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ABSTRACT
With survey data from college and noncollege youth

and their parents collected in the spring of 1969 for CBS News by
Daniel Yankelovich Inc., this investigation evaluates existing
theories of the youthful protest involvement of the 1960s. The
analysis shows that youthful alienation, critical perspectives on
society, and rejection of traditional values, contribute to the
protest behavior of youth, and that these personal dispositions are,
in turn, encouraged by various factors in the social backgrounds,
family environments, and educational contexts of young people. These
findings are generally consistent with theories that hold that the
social backgrounds and family experiences of young people predispose
them toward protest involvement. However, the analysis also reveals
that the social class backgrounds of youth and academic standing of
the colleges and universities they attend strongly encourage protest
activity independently of personal dispositions, such as youthful
alienation, social criticism, and traditional values. The sizable
independent contributions of family SES and school quality lead to
alternative interpretations of the protest movement in terms of the
"dynamics of disorderly politics" and the "political incorporation of
the student status," and to suggestions for further analyses of these
data. (Author)
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ABSTRACT

With survey data from college and non-college youth and their parent::,
collected in the spring of 1969 for CBS News by Daniel Yankelovich Inc.,
this investigation evaluates existicg theories of the youthful protest
involvement of the 1960s. Thu andlysis yotilft.:

critical perspectives on soci...!y, roji,ct.ioa of cr.uonal v.4Los,
contribute to the protest behavior :sr and that the::.! per:mm:1

positions are, in turn, encouraged by various factors in idle socia.
grounds, family environments, and educational contexts of young people.
These findings are generally consistent with theories which hold that the
social backgrounds and family experiences of young people predispose t!,em
coward protest involvement. However, the analysis also reveals that the
social class backgrounds of youth and academic standing o2 the colleges
and universities they attend strongly encourage protest activity 1:22o-
,4ently of personal dispositions such as youthful alienation, social criti-
cisms, and traditional values. The sizable independent contributions of
family SES and school quality lead to alternative interpretations of the
protest movement in terms of the "dynamics of disorderly politics" and
the "political incorporation of the student status," and to suggestions
for further analyses of these data.
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PREFACE

In the spring of 1969, CBS News engaged Daniel Yankelovich Inc. to

conduct a survey of college and non-college youth and their parents for a

three part television documentary on the conflict between the generations

in American society. The design of this survey is uniquely suited to test
number of .:dens about 6he roots of youthful protest in the late 1960a.

ole are grateful to C3S News for making t'...ese survey data available

secondary analysis, to the Yankelovich organization or the qoal:.:y

richness of the data, and, of course, to the young people and
whose participation in the survey makes them the subjects of our analysis.

The data ware initiar.y obtained from CBS News in 1970 when the princi-

pal investigator was a Visiting Fellow at the National Institute for Law

Enforcement and Criminal Justice. The Fellowship provided for a prelimi-

nary analysis of attitudes toward and contact with the police among college

and non-college protesters. Some findings of this first phase of our work
are incorporated in Chapters 2 and 3 of the prerent report. For their

assistance in this preliminary work, I would like to thank Alex Seidler

and Karen Ohlin.

The present an,3y...is is a fully collaborative effort. Glenn Pierce

and I have jointly .danned each step of the analysis, studied the results

of each set of tabulations or computer runs, decided on the next step to be

taken, and so on. The analysis has profited enormously from Glenn's sensi-

tivity to the underlying story in the data and from his patient but relent-

less pursuit of leads which I might have otherwise missed or mistakenly

dismissed. And, I am especially indebted to him for time and effort far

beyond what .he available funds could support.

Others lve provided us with valuable assistance. Richard C-xter and

his staff at the Northeastern University Computation Center have responced

with dispatch to our requests for service. Robert Mackler has taken on th

task of preparing this manuscript wita remarkable patience and good humor.

ikvid Kamens and John Meyer have contributed useful leads for the interpre-

tation of findings in response to my soundings. I am glad for this oppor-

tunity to express my thanks for their various contributions.

We trqst that the further work we have in mind with these data will

profit from the insights, criticisms, and suggestions of those who read

this report.

