121uim) SIIIM
. . 9961 inoqieg (seare ueqmqns)
(8961 1aquwana(]) uyel (Suoryddfa awul Isiy) (89-296 1 121u1Mm) SI[[IM
$961 1313197 3 jjoysog L961 Jouurdg (seare ueqin)
9961 Aydinpy $961 [921UaM 0L61 2mOIel

adA J, uonoayy

(poriad-1e34-3a1) ® 12A0
PI3Y SUOII23[3 JO JaquInu)
Aouanbaiy uonoayy

(panuuo2) Moumy,

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

E\.



v (panuzuo)
9961 uepiof 1961 i
1S ‘SHS 8961 fouany, 1318157 %3 jjoysog 4 (xapur) SIS
$961 : v
: 13[8197 ¢ 3j0ysog 4 ; 9961 .
1S4 "SUS 8961 1Ingga . 9961 UOYEINOIW spa88ny 3 wuIe) -, uonednadg

1261
plarjueg ¥ uospiy
1261 LWy % uyey
1,61 42138
6961 dnjen :
996 [ uepiof : ,
. 9961 uUosiIdlIRyg
9961 uepiof 23 usAoyuoolog
1S3 *Dd1 L961 uosptaeq . 8961 1nqgay, :
‘YAS 'VID ‘SiS 9961 UOYEOIY 9961 AP uonednp’y

L9611 uospraeq
1,61
prafjueq g UOS[IAy
’ : 0L61 Aaprey
©©®~ :Omhvuumﬂ—
53 ULAOYUOOYDG
6961 dnjjen _
1L61 Ay % uyey .
96T yst.| : h
8961 "le12 yuug
- 0461
9961 uepiof sSuruua [ o9 uraspy (panuruos) swodu]

AUOIHL . SN - 15 + 81§ «+x I TIVIAVA
xxxx TVILI VL #xxNOLLVTJMM0D 10 NOLLDHM1d v

40

Q
IC

E

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



41

Appendix

mu~nm:m> juspuado
10 ‘Bunjoa  saA,, 10 $$32015 UOII23[2 Ylim pajeIdosse « -81g) A2anessu

T 21923 ut paist] 531105y jerraed 5yl 01 SI2J9Y 4uux

P 35011 03 (4sp7) pare]aa ‘Ajreonisnieis jou 3q 01 punoy
10 (4 MN.Q Appatusod sem uousanb ur I[qBLIBA YT 44

s3a[qertea juspuadapuy 4,

OdI ‘ISH

VIO ‘IS

. 1S4 ‘SHIS

8961 1InQQqaJ,

L9961 SH21)]
L961 12doon
FI61 [973uspy

¥961

113137 3 jjoysog

9961 uepiof
9961 UoyROIy
8961 °[e 12 yIwig
8961 1Inqqga],
€961 Sury

9961

s[288ny 1911en) .

9961 Ada[2YOIN

8961 "I 13 yiwg
9961 L2232y

6961 dnjjen

8961 MINQQe I,
wwmﬁ COm.-v:Nm

um Cv>O£C0.0_.~Um

961 "I 32 yirwg

$961 ust|

€961 "[e 12 Sury

9961 uepaof -

(89-2961

IjuIm) sirp
9961 Jeurpy

(panuzjuoos)

snieIg ppyp

a8y

diysipumq swoy

?wz:&:eu

(xapuy) 15— DN

IToxt Provided by ERIC

PArar



42

w

i
(3104 $3A hugmm.:w
=saao0a "§d1 's151p
' Jo % owa( 1931€2.38)

ad 99671 512830y 3 191ED uonepv L31eg
1S71 8961 “J& 13 YIWg sniels {BILEy
TLET ISTH 3 M
$961
pIa1jieg 3 UOS[IM {seonym ueyy
1261 Awy % uysy Ayl ar0w=syIe|q
9961 uepiof ‘A[jeuoiierado)
1S ‘SIS 8961 'I¥ 13 ynwug . ey
¥961
1318137 % Jjoysoq . 0461
9961 uepiof  sSutuuaf g NS
Vi 8961 1INQA2L. 961 [ 19 yHwg 30uapIsaY Jo YU
(punoidyoeq (ueqangns/ueqin)
[el1U3PISAL snotaaud) ) $961
7961 1318197 R 3303509
B8iaz R joysog 9961 uepsof
VO ‘IS 'SUS $961 B 13 Yuwg . . €961 "I 32 Sury 2ouIPIsAY JO BIIY
. (Ajay1] 2J0w=UsUIOM) -
961
1218197 R Jjoysod
. 8961 1¥NQQ2L . (A1) 210WI=U2UI)
1S4 8961 UBye ¥961 .18 12 yHwIg Xag
9961 S[288ny B 118D - (panupuod)
061 A3peH sn1eig pryo
AAOUHL SN - 51§ + 818 *+ I TEVIMVA
wrxx TVILAVd ++x NOLLVTIYUOD 40 NOLLDIAIA

IC

E

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



43

Appendix

[ 21qes ut paisy s21102Y1 [eriied 2yl O3 SIPPY s sk
'sajqertea Juapuadap asoyi 03 (usp) paIe[a1 A[[ed1Is1IEls 10U 2q 03 punoy

10 Sunoa , sa4,, 10 $§323ns UOLIDA[D YA parerdosse (-:51g) Apanedou 1o (+-58ig) Apanusod sem uonsanb ur a[qerIeA YT, 444

sajqetrea Juapuadapuy 4,

Ad

Vi’

AdI
‘YD ‘vds

IS4

$961 uepiof
8961 ueyen

0L61
sSuruua f 5g uISTIY

8961 1InqQQaL

(panurguos)

9961 S[288ny R 12118DH uonejuariQ) jeordojoap]

IL6T ‘4961
pIatjueg % uosiim
+961
128107 3 3j0vsog
T261 ‘6961
udIspjon) 3§ 1283y

8961 UByEW

$96T Ust.y

9961 £2A123OI
IL6T ‘G961

uraspien) R 1233y
0961

jjoynng 3 Iayre)

juswaaoxduuy J1A1D)

sapnINIy [euOnEINP]

