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ABSTRACT

The data for this paper are taken mainly from a
longitudinal study of the college graduating class of 1961. Based on
a subsample of earlier respondents, this study was primarily
concerned with the graduates' evaluation of his college, his opinions
on the goals of higher education in general, his opinions on the
financing of higher education, and his plans for his children's
college education. Questionnaires were received from 4,868 of the
6,005 persons in the subsample, for a response rate of 81%. The .
questionnaire included items on political attitudes and orientationmns.
The questions that concern this paper were part of a battery tapping
support for student and black militancy, and views on draft
deferments for students. Results include the following: students in
humanities were likely to support prot=zsts; and father's education is
one of the strongest early determinants of support for militancy.
There is a possibility that studies such as this can he used to
predict to a college which applicants will engage in protest and the
use of such a study to prevent the admission of such applicants.
However, it is the very characteristics that support dissent that
colleges are looking for in potential students. Therefore, colleges
are unlikely to deny admission to bright children from well-educated
families or students who are likely to go on to graduate school for
the reasons that they may support activism while at school.
(Author/PG)
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The popular conception of the present wilitanr wmovaments aweng,
students is that militoney represents a dramat "o change from previous
vears, Tha 1950's wre thought of we a decade of apathy, conformion,
ond the organization wen,  Servious social science ﬁust, hovever, be
more than a JTittle skeptical of such o drematic revolution.  Clearly
there are wmany students Loday who have little sympathy for the pro-
testers; 60 per cent of the incowing college freshmen in 1969 said that
college officials have becen too lax in dealing with student prctests on
campus.2 The Gallup Poll found in late 1969 that haif the students in
the country support the Republican Administration's Viet Nam policy.

However, there is less evidence to support the notion that the
éthdcnts of a decade age were not so_ppathctic as thé popular stercotype
would have us believe. Recent research at the National Opinion Restarch
Center would indicate that although the graduates of 1961 have not becn
actively engaged in protest activity themsc]vvs (only 5 per cent had
participated in an anti-war protest, only 1 per cent considered them-
selves "New Teft," and only 9 per cent had engaged in a civil rights
protest), they were.still able to show some considerable sympathy for
protest movements. As of June, 1968, 15 per cent would approve of
their childrens perticipating in an anti-war protest, and 30 per cent
would approve of their participation in a civil rights protest.
Furthermore, approximately half oi the alumni indicated general sympathy
with both the student and black movements.

Alumni are more supportive of student protest than is the

general public, but this is largely the result of the lower educational
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level of the populace, T the white population, support for protests
is vivtually Timited to persons who hove theanscelves atteaded college.
The swawe is not true of blacks, who wre more likely to support student
protests in general and at cevery cducetional level,  Greater education

4
produces greatey tolerance waweong blachs as well as among whites.

It ig a r-asonable hypeothesis that college alumni who support
student dissent will resemble the student dissenters. Research find-
ings yield a rather consistent picture of the students who cngage in
demonstrations. They arc 1ik§1y to be Jewish and to come from upper-
middle-class homes whose political values arve liberal if not radical.

In addition, thcey tend.to be bfight, to get good grodes, and to major
5
in "intellectual" ficlds such as the bumanities and the social scicnces,’

The data for this paper are taken mainly From the fifth wave. of
NORC's longitudinal study of the college graduating class of 1961,

Based on a subsample of earxlier respondents, phis wave was primarily
concerned with thé’graduate's evaluation of his college,-his opinions
on the goals of higher education in general, his opinions on the fi-
nancing of higher education, and his plans for his children's college
education.  Questionnaires were received from 4,868 of the 6,005
persons in the subsample, for a response rate of 81 per cent. The
questionnaire included items on political attitudes and orientations.

The questions that will concern us here were part of a battery
tapping support for student and black militancy, vieﬁs on draft defev

ments for students, and attitudes toward the role of technology and

expertise in modern society. The last is not discussed in this paper.
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Gompns between these ftems were couputed, and a gquicl and

. . . 7 . .
dirty factor malysis was performed, Table 1 lists the dtems in

~

an dndex of support for militancy. To cach, respondents could agrec
or disagrec, strongly or somewhat. The peveentages refer to supporl
for the militant position as indicated by agrvecnent or disagreement

with the specific iten.