WILLIAM J. BOWERS
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

Between the 1950s and the 1960s, observers of the American co::ege sslenc
went from lamenting the apathy and c,,afcrm.ity of collaze

zaeir unreflective and enrestrainec ?:oeest -czivizies.
4urine; the 19503 cniaacterzec.-4tuaeni.:;, -s "e..atus-oriented,"

and complacent about social and political .Lseues Oiesman, 1956; L'aeol;,
Goldsen et al, 196.) A decade later, range ana vehemence or pl-ozest
vizy among college students not only attracted considerable public e:.tention,
act also generated serious concern amoa., eeucato:s (Special Co mm:;.tcee on

Campus Tensions, 1970; Carnegie Commission, 1971) and amonii, of.Zicial of i:c:.-

eral and state government (President's Commission on Campus Unreec, .1.970; New
York State Temporary Commission, 1970) about the place and conseeuea:lee
political activism on the college campus.

This abrupt change in tee political mood of young people, which began to
oe apparent in the early 13608, was undoubtedly encouraged by the emerging
Civil RighLs Movement of the late 1950s and the Kennedy Administration in th
early 1960s. The profoundly moral appeal and open leadership structure of

Civil Rights Movement provided a StirIL.us to direct political action and op?er-
tunities to learn organizational skills and protest tactics. The election of
a youthful President from America's Catholic minority in 1960 signaled a turn
toward liberalism at the national level. The subsequent creation of programs
such as the Peace Corps and VISTA represented an invitation specifically to
young people to enter the realm of government and to undertake the serious
business of political and sccial reform. The recruitment of academics from
the nation's leading universities to serve as advisor.; and office holders i-
the national administration clearly marked a new role in government for int-
:ectuals-- a dramatic turning away from the oppressive (Joe) McCarthy era of
the early 1950s. These developments drew the attention of many young people
to America's most serious and urgent social problems and to the roles they
might play in solving them.

Behind these recent historical developments observers have seen several
lung -term social and cultural trends in American society. These include:
(1) changes in the relationship between tine generations, involving increased
discontinuity and conflict in values and experiences between youth and their
elders (Mannheim, 1940; Eisenstadt, 1956); (2) changes in the status of youz:.
ia society, involving the prolongation of adolitscence and delayed entry into
marraige and occupational markets concurrently with earlier physical mature:. .

and acquisition of social skills (Mead, 1969; :)ouglas, 1970); am! (3) change..
in the structure and functions of nigher educa-Aon in America, involving ti,f,;
development of the "mulriversity," the im?ers*alizi:ion of the cauce..ional
process, growing federal investment in univer3:ty based research, anc saiftl
faculty inter,:st from undergraduate to araduatt education (Kerr, 196:; zlau,

CI
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.273.) These gen.lral trends have 'seoa sortes of mounting fus."
Lion and alienation it sont; youth twin: c.. Aay have s...rve! as aa important ingLe.
dints, if not prerequisites, in the d,,volcpment of the protest movement of
the 1960s.

Social aaalysts have i:med a nu.bor o more s7ecific explanations foi
youthful protes: acolvitv, in :eirn

,....)coaueaey . .

.

.

cu ci.ticy (A,e.tnoerg a:la Walker, jui.: a few. T:.ese auu o.

:evant theories vory In impc:L:c t! :social origins a...
clas,, eomo.ltments, as a::

conzexts 11-, which socia11.101% or _tatos crtloelat.lo.1 processes contrLoo-o
z protest actIvtry. aad t;:ansission of

a,:titudes wh:ich poo,:e zawlrU i:rooest, while ol:i:era
socialization presarae:i .-ek of COX.X.l:Mor.t. to ::SCal...1i.0

-.;(i values. SOrad theorles fruscr.:iJh and alienati6a
p:ople encounter in thel:: relations with 4.1:le establ:.ihed adult institutions

s..,ci.ety, while others zigees the iuehtifieation and solidarity that young
e:operiende in relations with ote another and with uissident elements in sol..!!,

These theories also differ in the role they assign to the institutional
c=cext of higher educatio:I. Some see colleges and universities as essentlaiy
passive agents whtch have been the ioLus, but not the simulus, of prof":
.ctivity; places where protest prone :oungsters have congregated as a res...
of recruit.rseL:: seiection it higher education. Others ackaoo.
ed...;e that institutions of :.i.gsser edacation heave played an active, but

eart in the protest movemeaL tnroagh t..eir effects on che forms of youta ko
Cure that emerile and the kind, of oc, !pa"ional commitments students deve.:o..
in eollege. 5c.li 0C:1c:ft--; ..rgue ileges and universities have indkri.
det1y and :already -;.;oner:1%A protesi. lo.rvi!:y. They asert that ene col.