0L61
s3uruuaf 53 urasiy
$961 [[Puted

IL61 ‘G961
uraispior) 3§ 1233y

(srerd13y0 jooyds premos)
wisIduAn

wO—Hw~v~M_HU<x<EO. TVIOIDOTOHIDASd UIALOA ‘Al YOLOVA

L96I sueh
9961 S{283ny R 12118)
8961 '[® 12 \pIuIg

(A12301] s$21=521[0Y1ED)
uonelIIFY snoiiY

IC

E

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



44

$961
1918157 3 jjo3ysog
8961 3IMQQa],

: 0961
Joynng % wi1eH
Od1 $961 Usi| 32.n0g uorjewrloju]
LNJILNOD ANV 4DUN0S "SYOLIVA NOILVWHOINI A UOLIV
1.61 .
ad1 ura1spjor) 3 138y 996 22]JeyD 5§ 121Ien) Aoudisisuon aantudon
$961 ust.i
SiS 8961 utyey UOI1BJUSLIQ JIWOoU0IT[ *
1261 ‘6961
. u1a)sprox) 3 1288y
. 9961 uolsjduaf,
G961 PI°oD
G961 . ,
VIO ‘vdS uosdwoy I, 53 uolioy uoneudy
0.61
sSuruua ' 5g US|
9961 5[288ny pue 1a11E])
IL61 ‘6961 )
VIO ‘ISU uraispjon 2 1288y ~UOT1eIUSLIO) XBT,
961 (panuiguoo)
133127 3 Jj0ysog uonejuaLQ [eds180j0apy
AYOIHL 4SSN - 88 © 3 Big

sx%xx TVILUVd

*xx NOLLVTAY YOO 10 NOILLD:I 1A

A TAVIIVA

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

ER]



45

Appendix

1 21qe1 ut paisi] sa110ay3 [erited oyl O3 SIJOY 4y

‘s3]qerrea juspuadop asoys o1-(4sp) PaIr[a1 AIEd1IsIIRIS 10U 3q 0} punoy

10 ‘Bunoa s34, 10 s$300NS UONDI3 Yum paleroosse (--51g) Ajpanedsu 10 (+5i5) A2anisod sem uorlsanb ur 3|qELIBA SYJ 444

sajqertea Juapuado( 44

Jdl

IS4 ‘4T *OdI

od1 “1dl

odI “ddI
od1 “1dl

odli1dl

241 “1d “1dl

9961 Inoqreg
9961 "1z 12 [eag

8961 11NqQaL
¥961
1Yoz g jyoysog

.

9961 Aydinyy

. mwmﬁ ..UC..U&
961

18197 73 jjoysog

9961 "[e 12 [eagd

G961 BISIYM

wmwmw~ .-uC..:..—;

9961 "[e 12 [eag

9961 'Te 319 [Bag
L961 13pL1)

- 9961
Jajyeyn %9 I1211e)

9961 '[& 12 [eag

110ddng 1adedsman

(10921put pue 12211p)

0961 SNEIIV

Jjoying oy Id31en) : jooyag ul uornieddijieq
L961 19PHD
9961 Inoq.eg

9961 (e 13 [Bag . uSreduwrery jo yiduor]
9961 "[e 32 [Bag

9961 . 11033
s]988ny 23 1931en) snbruyooj, uSreduren
996 1noqieg sjuelnsuoy) jo 3s()
EESEH I Tere)
9961 Inoqreg 1961 uospraeq K10SIApY U2Z1IID) JO 35()

9961 .
s1285ny] og 19318)) i i - sjuenuIrlg
9961 ‘12 12 [eay " uoneddiiiey 12104

O

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

E



46

-

1 21qe? W pa3sy $31103Y3 [eriaed 343 03 SI9J2Y 44 5+

‘sajqries Juspuadap asoyy 03 (4sy) PIIR[aL A[[EI1ISIIRIS JOU 3 03 Puno]
10 ‘Sunjoa _ $3K, 10 ssaoomns :o:uu_u yum paienosse (-5rg) Apanedsu 10 (+5:5) Ajaansod sem uonsanb ur S|qRLIBA . IYL 4y

sajqeriea juapuada(q 44

9961 o -
qdl ‘Ddl s[288ny 23 1310R) SUOIE[PY ANUNWWO)-[00YIS

8961
ur1daq[ad % IaWWIBYpP|O)

L9671 THOSEl

L961 Suen
§9GI eI Bury _
9961 Jeulpy (sanbruyoa) euoriealasqo jo
9961 AJoLIEA B BIA PIsSasSe SE)
°d VYD s[288ny 2 1911e) PIJuoy) ANunuroy)

P96 1 SIASIN
6961 1oulag
9961
s[288ny 2% 19118
L961 13pLD
0L61
Dd11dl “dd 9961 "B 13 [eag J318raz »g s3utuua [ © Ananoy dnouan 15a1ajug

(SOILSTYALIVYE VHD NOLLDYTA ' 1 JOLIOV HLIM
ADNAUATTA-SSOUD) SOLLSTYAIIVAVHD TVIILITOd ‘IA YJOLIV

AYOUHL SN _ - Big + 91§ ++ 1 TIVIIVA
x4+ TVILUVA %+« NOILVTIYYOD 1O NOLLDIAId

O

IC

E

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Bibl iography

Abelson, Robert P., and Bernstein, Alex. “A Computer Simulation Model of
Community Referendum Controversies.”” Public Opinion Quarterly, 27
(Spring 1963), pp. 93:122.

Aberbach, Joel D. ‘“Alienation and Political Behavior.” American Political
Science Review, 63 (March 1969), pp. 86-99.

Adrian, Charles R. Governing Urban America. 2d ed. New York: McGraw-
Hill, 1961.

Advisory Commission on Intergovernmental Relations, Publzc _Opinion and
Taxes. Washington, D.C.: 1972,

Agger, Robert I.; Goldrich, Daniel; and Swanson, Bert L. The Rulers and the
‘Ruled: Political Power and Impoter=_ in American Communities. New
York: John Wiley & Sons, 1964.

Agger, Robert L., and Goldstein, Marshall N. Educational Innovations in the
Community. Cooperative Research Project No.OF, 3-10-039. Fugene:
University of Oregon, 1965.

Aggcr, Robert ., and Goldstein, Marshall N. Who Will Rule the Schools: A
Cultural Class Crisis. Belmont, California: Wadsworth Publishing Co.,
1971.

Agger, Robert E.; Goldstein, Marshall N.; and Pearl, Stanley A. “‘Political

Cynicism: Measurement and Meanmg ” Journal of Politics, 23 (August
1961), pp. 477-506.

Alford, Robcrt R. Party and Society: The Anglo-American Democraczes
Chicago: Rand McNally & Co., 1963.

47



O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

48

Alford, Robert ™ *“The Role of Socizi Class in American Voting Behavior.”
Western Political Quarcerty, 16 (March 1963), pp. 180-194.

Alford, Robert R. ‘*“The Comparative Study of Urban Politics.” In Urban Re-
search and Policy Planning, edited by Leo I. Schnore and Ilenry ¥ agm
Beveriy Hills, California: Sage Publications, 1967.

Alford, Robert R., and Lee, l.ugcne C. “Voting Turnout in American Cities.”
American Political Science Review, 62 (September 1968), pp. 796-813.

Ayres, Richard ., and Bowen, William G. **Registration and Voting: Putt.ing
First Things First.” American Political Science Review, 61 (June 1967),
pp- 359-379.