Note that the items refer to two aspects ol militancy"~studpnt
protests and Negro wmilitancy. The two are put together %ccausu thoey
are highly correlated, The wean of the fiftceen different gammas be-
tween the six dtems is .54, Tt was not possible to distinguish a
black from a student dimension., Though this paper is labeled as an

analysis of support for student protests, the actual dependent vari-

able includes support for black militancy as well, There is no reason

to believe that separating out the dtems referring to students would

bave produced different results. The dependent variable is-a score on
an index that measurcs support for militancy. This measure has a range
from 0 to 18 and a wmean of 9.

Table 2 contains most of the independent variables to be éﬁaly—
zed below and gives their correlation with the index of support for
ﬁilitancy. Included are counterparts of many of the vaviables referred
to in the literaturc on student pvotesters. The vapiabies are presented
in a rough temporél ordering, starting with famil? background and ending
with enrollment in gradﬁate school. In the analysis to follow, this
ordering will be taken into account.

As correlationlcoefficicntg_go, none of thes¢ is very la;ge,

though they do tend to confirm the idea that supporters of student
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proteste from the apethetic grnvrn!inn ave rathey similor to the
proftestors of the activist gencration,  The supporters tand Lo coue
from well-cducated and affluent Familics,  They also tond to be Jewish
and from lavge urban arcas. As in Lthe genoval popul ation, being young,
is related to support for protests, In other words, s2luipni vho wont
through college Yon schedul&" are mosillihely to be sympathetic to
protests. Those who had spent some time in the "real world" before
graduation are less likely to he sympathetic,

Tt was not possible to use a '"pure'" measurce of intellectual
ability for this paper, but the last three variables in Table 2 in-
dicate that it is the bright graduates who are likely to support stu-
dent protests. The measure of college quality used here is Astin's
”selectivity.”8

-~

"

In addition teo the variables mentioncd above,:we shall look at
one other chéracteristic~-career field. The seme question was usaed at
two time periods~;the senior vear (1561) and 1968, 1t asked about a -
person's long-range carcer field. Respoundaents chose the ficld closest
to their intentions from a list of about 100 that included the major
professious, business, education, and the traditional arts and sciences.

As Table 3 shows, persons who intended to make a career in the
humanities were very likely to support protests. They are followed in
this regard by prospective social écienCists and lawyéfs. At the botto@
of the list are persons interested in health fields other than medicine,
prospective'éﬁgineers, and businessmen, with'school teache.”s (the career
field of education) somewhat above them. These results are consistent

with studies of the militants themselves. Though the percentages look
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rather dwpressive, the corvelation betueen el in the hunanitics in
1968 and supperting protests s 18, and thot between being din enginecrs-
ing and support fov protests e =090 The-data for the senior yemr are
consistent with those for 1968, with the Jatter being a somevhal sivonger
predictor,

The bulk of the analysis of suppory for wmilitancy will be corricd
out with wulliple regression techniques; uvsing dummy variables whoere nec-
egsary. Since nonc of thcAcorro]aLions betveen the dependent vaviable
and the independent varviables is large, the rvesults will necessarily be

‘ .
rather disappointing. We shall have some substanlive rewmarks to make on

this point later., To get a rough idea of how this analysis compaves with

the more usual procedures of looking at percentage differcnces, we can

turn to Table 4, which is a traditional\porccntage table relating age

and college quality to wmilitancy. Bf ordinary survey standards, theo
results are respectable cnough. Both variaBlcs are clearly important.
The row and column difﬁerences are such that, by ordinary standards, we
have a "finding." 1In fact, the two varigbles together cxplain 6 per cent

of the variance, when they are treated as quantitative and not collapsed.

As we pointed oul earlier, the independent variables will be

handled in a rough time ordering, starting with characteristics a;sociated

with the person's family background. Additional variables are then added,

generally according to the order of their occurrence in a person's edu-

cational career.