nay encouc.i,;od Lhe dispositions that lead to
:%).7est and has con::roacee scu.tants ,:iLh frustrations, opportunities, and

: ationships that proote .inch The role of the educationa...
the protest moycmet of the 1960s is, of course, crucial In determiaia_

,..2ther it is or was a "youta move;:ient" or re narrowly a "student move ....

liLe most gr..!herai Oi W1-11 1OL to evaluate er..

c4pLination:, or theories O. youthful -,;zotesc involvement in the 1960s. Toi,,

LaVOIVe uXa.:dning ..;.hc effects oi various extra-inseituzional factos
wS,ica have been ac:vanced as i..1.port,It contri6utors to the protest activiis

th1. perioo aod educational contexts w'hero
0_ ...al.; activiy ..no carried QUt. Thi6 overall 41:.!

a.: translated into sever-I obecs:ivos:

J.. TO 0..:: c......,.1.1c.' t1 i.: ......a.; .: -:. L:..... _... ; ..... .. L'' 1 .1`..P.....1 Y4-:..:.-:1°,_ :Jo: ; , 4 4. %a 1 ,. * ,..-, I a .a..
^ . . 1aSS , vOUt*:: r_-:,,.:.... ,:,..." CC , .-...' c ' . 1 : : . . . . , . : ' _ , . ; : .. : . : . . . . . 7.:..:::1::: . C O " . . t.-..'.: 61.1.-..0 to pro cL.,.6 I

.

... . __._._ -_.... . . . - .... . _ _ . .

. . LiJi.. .)

SI
13
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particularly in what Flacks has referred to as the "mass intelligentsia,"
will actually contribute to protest behavior by promoting a critical perspec-
tive on society and its institutions. Family involvement may, on the other
hand, tend to mitigate against protest activity by reinforcing commitment to
traditional values and subjecting the youngster to normative constraints wit:1-
in the family context. Youth culture, in contrast with the family, may en-
couraje a sense oi alienation or se7arlc... f.:

aauit
occupational coiamitments might be e::pecceu Lw ercute oon%i4 to c...e

established °roe:. In effect, we shall try to establ....s whwthar hidw

extra-institutional factors contribute co involvement in protest behavior.

2. To analyze the relationships azong these extra-institutional actor,i

a.ld to evaluate 'heir im.pact 3n youthful protosc behavi-Jr. We anti-
cipate that these extra-institutional involvements will be associated with :::1Q
family and involvement in the youth culture, particularly the youthful "co:. :.-

ter- culture" are apt to be relatively inco4atible-- one leading to ?rotes.:
by promoting disregard for established authority and the other inhibiting pro-
test by reinforcing respect for such authority. As another example, social
class and employment contexts tu.y be causally linked. Youngsters from higher
status backgrounds may less often be required to work as college students and
more often be committed to high status future occupations. These probable
connections among the various extra-institutional factors make it clear that
we will want to examine separate and joint effects of these factors in contri-
buting to protest activity.

3. To examine the relationships between institutional and extra-ins tl:
tional factors contriburi2ztopscllyity and to assess their indepern
aLld joint contributions to such activity. Institutional and extra-institu-
tional contexts are not likely to be altogether independent in their effect:.,.
As we have noted above, colleges and universities are apt to have some effects
on students' occupational commitments and on the kinds of youth culture or
caunter-culture that emerges on campus. Or again, social background and
values are likely to determine whether a youngster goes to college and, if
wh.:,t kind of college he attends. Thus, protest predisposing values which
appear to be associated with social class may actually be acquired in the k
of colleges and universities which upper social class youngsters are more
likely to attend. Or, what appears to be parental influence on the attituc.r .

of youngsters may actually be the result of "reverse socialization"-- the
transmission of attitudes acquired by youngsters in college to their parent

Our aaalysls will be based on data collected in the Spring of 1969 for
c.JS sews by Daniel Yankelovich Inc. In this survey, young people across r..
nation were interviewed on a broad rang of political and social orientatio
ir.eir attitudes and reactions to the behavior and styles or the youth cults
t:teir relations with their families, and :hair social backgrounds. Moreov,_.

as a part of the CBS Sews survey, intaLviews were also conducted with the
parents of many of these yon people. Xar.y of the questions asked of the

3



BEM COPY rlit

ywingsters were repeated tne intervial....s with their parats. These daca
therefore provide aa esp,:cially rich rce of inform:.ton on the family

backgrounds and social cca texts in wnich the youngsters grew up and were more
or less involved at Lie time of the survey.