Bachrach, Peter. The Theory of Democratic Elitism. Boston Little, Brown
& Co., 1967. :

Bachrach, Peter, and Baretz, Morton S. “Two Faces of Power.” American
Political Science Review, 56 (December 1962), pp. 947-952.

Banach, William J., and Westley, Lawrence. ‘‘Public Relations, Computers,
and Election Success.” Unpublished paper presented to Association for
Educational Data Systems, St. Paul, Minnesota, May 1972.

Banfield, Edward C., and Wilson, James Q. City Politics. New York: Vintage
Books, 1963.

Banfield, Edward C.; Wilson, James Q.; Wolfinger, Raymond; and Field, John.

[“Exchange of Letters”], American Political Science Review, 60
(December 1966), pp. 998-1000.

Barbour, FEdwin Lyle. “‘Lffects of Socio-Fconomic Factors on School Bond
Flections in lowa.” Unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, lowa State Uni-
versity, 1966. ’

Beal, George M., and others. fowa School Bond Issues Data Book. Ames,
Iowa: Department of Sociology and Anthropology, lowa State Univer-
sity, 1966.

Beal, George M., and others. Jowa School Bond Issues: Summary Report.
Ames, lowa: Department of Sociology and Anthropology, lowa State
University, 1966.

Beck, Henry. ‘“Minimal Requirements for a Biobehavioral Paradigm.” Be-
havioral Science, 16 (September 1971), pp. 442-454.

!
Berelson, Bernard R.; Lazarsfeld, Paul F.; and McPhee, William N. Voting: 4
Study of Opinion Formation in a Presidential Campaign. Chicago: Unl-
versity of Chicago Press, 1954.

Berner, William S. ““Campaign Conduct and the Outcome of Library Bond Ref-
erendums.” In Studies in Public Library Government, Organization,
and Support, edited by Guy Garrison. Urbana: Unlversxty of Illinois,
1969, p. 213,

e el



O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Bibliography 49

Blalock, Hubert M., Jr. An [ntroduction to Social Rescarch. Linglewood
Cliffs, New Jersey: Prentice-Hall, 1970.

Boskoff, Alvin, and Zeigler, Harmon. Voting Patterns in a Local Election.
Philadelphia: ]. B. Lippincott Co., 1964.

Boulding, K. [. “The Il'conomics and ¥Financing of Technology in F.ducation:
Some Observations.” In Planning for Effective Utilization of Tech-
nology in Education, edited by I'. L.. Morphet and D. L. Jesser. Denver:
Designing F.ducation for the Vuture, 1968.

Buchanan, James M., and Flowers, Marilyn. *“An Analytical Setting for a
‘Taxpayer’s’ Revolution."” Western Economic Review, 7 {December
1969}, pp. 349-359. :

Burke, Arvid J. "Finance—Public Schools.” In Encyclopedia of Educational
Research, Third Edition, edited by Chester W. Harris. New York:
MacMillan Co., 1960, pp. 553-565. .

Burns, James MacGregor, and Peltason, Jack Walter. Government by the
People: The Dynamics of American National, State, and Local Govern-
ment. Iinglewood Cliffs, New Jersey: Prentice-Hall, 1957,

Campbell, Angus, and others. The American Voter. Abridged edition. New
York: John Wiley & Sons, 1964.

Campbell, Angus, and others. Elections and the Political Order. New York:
John Wiley & Sons, 1966.

Carter, Richard F. “Bandwagon and Sandbagging I'ffects: Some Measures of
Dissonance Reduction.” Public Opinion Quarterly, 23 (Summer 1959),
pp. 279-287. - :

Carter, Richard I'., and Chaffee, Steven . The Structure and Process of
School-Community Relations. Volume 1. Between Citizens and Schools.
Stanford, California: Institute for Communication Research, Stanford
University, 1966. '

Carter, Richard F., and Ruggels, W. Lee. The Structure and Process of School-
Community Relations. Volume IV. The Process of School-Community
Relations: Stanford, California: School of Y.ducation, Stanford Univer-
sity, 1966.

Carter, Richard I'.; Ruggels, W, Lee; and Olson, Richard ¥. School-Community
- Relations. Volume I1l. The Structure of School-Community Relations.
Stanford, California: School of Fducation, Stanford University, 1966.

Carter, Richard F., and Savard William G. Influence of Voter Turnout on
School Bond and Tax Elections. Cooperative Research Monograph, No..
5. Washington, D.C.: Government Printing Office, 1961.

Carter, Richard F., and Savard, William G. “Study ‘of Voter Turnout.” The
Education Digest, 27 (January 1962), pp. 16-18.

i

i



O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

50

Carter, Richard I'., and Sutthoff, John. Communities and Their Schools. Stan-
ford, California: School of I'ducation, Stanford University, 1960.

Cartwright, Dorwin, editor. Field Theory in Social Science: Selected Theoreti-
cal Papers by Kurt Lewin. London: Tavistock Publications, 1952.

Centers, Richard. The Psychology of Social Classes. Princeton, New Jersey:
Princeton University Press, 1949.

Clark, Kenneth B., and Clark, Mamie P. ‘‘Racial Identification and Preflerence

in Negro Children.” In Readings in Social Psychology: Third Edition,

" edited by Eleanor . Maccoby, Theodore M. Newcomb, and lugene L.
Hartley. New York: Holt, Rinehart & Winston, 1958, pp. 602-611.

Coleman, James S. Community Conflict. New York: The I'ree Press, 1957.

Collingnon, Irederick C. ‘“‘Public Regardingness in the Behavior of Voters in
the Baltimore Metropolitan Areas.” Unpublished paper. Cambridge.
Massachusetts: Iarvard-MIT Joint Center for Urban Studies, 1971.

Converse, Philip E. “The Concept of the Normal Vote.” In Elections and the
Political Order, by Angus Campbell and others. New York: John Wiley
& Sons, 1966.

Converse, Philip I'. “Information Flow and the Stability of Partisan Attitudes.”
In Llections and the Political Order, by Angus Campbell and others.
New York: John Wiley & Sons, 1966, pp. 136-158.

Converse, Philip L., and others. *‘Stability and Change in 1960: A Reinstating
Election.”” American Political Science Review, 55 (June 1961), pp.
-269-280. ' '

1

Converse, Philip L., and others. ““Continuity and Change in American Politics.’
American Political Science Review (December 1969), pp. 1083-1105,

Conway, M. M. ““Voter Information Sources in a Nonpartisan Local Flection.”
Western Political Science Quarterly, 21 (March 1968), pp. 69-77.

Cooper, John R. “Institutional Factors Affecting the Outcome of School
Bond Referenda.” Unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, University of Vir-
ginia, 1967.