' : The entire analysis is>contained in Table 5, which is, for a
variety of reasons, a rather unusuaiytable. The.indepcndent variables

define the rows, and four coefficients define the columns. In the first
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column is the standardized net regression weight, or hetas  In the
sceond ds the coelficient of deternination (37) associated with a
. . . . . C 2

piven sel of variables, In the thivd je the incerement in R brough
about by adding a given set of variables, The fourth column gives
the mul tiple correlation coefficient itsclf,

The fivst five variables were considered Lo be contemporancous
and were entered simultancously, The effcets of cach ave given nct of

the other four in the sct, When the first of the additional vdrinhlcs,

cq]lege quality, is introduced, its beta is given net of the five
earlier variables. Since it would be inappropriate to partial out yhe
cffects of later variab]es on earlicr ones, the coefficients of the
first five variables do not include cqntro]s for.later ones, Except
for the first five, the effects of a variable arc givcn net of all
variables listed above it in the table but net of none of those falling
below it,

To begin;‘then, the first column of Table 5 shows that father's
ceducation is one of the strongest early detcerminants of support for
militancy and that parental family income is a gaite weak determinant,
Age and religion are nearly as strong as father's education, Jews .are
more likely_to support dissent than are Gentiles, and the younger
graduates are more 1ike1§ to be tolerant than the older. We should
remembef that in this sample age varies but year of graduatidn does_
not., The older graduates had undoubtedly‘spent ;ome period of time
away from the campus. Their exposure to campus culture was more in-
termittent and perhaps less intensive than that of the younger gradu-

ates, who had gone straight on through from high school. Hometown size
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is a relatively vnimportant vaviable, as its beta of 07 indicaten,
The sixe of the sawmple (nearlty 5,000 cases) wakes this coefficiont
statistically significant; JU is neavly five times as larpe as its
sLandurd ervor. A1l five initial variables explain only 6 perv cont
of the varviance in support for student militancy,

Student protest has by no means been limited to academically
prestigious, well-known campucees, but its incidence has been preatey
in such places than in the wore obscure oncs. Henee, we should not be
surprisced to find a positive correlation between co]Tcge quality and
student militancy. Showing that we can expect the same thing with
regard to alumni tolevance -for dissent requires a little furthor‘
discussion, ‘

In this semple of graduates, support for militancy is nega-
tively vrelated to the existence of a protest at one's alma mater.

At the séme time, college quality and support for dissent are posi-
tively related. It was unfortunately not possible to include the
presence or absencc of protest on campus as a variable in this analy-
sis. But the pattexrn of correlations reported above guarantees that
we arc not overestimating the effects of college quality. 1If the
better campuses had not becn wore likely to experience protests, their
1951 alumni would have been even more favorable to‘protésts than they
actually were. As it is, college quality, with a beta of .18, adds 3
per cent to the proportion‘of the variance explained.

Grades do nearly as well with a beta of .16. Two explanations
of the cffects of these last two variables come to mind. One would

; ' *
i : ascribe the college~quality effect to a value climate supportive of
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dissent and more Tikely to prevail on the better campuses,  The grade
cffest would be taker to indicaie that acadealeally oriented behavior
l.llil( was rowvarded on a given canpus was assocjated with tolerance for
dissent. The alternallive cxplanation vould simply aote that intellec-
tual ability is not contrelled and say that the two variables torelher
are a reasonably good substitute. We want to adopt the second approwch
here, but it should be clear that the only way to decide the issve would
be with ﬁ measure of int2llectual abilily,

Assuining that college quality and grades do provide an c¢ffective
control for ability, we must seerch for a different interprcetation of
graduate envollment., Yhe one Lhat comes to mind is that this variable
may represent exposure to student protests and protesters. Such ex-
posure to the perspective of the disscnters may prodﬁcc sympathy for
dissent in much the same way that exposure to members of minority cthnic
groups produces tolerance.