In addition, aS News survey inc.-,uded sizable samples of both
C- fat:

?

US LC,

teristics on process activltv. oat.;-: are

weLl suited for tae eval.aa:-on of a -f -leories

phavior-- explanations wh..ch ,m;haz...zc various ex:n.-iaLtitutionl contexts
those which stress he rola o: dc,11<;e cur tax; rulacive to excza-insc%.

tut:.ohal facclrs.

We provide furtner detail of the research design and sampling ?rocedurcs
o: the C6S News surw;y ia t.he final section of this chapter, but will
pc -.seful to review some of the more important results and methodological
issues in the previous research on youthful protest ia the 1960s.

Overview of Previous Research on Activism., Militancy, and Protest

Few subjects have received as much empirical investigation from as great
variety of social scientists in so short a period of time. This undoubtedly .:--

flects the fact that protests and demonstrations struck at universities whcrc
t social scient.Lsts work and involv,..d youngsters who were their students.

i:.!niiiton (1973) has recently identified some 300 empirical investigations oi
political activities and ottituces conducted since World War 11--

overwhelming majori"...y of them conceraed with the protest-. movement of the l`Jt
In this brief overview tha cxistia research, we shall be able to touch ...-
only a fcw or taa more pertiaeat and ia,:lueatial or these investigations.

individual Andlyses

Most of the em.;ir:Lc.ii research on activis:a has centered on L"nc

characturi6L:.c.i an co=.i;mencs campus protesters (Wstby -ad
1)aa; Flacks, 1967; Treat and Craise, TIlitQt and other.st.

(_-.1:-.-marized in Ken.Lszcn, 1968: Appendix Upset, 1969; and -6raungarc,
typically focused a the most polit::.cally acc:_ve stucents at schools wher,.:
ccsts l'hey tev.213;:a of the student activist as a

acade_micz:Ily cdpcb_:!, and ...n:elleccually oriented young person

arIL x.crul concerns. Tney revealed that activism was
2ersanal iaadesacies or of frustrations associated with

aca,it.ir. work.

Most of :hose -,:udies to co,:...

15
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relatively high status backgrounds. And, this relationship has been documented
not only for the leaders and organizers of protest activity (Westby and Braun-
gart, 1966; Flacks, 1967; Keniston, 1968; Liebert, 1971), but also for fol-
lowers and rank-and-file participants (Kahn, 1968; H. Astin, 1969b; Geller and
Gary, 1969; Gergen and Gergen, 1970). In particular, their parents tend to be
highly educated; their fathers often occupy professional positions, more com-
monly in science and education than in business or engineering; their families
tend to be liberal in politics, favoring the Democratic over the Republican
Party; and they come disproportionately from non-religious and Jewish back-
grounds. Clearly, for the majority of those involved in the protest movement,
their participation cannot be explained in terms of social deprivation or dis-
advantaged position in society. While they have been sympathetic with the most
disfavored elements of society, they themselves appear to have come from the
ranks of the relatively privileged.

Moreover, some of these studies revealed that the activist's moral sensi-
bility, political liberalism, and intellectual orientation was generally shared
by his parents. In his study of seventeen activists who participated in the
"Viet Nam Summer" program of 1967, Keniston (1968) concluded that they were
"living out" the values learned from their parents. Solomon and Fishman (1964)
arrived at a similar conclusion about civil rights and peace demonstrators.
And, on the basis of interviews with anti-draft protesters and their parents,
Flacks (1967) stated that "activism is related to a complex of values, not
ostensibly political, shared by both students and their parents." He argued
that "the great majority of these students are attempting to fulfill and renew
the political traditions of their families." This interpretation is also consis-
tent with findings of other investigators (Haan, Smith, and Block,1968; Watts,
Lynch and Whittaker, 1969; Yankelovich, 1969; Braungart, 1971).