Coser, Lewis A. The Functions of Social Conflict. New York: The Iree Press,
1954.

Coser, Lewis A. Continuities in the Study of Social Conflict. New York: The
Iree Press, 1967.

Crain, Robert L.; Katz, Llihu; and Rosenthal, Donald B. The Politics of Com-
munity Conflict: The Fluoridation Decision. Indianapolis: Bobbs-Merrill
Co., 1969. '

Crespi, Irving. *“What Kinds of Attitude Measures Are Predictive of Behavior?”
Public Gpinion Quarterly, 35 (Fall 1971), p. 329, '



O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Bibliography 51

Crider, Russel J. “ldentification of Factors Which Influence the Passage or
Failure of School Bond Issues in Selected Counties of Mississippi.”
Unpublished Fd.D. dissertation, University of Southern Mississippi,
1967.

Daudt, . The Floating Voter and the Floating Vote: A Critical Analysis of
American and English Election Studies. Leiden, The Netherlands: 1. k.
Stenfert Kroese, 1961.

“

Davidson, George W. “The Relaticaship of Sclected Factors to the Success or
Failure of School Tax R.I“renda.” Unpublished I'd.D. dissertation, Uni-
versity of Illinois, 1967.

Davis, James A. ‘‘Structural Balance, Mechanical Solidarity, and Interpersonal
Relations.” American Journal of Sociology, 68 (January 1963), pp.
444-461.

DeVries, Walter, and Tarrance, Lance, Jr. The Ticket-Splitter: A New Force
in American Politics. Grand Rapids, Michigan: William B. Ferdmans
Publishing Co., 1972. L

Downs, Anthony. An Economic Theory of Democracy. New York: Harper
& Row, 1957.

Downs, Anthony. ““The Public Interest: Its Meaning in a Democracy.” Social
Research, 29 (April 1962), pp. 1-36.

ﬁrcyer, Fdward C. “Media Use and Ilectoral Choices: Some Political Conse-
quences of Information Fxposure.” Public Opinion Quarterly, 35 (Winter
1971-1972), pp. 544-553.

Duncan, Hugh Dalziel. Communication and the Social Order. New York: The
Bedminster Press, 1962.

Durand. Roger. “Iithnicity, Public-Regardingness, and Referenda Voting.”
Midwest Journal of Political Science, 16 (May 1972), pp. 259-268.

Dye, Thomas R., and Zeigler, L. Harmon. The Irony of Democracy: An Un-
common Introduction to American Politics. Belmont, California:
Wadsworth Publishing Co., 1970.

Dykstra, Sidney. “A Study of the Relationships of Nonpublic School Enroll-
ment to the Approval of School Millage and Bond Proposals.” Un-
published Ph.D. dissertation, University of Michigan, 1964.

Fitzen, D. Stanle"y. “Statnus Inconsistency and Wallace Supporters in a Mid-
western City.” Social Forces, 48 (June 1970), pp. 493 <5%o.

Fitzen, D. Stanley. ““Status Inconsistency and the Cross-Pressures Hypothesis.”
Midwest Journal of Political Science, 16 (May 1972), pp. 287-294.

Fldersveld, Samuel J. “Theory and Method in Voting Behavior Research.”
Jowrnal of Politics, 13 (February 1951), pp. 70-87.



O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

52

Eulau, Heinz. Behavioral Persuasion in Politics. New York: Random lorse,
1963. - '

I'arquharson, Robin. Theury of Voting. New Haven: Yale University Press,
1969.

Festinger, L.eon. A Theory of Cognitive Dissonance. Stanford, Californija: Stan-
ford University Press, 1957.

leuer, Lewis S. “What is Alienatio~: ['he Career of a Concept.”” New Politics,
1 (Spring 1962), pp. 116-134

Fish, Lawrence Dearn. ‘““An Analysis of Factors Associated with Voter Be-
havior in School Budget Flections.” Unpublished ['d.D. dissertation,
Washington State University, 1964.

Flanigan, William I1. Political Behavior of the American Electorate. Boston:
Allyn & Bacon, Inc., 1968.

I'rey, Rene L., and Kohn, Leopold. “An lI'conomic Interpretation of Voting
Behavior on Public Finance Issues.”” Kyklos, 23 (Fasc. 4, 1970), pp.
792-805.

Fromm, Frich. Escape from Freedom. New York: Holt, Rinehart & Winston,
1961.

Gallup, George. Hou the Nation Views the Public Schools. Princeton, New
Jersey: CFK/Ltd , Gallup International, 1969.

Gallup, George. ‘‘Second Annual Survey of the Public’s Aititude toward the
Public Schools.” Phi Delta Kappan, 52 (October 1970), pp. 99-112.

Gallup, George. “The Third Annual Survey of the Public’s Attitudes toward
tie Public Schools, 1971.” Phi Delta Kappan, 53 (September 1971),
pp. 33-48.

Gallup, George. “‘Fourth Annual Gallup Poll of Attitudes toward liducation.”
Phi Deltu Kappan, 54 (September 1972), pp. 33-46.

Gamson, William A, “The Fluoridation Dialogue: Is It an Ideological Conflict?”
Public Opinion Quarterly, 26 (Winter 1965), pp. 526-537.

Gamson, William A., and Lindberg, C. G. An Analytic Summary of Fluorida-
tion Research: With an Annotated Bibliography. Cambridge, Massachu-
setts: Social Science Program, Harvard School of Public Health, 1960.

Gans, Herbert J. The Levittowners: Ways of Life and Politics in a New Sub-
urban Community. New York: Pantheon Books, 1967.

George, David L. “Attitudir-1 Conflict and Electoral Decision-Making.” Un-
published Ph.D. dissertation, University of Oregon, 1970.

George, David L. “An Experimental Stvudy of Attitudinal Conflict and Political
Involvement in a Voting Context.” Experimental Study of Politics
(December 1971), pp. 35-64.



O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Bibliography 53

Glaser, William A, *“Television and Voting Turnout.™ Public Opinion Quarterly,
29 (Spring 1965), pp. 71-86.

Gocttel, Robert J. “The Relationship between Sclected Fiscal and F.conomic
Factors and Voting Behavior in School Budget I'lections in New York
State.” Paper presented at American Fducational Research Association
annual conference, New York City, February 1971.

Goettel, Robert J. ‘“Voter Behavior and School Budget Flections.” APSS
Know Ibéw, 2% (September 1971), pp. 1-4.

Gold, David. “Indcpendent Causation in Multivariate Analysis: The Case of
~Political Alienation and Attitudes towards a School Bond Issue.” 4 meri-
can Sociological Review, 27 (Fcebruary 1962), pp. 85-87.

Goldhammer, Keith, and Pellegrin, Ronald J. jackmn County Revisited: A

Case Study in the Politics of Education. F.ugene: Center for the Ad-
vanced Study of Fducational Administration, University of Oregon,
1968.