Finally we may turn to the data on career field. None of the

. . . . . L2
coefficients for single fields is very lavrge, so the increments in R
are given without the detailed data for ecach field. This allows us to
look at the effeccts of field as a single "variable.'" Each field ques-
tioﬁ adds about as muéh information as do the other variables already
in the modcl. Net of the other variables, humanists tend to be high
on support of protests and engineers and businessmév tend to be 10V,
with coefficients for the other fields gencrally falling in between
the two extremes. With all variables taken into écpount, 18 per cent
of the Qariance is explained. This is the same as a multiple cor-

relation of .42,
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Ve AFQ now inoa position lo speculate on o practical problen
that has received considerehle attention lately:  the possibility that
studics suczh as this can bo used to predict which applicants to a col-
lege will engage in protost and the vse of sueh o study to prevent the
admission of such people. 1f we asmumwe toat findings on support fm
protests yield faivly accurate clues to actuel protest behavior, it
scems clear that en admisaions procodufe gearced to these clucs would
be largely futile and completely foolish,

The fulility comes about from the fact that data of this lLind
do not "work!" as accuvate proedictors of individual behavior., Tf college
quality and grades are Laken as surrogates for ability, the kind of in-
formation available to an admissions officcr explains about 10 per cent
of Lhe variance, leaving 90 per cent unexplained. As a basis for pre-
dicting what an individual is going to do or how he is going Lo feel,
this is little better than nothing.

More ironic, however, is the fact that the clues to support
for dissent are primarily the student characteristics that most collcges
arc looking for. What college is going to deny admission to bright
children from well-educated famiiies or to §tuﬂcnts who are likely to
go on to graduate school in "intellectual" fields? As other resecarch

has shown, these are the characteristics of the dissenters themselves.

"It secems unlikely that many colleges will cut off their nosc to spite

their face.
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1. PYaper presented at the weetings of the Tl1lineis Sociological
Association, Delalb, 3l1Linois, October, 1969, The rescarch repovtedd
hevein was supported through the Coeperative Rescarceh Propgyan of (he Of-
fice of Bducation, U8, hepavtment of Health, Lducation, and Welfaro,
under contract SAL-9012, by the National Tnatitute of Mental Health under
grants M5615, M5615-02, M5GL5-03, MH015-04, and 15615-05, aud by a con-
tract with the Carncgic Commisgion on Higher Education.

2. Jdohn A. Creager, Alexander W, Astin, Robert ¥, Boruch, Alon
E. Bayer, and David E. hrew, Natiopal Norms fov FEntoring Collepe Fresh-
nen-=Fall 1969, ACE Rescavch Reports, vol. 4, no. 7 (Washinglon, D.G.:
American Council on Education, 1969), p. 41.

3. Gallup Poll releasc, December 186, 19069.

4. Joe 1. Spacth, "Public Reactions o College Student Protests,"
tociology of Fducation, 42 (Spring, 1969), 199-206.

5. Richard Flacks, "The Libevated Genevation: An Exploration of

52-75; William A. Watts and David Whittakes, "Profile of a Nonconformist

JYouth Culture: A Study of the Berkeley Non-Students," Sociology of

Education, 41 (Spring, 1968), 178-200.

6. Gamma has Lhe followlng properties. If you arce asked o pre-
dict the rank of a set of responses and are given no further information,
you can do no better than guess., If, for every pair of cascs that differ
with regard to attribute A (A<B or A>B), you arc told that one member
is higher or lower on B than the other, you may be able to use your knowl-
edge of the B-state of the cases to predict their A-state. Gamma is a
direct measurc of the extent Lo which knowledge of B improves prediction
of A. If B is irrelevant, you can still do no better than guess, and
gamma will be 0. 1If the rank of B directly corrvesponds te that of A, pre-
diction is improved 100 per cent, and gamma will be 1:00. If B and A
are perfectly inversely related, gamma will be -1.00, For further details,
sce Leo A, Goodman and William M. Kruskal, '"Measures of Association for
Cross Classification,'" Journal of the American Statistical Association,

49 (December, 1954), 732-764.°

7. See Louis L. McQuitty, "Elementary Factor Analysis,"
Psychological Reports, 9 (1961), 71-78.

8. '"Selectivity" basically taps an institution's ability to en-
roll the brighter students it has admitted and corresponds to the average
intellectual ability of its -freshman class. See Alexander W. Astin,

Who Goes Where to College? '(Chicago: Szience Research Associates, 1965),
p. 55.