These findings led Flacks (1967) and Keniston (1968), among others, to
argue that the protest activity of the early and middle 1960s had strong roots
in the values and commitments of activists' parents. In their views, socializa-
tion in upper middle class families, as opposed to generational conflict or
"deauthorization," was primarily responsible for the emergence of this protest
movement, or at least for individual involvement in it.1 Furthermore, evidence
of a general pattern of value continuity rather than discontinuity between the
generations-- between the vast majority of non-activists and their parents as
well as protesters and their parents-- casts serious doubt on explanations of
the youthful protest movement in terms of a broad "generation gap." In fact,
there is more variation in political and social values within the younger genera-
tion, even within the more homogeneous college population, than between genera-
tions at a given social class level (Yankelovich, 1970; for a further elabora-
tion of this point, see Lipset and Raub, 1970).

Yet, some measure of structural isolation from the adult generation may be
important for the emergence of such a youth movement and for individual parti-
cipation in it (Eisenstadt, 1956). The development in recent years of a rela-
tively separate and autonomous youth culture with its own life styles, modes of
dress, music, etc., at odds with the prevailing norms of the broader society,

5
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would seem to insulate youngsters as they move from adolescence to adulthood
in our society (Coleman et al, 1974). What limited research there is on the
youth cultural involvement of activists and protesters has shown them to be
relatively liberated in their sexual attitudes and in their acceptance of drug
use by comparison with other youth (Dorcas, 1968; Katz, 1968; H. Allan, 1969a;
Smith, 1971), And, at least one investigation has established a close relation-
ship between modes of dress and radical political commitments (Kelley and Star,
1971) While such youth cultural involvements have commonly been seen as a by-
product of radical political commitment, they may also have helped to support
and to sustain these political commitments. And, moreover, the youth culture
may have served as a recruiting ground from which protesters and demonstrators
were drawn as the protest movement grew, particularly in the late 1960s.

Another element of structural isoloation may be found in the delayed entry
of youth into the occupational structure of society. Studies have shown that
protest activity is less common among non-college youth who are more likely to
be gainfully employed (CBS News, 1969), amonc college students who work at least
part time during their schooling (Pierce and Bowers, 1974), and among recently
employed ex-college students (Maidenberg and Meyer, 1970). Moreover, activists
tend to have rejected the more conventional occupational commitments character-
istic of youngsters of their social backgrounds and academic abilities. They
more often seek creativeness, self-expression, relevance, and meaning in their
future occupations; they tend to deemphasize material gain and security in favor
of helping others and changing society (Mock and Heist, 1969; Gurin, 1971).
Again, these less conventional occupational commitments may be a consequence
of radical political involvement, but they are also very likely to support and
to sustain such involvements because they leave the individual free of the con-
straining influences of conventional occupational requirements and responsibili--
ties.

Efforts have been made to link these various findings iato a more general
explanation for the youthful protests of the 1960s. For example, Flacks (1970a;
1970b) has argued that socialization within permissive family environments of
the growing American intellegentsia has not only made increasing numbers of
young persons responsive to the historical and social developments of the 1960s,
but also has liberated them from conventional life styles and occupational
commitments. Yet, such explanations virtually ignore the institutional context
in which the protest movement developed. Colleges and universities are simply
taken for granted as the places where protest prone youth found opportunities
to express themselves and to organize politically. The level of protest at an
institution is seen as merely a function of the kinds of youngsters who con-
gregate there. Are these assumptions consistent with the research literature
on institutional differences in the nature and extent of protest activity?

Institutional Analyses

With the spread of campus disruptions and protest activity after the Free
Speech Movement at Berkeley, research began to focus on the characteristics of
the colleges and universities where it occurred. Typically, in these studies,

6



Est Cf17; I."'

informed campus representatives (e.g. college presidents, deans of students,

study body presidents, student newspaper editors, etc.) provided information

on the nature and extent of protest activity at their institutions (Peterson,
1966; 1968; Sasajima, Davis and Peterson, 1968; Astin and Baruch, 1970; Bayer

and Astin, 1971; Scott and El-Assul, 1969; Hodgkinson, 1970; Blau and Slaughter,

1971).