Goldstein, Marshall, and.Cahill, Robert S. *“Mass Media and Community
Politics.” In The Politics of Education in the Local Community, by
Robert S. Cahill and Stephen P. Hencley. Danvillé; Tliinois: Interstate
Print: rs & Publishers, Inc., 1964.

Gould, Julius, ;:and Kolb, William L., editors. A Dictz’ond?'y of the Social
‘Sciences New York: The I'ree Press, 1964.

Greenbery, B. S. “AVoling Intentions, Llection Fxpectations and xposure to
Campaign Information.” The Journal of Communication; 15 {September
1965), pp. 149-160.

(;ullcy, William H., and Newton, Charles H. “Mcthods of Measuring the Dis-
tribution of Socio-F.conomic Conditions.” Socio-Economic Planning. .
Sciences, 6 (April 1972), pp. 187-196.

Gurr, Ted Robert. Why Men Rebel. New Jersey: Princeton University Press,
1970.

Curr, Ted Robert, and Panofsky, Hans, editors. A merican Behavioral Scientist
(June 1964).

Hahn, Harlan. *Voting in Canadian Communities: A 'I‘axonbmy of Referen-
 dum Issues.”” Canadian Journal of Political Science, 1 (Decenber 1968),
pp. 462-469. ’

Hahn, Harlan, and Almy, Timothy. “Lthnic Politics and Racial Issues: Voting
in Los Angeles.” The Western Political Quarterly, 24 (December 1971),
pp. 719-730.

Hall, John S. “Voting Behavior in Two Divergent Social Areas of San Diego.”
Unpublished master’s thesis, San Diego State College, 1970.

Hamelman, Paul W., and Mazze, Ii'dward M. “Toward a Cost/Uuhly \’lodcl for
Social Science Periodicals.” Socio-Economic Planning Sciences, 6 (Octo-
ber 1972), pp. 465-476. '



O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

54

Haruilton, Howard D. *“The Municipal Voter: Voting and Nonvoting in City
Ilections.” A merican Political S;‘icnce Review, 65 {December 1971),
pp- 1135-1140.

Hatley, Richard V. **Family Income, Voting Behavior, and Financial Referen-
~dums: Lducational Finance and Politics in Albuquerque, 1968-1969.”
Unpublished 1id.D. dissertation, University of New Mexico, 1970,

Hatley, Richard V. ““School District Financial Referendum Campuign Strate-
_ gies and Voting Behavior of District Residents.” Kansas Studies in Edu-
cation, 21 (Spring/Summer 1971), pp. 37-44.

Hicks, Robert . ““An Analysis of the Influence of Certain Fiscal Variables on
the Success of Proposed Schiool Tax Levies and Bond Issues for Public
School Support in Ohio.” Unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, Ohio State
University, 1967.

Hicbc.rt, Ray, and others. The Political Image Merchanls: Strategies in the
New Politics. Washington, D.C.: Acropolis Books, 1971.

Hofferbert, Richard 1., and Sharkansky, Ira. State and Urban Politics: Read-
ings in Comparalive Public Policy. Boston: Little, Brown & Co., 1971.

Hofstadter, Richard. The Age ()chform. New York: Alfred A. Knopf, 1955.

Horton, John .li., and Thompson, Wayne FE. ‘‘Powerlessness and Political
Negativism: A Study of Defeated Local Referendums.” American fournal
of Sociology, 67 (March 1962), pp. 485-493.

Jackson, Raymond. ““A Taxpayer’s Revolution and liconomic Rationality.”
Public Choice, 10 (Spring 1971), pp. 93-96. , ’

Jennings, M. Kent, and Zeigler, llarmon. ‘“‘Class, Party, and Race in lour
Types of Elections: The Case of Atlanta.” Journal of Politics, 28 (May
1966), pp. 391-407.

" Jennings, M. Kent, and Zeigler, Harmon. *Interest Representation in School

Governance.” Paper presented at American Political Science Associa-
tion annual meeting, Los Angeles, September 1970.

Johnson, C. Montgomery. Public Opinion, Voter Behavior, and School Sup-
port. Olympia, Washington: S.C.O.R.E.,-1971.

Johnson, Claudius O., and others. American National Government. New.

York: Thomas Y. Crowell Co., 1960.

Johnson, Gerald W. “Research Note on Political Correlates of Voter Participa-

tion: A Deviant Case Analysis.” American Political Science Review, 65 .

(September 1971), pp. 768-776.

Jordan, W. C. “AndAThey Vote No.” Clearing House, 38 (I'ebruary 1964),
pp- 351-353.

" Jordan, Wilson K. “‘An Analysis of the Relationship between Social Character-

isticsand I'ducational Voting Patterns.” Unpublished Iid.D. dissertation,
University of California at Los Angeles, 1966.



O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Bibliography 55

Journal of Social Issues, 4 .(1961).

Katz, Daniel. “Psychological Studies of Communciation and Persuasion.”

In Communications Research and School-Community Relations, edited .

by Leslie W. Kindred. Philadelphia: College of Fducation, Temple Uni-
versity, 1965, pp. 58-79.

Kaufman, Walter O., and Greer, Scott. “Voting in a Metropolitan Comraunity:
An Application of Social Area Analysis.” Social Forces, 38 (March
1960), pp. 196-204.

Kean, Gordon Ross. ““Selected Variables in the Success of Tax Override Flec-
tions in California School Districts.” Unpublished Fd.D. dlssertatlon,
University of Southern California, 1964

Keech, William R, The Impact of Negro Voting: The Role of the Vote in the
Quest for Equality. Chicago: Rand McNally & Co., 1968.

Key, V. O,, Jr. “Partisanship and the County Office: The Case of Ohio.”
American Politicql Science Review, 47 (June 1953), pp. 525-532.

Key, V. O., Jr. American State Politics: An hz!roductzon New York Alfred
A, Knopf 1956.

Key, V. 0., Ir. Politics, Parties, and Pressue Groups. Fifth Edition. Ncw York:

Thomas Y. Crowell, 1964.

Key, V. O., Jr. The Re_sponsz'ble Electorate. Cambridge, Massachusetts:
Harvard University Press, 1966.

Key, V. 0., Jr., and Munger, Frank. “Social Determinism and FElectoral Deci-

sion: The Case of Indiana.” In American Voting Behavior, edited by
Fugene Burdick and Arthur Brodbeck. Glencoe, lllinois: The Free Press,

1959.

Kindred, Leslie W., editor. Communications Research and School-Community
"Relations. Philadelphia: College of F.ducation, Temple University, 1965.