9. Institutional data on student protests were kindly provided
by Richard E. Peterson of the Educational Testing Service.

-10-



I
I

T

SR e i e

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

~11.-
TABLY 1

ATTLITUDES OF ALUMNL TOSARD MITILAMCY
(Per Cent)

Statemont

Support for
Militancy

The protests of college students are a healthy sign
FOr AMCYIca o wer v v v o e e e e e e e e (Agree)

This country would be better off if there were less
protest and dissatisfaction coming from college
COMPUSES 4w o o o o o o o o o o« o « + « o (Disagree)

College students should lose their draft deferments
for participating in demonstrations against the
AEALE v v v v e e e e e e ¢ e e e e e . . (Disagrec)

In the long run, current protests of Negroes in the
citics will be healthy for America . . . . (Agree)

Negro militancy is needlessly dividing American
society into conflicting camps . . . . & (Disagree)

The main causc of Negro riots in the cities is white
FACLSM 4 v v e e o e e e e e e e e e (Agree)

48

36
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TATLE 2

CORRELATTIONG BEIWEEN TNDEDPENDERD VARTADLNS
AND SUPPORY FOR MILILTARNCY

(Pearson )

independent Variable . I
Parental family TMCOME s vt e e e e e e .09
Father's cducationb. e e e e e e e e e D .16
Sizc of homeltowll + « v « « o o o o+ e e e e s .13
Original religion (Jewish) . . . .« « « « o« o 14
O age e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e ~-.16
College quality? e e e e e e e e e e e e e .23
College gradcsd. R A7
) Graduate enrollment . « .+« ¢ 4 0 0 e e 0 e s .24
81n hundreds of dollars,
bIn years,
‘ pstin's "selectivity."
? ' d

A+ and A =9, A~ =8, C~- =2, D+ or lower = 1.

CNumber of years (full-time equivalents) enrolled in i
graduate school between 19061 and 1968,
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CPABLE 3
SUFPORT FOR MITLIARKCY LY CAREBR MIELD
(Per Cent in Top Quartile)

Carcer Ficld

Carcer Yield L.
. Seniox

; ' : (1961.) 1968

Humanities o v v v v v v o v 6 e e e e e e e S4 | 62
Social sciences « . . v v . e te e 4 e e . 47 . 54
72 47 48
Physical sciences . . « o ¢ « o ¢ o o o 4 . 31 36
.. 36 35
e e e S 34 33
A 33 33
.. 24 24
. 17 15
Engincering . . .« ¢ 0 0 0 e e 0 0 e a0 e 16 14

.. -9 11

Other professions . ¢ « o o v « o « o
Medicine . ... . « « o 'a .
Biological sciences o . o . . 0 o 0o e
Education . . v o « v« v v e e e e e e

Business . v v ¢ o o o 4 s

Other health . .. . v v v v v « o6 « +
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TADLYE 4

SUPPORT ¥OR MILITANCY DY AGE AND COLLEGE QUALILY

(Per Cent in Lop Quartile)

Age
College
Quality 28 or 29-31 Over 31

Younger

. / . Q
High . .« v v v v v v v ‘4(1,208) 35 (737) 20(]58)
MQ(]]'.Um . . . . . . . . . -. . jo(l,]S]) 23 (879) Z](30./1)
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TALLYE 5

APPROPRYATE STANDARDIZED PANEIAL REGRESSTON WEIGHTS (Futa)

ARD COEFFICTENLS OF DRELER-LNATLION (3?) OF VARTALLES
IRFLULKCING SUPPORT 1OR MILITANCY

L 2 Increment
Tar | o Deta . R* . ‘ .
Variable Deta N in R2 R

Father's education . . . . . 13
Parental fawmily income . . . -.02
Original religion (Jewish) . Dl
Size of hometown « « « « « & .07

Age v v v e e e e e -.12 .06 .06 .25
~College quality « « « « & . .18 .09 .03 . 30
College grades o« o o « « o o .16 L1 .02 .33
Graduate enrollment . . . . .17 14 .03 .37
Senior (1961) carcer field . - .16 .02 .40
1968 career field «+ + « « & - .18 .02 42