King, Gary W., and others. Conflict over the Schools: Sociological Analysis of

a Suburban School Bond Election. Fast Lansing: Institute for Com-
munity Development and Services, Michigan State University, 1963,

Kirkpatrick, Fvron M. ‘“Toward a More Responsible Two-:l’arty System.”
American Political Science Review, 65 (December 1971), pp. 971-974.

Klapper, Joseph T. The Effects of Mass Communzcatzons Glencoe, lllinois:
The Free Prcss, 1960.

Klecka, William. “Applying Political Generations to the Study of Political
Behavior: A Cohort Analysis.” Public Opinion Quarlerlv, 35 (F all 1971)
Pp- 358-373.

Koepp, Don. “Nonpartisan F..lec,tions in the San Francisco Bay Area.” Public
Affairs Report, 3 (August 1962), pp. 1-4.

—_—



O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

56

Kornhauser, William. The Politics of Mass Society. Glencoe, Ilnnoxs The Free
Press, 1959.

Lanz, Robert L. Political Life: Why and How People Get Involved in Politics.
New York The I'ree Prcss, 1959.

Lane, Robert L. ““Alienation, Protest, and Rootless Politics in the Seventies.”
In The Political Image Merchants: Strategies in the New Politics, by
Ray Hiebert and others. Washington, D.C.: Acropolis Books, 1971,
Pp- 273-300.

Lazarsfeld, Paul F.; Berelson, Bernard R.; and Gaudet, Hazel. The People’s
Choice. 2d cd New York: Columbia Umvermy Press, 1948.

Levy, Marion J., Jr. * ‘Does It Matter If He's Nakcd"’ Bawlcd thc Child.”
Contending Approaches to International Politics, edited by Klaus
Knorr and James Rosenau. Princeton, New Jersey: Princeton U'uversnty
Press, 1969.

Lewin, Kurt. A Dynamic Theory of Personality. New York: McGraw-Hill
Books, 1935.

Lcwm Kurt. Field Theory in Social Science: Selected Theoretical Papers
London: Tavistock Publications, 1952."

Lieber, Ralph H. “An Analysis of the Relationship of Weekly Community
Suburban Papers to the Outcome of School Votiing Issues.” Unpublished
. Ph.D. dissertation, Northwestern University, 1967.

~ Lindahl, Ruth G., and Berner, William S. Financing Public Library Expansion:

+ Case Studies of Three Defeated Bond Issue Referendums. Sprmgfleld
illinois State Library, 1968.

Lippmann, Walter. The Public Philosophy. New York: Mentor Books, 1955.

Lipset, Seymour Martin. Political Man: The Socia' Bases of Politics. Garden
City, New York: Anchor Books, 1963.

Litt, Edgar. “Political Cynicism and Political I’ﬁtility.” Journal of Politics,
25 (May 1963) pp. 312-323.

Lucier, RlchardL “The Oregon Tax Substitution Referendum: The Predictors
of Voting Behavior.” National Tax Journil, 24 (March 1971}, pp. 87-90.

Mack, Raymond W. “The Components of Social Conflict.” Sociai Problems,
22 (Spring 1965) pp- 388-397.

Mahan, James M. *“An Investigation of the Relationship between Overt Vot-
ing Behavior and Expressed Personal Attitudes.” ‘Unpublished Ed.D.
dissertation, Syracuse University, 1968.

Marlowe, Byron H. “An Explanation of Voter Behavior in School District Tax
Flections.” Unpublished paper presented at American Educational Re-
search Association annual meeting, Los Angeles, February 1969.



Q

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Bibliography 57

Marlowe, Byron H. “Voter Behavior in School Bond and Tax Flections in
Ohio,” In A Time for Priovities: Financing the Schools for the 70, by
Committee on Fducational Finance, National F.ducation Association.
Washington, D.C.: National Fducation Association, 1970, pp. 158-167.

Martin, Roscoe C. Grass Roots. University of Alabama Press, 1957.

Masotti, Louis H. Educatioﬁ and Politics in Suburbia: The New Trier Experi-
ence. Cleveland: ihe Press of Western Reserve University, 1967.

. Mayer, Kurt. “The Theory of Social Classes.” Harvard Educational Review,

23 (Summer 1953), pp. 149-157.

McCleskey, Clifton, and Nimmo, Dan. *Differences between Potential, Regbis-
tered and Actual Voters: The Houston Metropolitan Area in 1964.”
‘Soctal Science Quarterly, 49 (June 1968), }Tp. 103-114.

McClosky, Herbert. *‘Consensus and Ideology-in-American Politics.” American
" Political Science Review, 58 (June 1964), pp. 361-382.

McDill, Edward L., and Ridley, Jeanne Clare. *‘Status, Anomia, Political
Alienation and Political Participation.” American Journal of Sociology,
68 (September 1962), pp. 205-213. I

McKelvey, Troy V. “A Coupc‘fﬁi\Téﬂ\Study of Voting Behavior in Two Coter-
minous Systems of Local Government.” Unpublished Ph.D. dissertation,
University of California at Berkeley, 1966.

McMa‘han, Stephen T. “Demographic Characteristics and Voting Behavior in
a Junior College Creation, Tax Levy and Bond Issue I'lections.” Unpub-
lished Ph.D. dissertation, University of Texas, 1966. ;

McNeil, Elton B., editor. The Nature of Human Conflict. Englewood Cliffs,
- New Jersey: Prentice-Hall, 1965.

Meier, Dorothy, and Bell, Wendell. ‘Anomie and Differential Access to the
Achievement of Lifc Coals.” American Sociological Review, 24 (1959),
pp- 189-201.

Mendelsohn, Harold, and Crespi, Irving. Polls, Television, and the New Politics.
--8Scranton: Chandler Publishins; Co., 1970.

Meranto, Philip J. School Politics in the 1detropolis. Columbus, Ohio: Charles
I%. Merrill, 1970.

Merriam, Charles L., and Gosnell, Harold ¥. Nonvoting, Causes and Methods
of Control. 1llinois: University of Chicago Press, 1924.

Meyers, Alfred Victor. ‘fThe Financial Crisis in Urban Schools: Patterns
among Organized Groups in an Urban Community.” I'd.D. dissertation,
¢« Wayne State University, 1964.

Milbrath, Lester W. Political Participation: How and Why Do People Get In-
volved in Politics? Chicago: Rand McNally & Co., 1965.

Mills, C. Wright. The Power Elite. London: Oxford Univcrsity Press, 1956.



O

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

58

Milstein, Mike M., and Jennings, Robert I.. Factors Underlying Bond Referen-
dum Successes and Failures in Selected Western New York School
Districts: 1968-1969. Department of Iducational Adminisfration. State
University of New Yo.k at Buffalo, 1970.

Minar, David W. *“The Community Basesof Conflict iu School System Politics.”
American Sociological Review, 31 (December 1966), pp. 822-835.

Miner, Jerry. Social and Economic Factors in Spending for Public Education.
Syracuse, New York: Syracuse Untversity Press, 1963.

Murphy, Fdward V. “Sclected Variables in the Success of Bond Llections in
California School Districts.” Unpublished Ed.D. dissertation, University
of Southern California, 1966.

Natchez, Peter B. “Images of Voting: The Social Psychologists.” Public
Policy, 18 (Summer 1970), pp. 553-588.

National liducation Association. Evaluation of Teacher Salary Schedule«.
1966-67, 1967-68, and 1968-69. Washington, D.C.: Research Division,
1968. '

Nelson, Carl M., Jr. ““A Prediction Model for Detcrmining the Outcome of
School Bond [lections.” Unpublished Ld.D. dissertation, University of
Arkansas, 1968. ’

Netzer, Dick. Economics of the Property Tax. Washington: Brookings
Institution, 1966.

New York State Fducation Department. Studies of Public School Support:
1969 Sertes. Albany: 1970. : ’

Norton, J. A. “Referenda Voting in a Mclrobolilan Area.” Western Political
Science Quarterly, 16 (March 1963), pp. 195-212.

Nunnery, Michael Y., and Kimbrough, Ralph B. Politics, Power, Polls, and
School Elections. Berkeley, California: McCutchan Publishing Co., 1971.

Parnell, Dale Paul. ““Voter Participation Patterns in Three Oregon School Dist-
ricts.” Unpublished I'd.D. dissertation, University of Oregon, 1964.

Pettigrew, Thomas; Riley, Robert T, and Vannemann, Reeve D. “George
Wallace’s Constituents.”” Psychology Today, 5 (February 1972), pp.
47-49. :

Pinard, Maurice. ‘“‘Structural Attachments and Political Support in Urban
Politics: The Case of I'luoridation Referendums.” American Journal of
Sociology, 68 (March 1963), p. 518. :

Plaut, Thomas A. I'. “‘Analysis of Voter Behavior on a I'luoridation Referen-
~dum.”” Public Opinion Quarterly, 23 (Summer 1959-1960), pp. 213-222.

Pomper, Gerald M. Elections in America: Control and Influence in Democratz'c.
Politics. New York: Dodd, Mead & Co., 1968.



O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

(&1
0

Bibliography

Pomper, Gerald M. “Iithnic and Group Voting in Nonpartisan Municipal Flec-
tions.” Public Opinion Quarterly, 30 (Spring 1966), pp. 79-97.

Pool, Ithiel DeSola. ““Mass Communication and Political Science.” In Com-
munications Research and School-Community Relations. edited by
Leslie W. Kindred. Philadelphia: College of Iducation, Temple Uni-
versity, 1965, pp. 133-150.

“Public Regardingness as a Value Premise in Voting Behavior.” American
Political Science Review, 58 (December 1964), pp. 876-887.

Quayle. Oliver A., I1I. “Charting the Volatile and Shifting Llectorate.” In
The Political Image Merchants: Strategics in the New Politics. by Ray
Hiebert and others. Washington, D.C.: Acropolis "Books, 1971, pp.
131-133. ' '

Reese, Matthew. “Locating the ‘Switch-Split’ Vote.” In The Political Image
Merchants: Strategies in"the New Politics. by Ray Hiebert and others.
Washington, D.C.: Acropolis Books, 1971, pp. 162-164.

Reich; Charles A. The Greenin.g of America. New York: Bantam Books, 1971.

Riker, William H. ““Voting and the Summation of Preferences: An Interpreta-
tive Bibliographical Review of Selected Developments During the Last
Decade.” American Political Science Review, 55 (December 1961), pp.
900-911. ' :

Robinson, James A-.,'land Standing, William H. “Some Corrclates of Voter
Participation: The Case of Indiana.”" Journal of Politics, 22 (February
1960), pp. 96-111. ’ .

Rosenberg, Morris. “Some Deterninants of Pelitical Apathy.” Public Opinion
Quarterly, 18 (Winter 1954-1955), pp. 349-365.

Sazilfeld, Bernard Francis. “Taxpayers and Voters: Collective Choice in Public
Education.” Unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, University of Oregon,
1972. ‘ ) :

Salisbury, Robert H., and Black, Gordon. **Classand Party in Partisan.and Nori-
Partisan Elections: The Case of Des Moines.”” American Political Science
Review, 57 (September 1963), pp. 584-592.

Schafer, Walter. “Rural and Small-Town Delinquency: New Understanding
and Approaches.” Paper presented at National Outlook Conference on
Rural Youth, Washington, D.C., October 1967.

Schafer, Walter, and Olexa, Carol. Trocking and Opportunity: The Locking
Out Process and Beyond. San Francisco: Chandler Publishing Co., 1971.

Schattschneider, F. .. The Semisoverzign People: A Realist’s View of Democ-
racy in America. New York: Holt, Rinehart & Winston, 1960.

Schlesinger, joseph A. Ambition and Politics: Political Carcers in the United
States. Chicago: Rand McNally & Co., 1966.



O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

60

Schoonhoven, John van, and Patterson, Wade N. A Comparative Study of
Inconsistent Voter Behavior in School Budget E'ections. Fugene:
Oregon School Studv Council.” School of Fducatio.a, University of
Oregon, 1966. ' ;

Seeman, Melvin. *‘On the Meaning of Alienation.”” American Sociological Re-
view, 24 (December 1959), pp. 780-790. :

Seeman, Melvin. ‘““The Alienation H,ypothcsis‘." Psychiatry and Social Science
Review, 3 (April 1969), pp. 2-6. o

chal,‘David R. “Status Inconsistency, Cross Pressures, and American Political
Behavior.” American Sociological Review, 34 (June 1969), pp. 352-358.

Shermer, Matt. The Sense of the People, or the Next Development in Ameri-
can Democracy. New York: American Referendum Association, 1969.

Simmel, Arnold. “A Signpost for Research on Fluoridaion Conflicts: The
Concept of Relative Deprivation.’ Journal of Socianl fssues, 17, 4 (1961),
pp. 26-36.

Smith, Ralph V., and others. Cor;_!munity'Orgam'zation and Support of the
Schools. Cooperative Research Project No. 1828. Ypsilanti: Field
Services Division, Fastern Michigan University, 1964.

Smith, Ralph V., and others. Community Support for the Public Schools in a
Large Metropolitan Area. Ypsilanti: - Fastern Michigan University,
1968. : ‘

Spinner, Arnold. “The Effects of Voter Participation upon Flection Outcomes
in School Budget Flections in New.York State, 1957-1966.” Unpub-
lished Ph.D. dissertation, New York University, 1967.

Stokes, Donald. “Popular Lvaluations of Government: An Fmpirical Assess-
ment.” In Ethics and Bigness: Scientific, Academic, Religious, Politica[,
and Military, edited by Harlen Cleveland and Harold Lasswell. New
York: Harper & Row, 1962, pp. 61-72. -

‘Stokes, Donald. “Some Dynamic. Elements of Contests for the Presidency.”

American Political Science Review, 60 (March 1966), pp. 19-28.

Stollar, Dewey H., and others. Analysis and Interpretation of Research for
School Board Members. Final Report. Knoxville: Department of Educa-
tional Administration and Supervision, University of Tennessee, 1969.

Stone, Clarence N. ‘‘Local Referendums: An Alternative to the Alienated

Voter Model.” Public Opinion Quarterly, 29 (Summer 1965), p. 222.

Stouffer, Samuel A. Communism, Conformity, and Civil Liberties. Garden
City, New York: Doubleday, 1955.

Swisher, Carl Brent. The Theory and B‘actz"ce of American National Govern-
ment. New York: Houghton Mifflin Co., 1951. '



E

Biblio graphy 61

Tebbutt, Arthur V.**Voting Behavior and Selected Communications in a Bond
and Rate Referenda for a Suburban School District.” Unpublished
Ph.D. dissertation, Northwestern University, 1968.

Templeton, Frederic. *“*Alienztion and Political .Participation: Some Rescarch
Findings."" Public Opinion Quarterly, 30 (Summer 1966). pp- 249-261.

Thoele, Mike. “Junction Chief Wants Large Vote.” Eugenc Register-Guard
(August 1, 1971).

Thomas, Norman C. “The llectorate and State Constitutional Revision: An
Analysis of Four Michigan Referenda.” Midwest Journal of Political
Science, 12 (February 1968), pp. 115-129,

Thomas, Norman C. "“The l'lectorate and State Constitutional Revision: An
Analysis of lour Michigan Referenda.” In State and Urban Politics:
Readings in Comparative Public Policy, edited by Richard I. Hofferbert
and Ira Sharkansky. Boston: Little, Brown & Co., 1971, pp. 149-162.

Tingsten, Herbert. Political Behavior. lotowa. New Jersey: Bedminster Press,
1963.

Turner, Pat F. “An Anatjéis'ofSchool Bond Campzﬂgn Tech.niques and Their
Voting Patterns.” Unpublished I'd.D. dlsserlatlon, Unlversxty of Cali-
fornia at Los Angeles, 1968.

Uyeki, Iugene S. “Patterns of Voting in a Metropolitan Area, 1938- 1962 v
Urban Affairs Quarterly, 1 (June 1966), pp. 65-77.

' Varden, Stuart Allan, “A Longitudinal Study of the Relationship between

O

Selected Fiscal FFactors, Past Voting Behavior, and the Outcomes of
School Budget FElections in New York State.” Fd.D. dissertation,
Teachers College, Columbia University, 1973.

Verba, Sidney. Small Groups and Political Behavior: A Study of Leadership.
Princeton, New Jersey: Princeton University Press,. 1961. -

Vines, Kenneth N., and Glick, Henry Robert. “The Impact of Universal Suf-
ferage: A Gomparison of Popular and Property Voting.” American
Political Science Review, 61 (December 1967), pp. 1078-1087.

Wentzel, Jacob Noecker. “A Study of Factors Perceived to Influence the Out-
come of School Budget I'lections in New Jersey.” Unpubhshed Fd.D.
dissertation, Temple University, 1964.

Whisler, Norman Leroy. “Public Relations Activities and Voter Support of
Public Schools.” Unpubhshcd Ph.D. dissertation, Ohio State University,
1965.

Williams, Oliver P., and Adrian, Cﬁ'arlcs R. ““The Insulation of Local l’ol‘iti.cs
Under the Non-Partisan Ballot." American Pol!ucal Science Review, 53
(December 1959), pp. 1052- 1063 '

RIC o | -

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

62

Willis, Charles L.. ““Voter Response to School I'inancial Proposals in Sub-Areas
of Akron, Ohio, 1955-1962, and Selected Characteristics of the Popula-
tion in the Sub-Arecas.” Unpublished Iid.D. dissertation, Indiana Uni-
versity, 1964.

Willis, Charles L. “‘Analysis of Voter Rc‘sponsc to School Financial Proposals.”
Public Opinion Quarterly, 31-(Winter 1967-1968), pp. 648-651.

Wilson, James Q., and Banfield, Fdward C. “Public-Regardingness as a Value
Premise in Voting Behavior.” .1merican Political Scicnce Review, 58
(December 1964), pp. 876-887.

Wilson, James Q.. and Banficld, Fdward C. “Voting Behavior in Municipal
Public Expenditures: A Study in Rationality and Self-Interest.” In
The Public Economy of Urban Communities, edited by Julius Margolis.
Washington, DD.C.: Resources for the Future, Inc., 1965, pp. 74-91.

" Wilson, James ()., and Banfield, Fidward C. ‘‘Political Iithos Revisited.”

American Political Science Review, 65 (Deccember 1971), pp. 1048-
1062.

Wilson, James Q., and Banfield, Edward C. *‘Public-Regardingness as a Value
Premise in Voting Behavior.” In State and Union Politics.'.Readz'ngs in
Comparative Public Policy, edited by Richard 1. Hofferbert and Ira
Sharkansky. Boston: Little, Brown & Co., 1971, pp. 112-113.

Wirt, Frederick M. *‘Suburban Patternsin American Politics.” Speech presented
at American Political Science Association annual mecting, New York,
September 1960.

Wirt, I'rederick” M., and Kirst, Michael W. The Political Web of American
S;hool.r. Boston: Little, Brown & Co., 1972.

Wblfingcr, Raymond [. “The Influence of Precinct Work on Voting Behavior.”
Public Opinion Quarterly, 27 (Fall 1963), pp. 387-398.

Wolfinger, Raymond I, and Iield, John Osgood. *‘Political Lithos ard the
Structure of City Government.” American Political Science Review,
60 (June 1966), pp. 306-326.

Wolfinger, Raymond F., and [Iield, John Osgood. “Political I'thos and the
Structure of City Government.” In State.and Urban Politics: Readings
in Comparalive Public Policy, edited by Richard I. tlofferbert and Ira
Sharkansky. Boston: Little, Brown & Co., 1971, pp. 194-231.

Wood, Robert C. Suburbia. Boston: H;)ughton-Mifflin, 1959,

World Publishing Company. Webster’s New World Dz'clionarjl of the Ameri-
can Language: College Edition. Cleveland: 1960. .



O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

ABOUT THE AUTHORS

Philip K. Piele is'Associate Professor of Educational Administration,
and Director, ERIC Clearinghouse on Educational Management,
University of Oregon (Eugene).

John Stuart Hall is Assistant Professor of Political Science, and

Research Associate, Institute of Public Administration, Arizona
State University (Tempe). '