These studies do(nimented what casual observers had pointed out-- that stu-

dent protest was concentrated at the nation's leading institutions of higher

learning, colleges and universities of the highest academic quality and repu-

tation. They found, in addition, that larger schools appeared to have more

organized and disruptive protest demonstrations (Peterson, 1968; Astin and

Boruch, 1970; Bayer and Astin, 1971), perhaps because they could provide a

"critical mass" of concerned, articulate, intellectually oriented students
(Peterson, 1966; cfeHodgkinson, 1970) and possibly also because of the im-

personality and unresponsiveness likely to characterize large, bureaucratic

institutions (Scott and El-Assul, 1969; cf. Marwell, 1970).

Aware that institutional differences in protest activity might simply

reflect differences in the kinds and numbers of students that institutions

enroll, several investigators have tried to incorporate information on the

characteristics of students into their analyses of institutional differences

in protest activity. The earliest and most influential study of this kind

(As tin, 1968) found only slight variations in protest involvement by institu-

tion after removing the effects of aggregated student background characteristics

in a two step regression analysis. Unfortunately, when individual and institu-

tional characteristics are highly correlated, as in this case, first removing

individual background factors in a stepwise regression analysis has the effect

of assigning the joint or common variance to the individual characteristics,

and may therefore grossly underestimate the institutional effects (see, Werts,

1968; Feldman and Newcomb, 1969; Creager, 1970; Feldman, 1971; Farkas, 1973).

Astin himself notes in a revised version of his original paper:

. . our failure to find many environmental characteristics which

affect student protest behavior may be due in part to the methodology

employed; the use of the institution as the unit of analysis for con-

trolling differential student imput characteristics, will tend to ob-

scure peer group effects since the natvre of the student peer group

is to some extent reflected in the mean characteristics of the enter-

ing class." (Astin, 1970a:1.00)

It should also be noted that Astin measured protest involvement of freshmen

after )nly one year of college. It seems likely that institutional effects
would be mire pronounced with a longer exposure to college.

By contrast, a later study by Blau and Slaughter (1971) which controls for

"-itudent intellectualism" by including an estimate of it (developed by Astin,

1965) in regression equations with other college characteristics, found that

serious protest demonstrations were more common at schools with large faculties

and high levels of computer use for administrative purposes, and less common

7
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at those where students evaluate teaching performance and academic departmentsare innovative. These Investigators argue that institutional size and com-plexity, especially as they are manifested in impersonality and unresponsive-ness to students, make a significant contribution to the occurrence of seriousprotest demonstrations, apart from the intellectualism of the student body.However, this effort to control for student characteristics is also subject tocriticism. In particular, the single dimension of student intellectualism maybe insufficient as a control for the effects of student characteristics. And,perhaps more problematic, this measure of "student intellectualism" (whichincorporates freshman SAT scores, plans for graduate work, to get Ph.D.'s, toenter scientific careers, and the like) may tap academic quality of the institu-tion as well as, or better than, it does student backgrounds.'

But beyond the methodological problems of separating individual and institu-tional effects in these comparative institutional studies, is the difficulty ofspecifying the particular mechanisms which may be activating different kinds ofstudents in different types of schools. Just as studies of the social back-grounds and personal characteristics of protesters from one or just a fewinstitutions tended to ignore institutional differences in protest activity, sotoo, these comparative institutional studies which take the university as theunit of analysis, tend to overlook internal processes which may activate speci-fic subgroups of students within different organizational contexts. Thus, tosee how specific kinds of institutions-- for example, the nation's most pres-tigious colleges and universities-- may activate students, we need to examinethe experiences and behavior of various kinds of students within the contextsof interest. This means focusing on the individual student as the unit ofanalysis and examining the influences he is exposed to as a result of being atone rather than another type of college-- what has come to be know, as "con-textual analysis."

Contextual Analyses

The only investigations which have examined factors associated with in-dividual protest activity in varying institutional contexts clearly suggestthat the nation's leading institutions directly encouraged student protestbehavio during the 1963-1966 period. Using data on some 946 seniors from 97colleges and universities, Kahn and Bowers (1970) found that the proportion ofstudents involved in protest behavior was much higher at top ranking collegesand universities than at other categories of schools, apart from the socialclass backgrounds, academic commitments, fields of study, intellectual orienta-tions or absolute numbers of their students. Further, they show that involve-ment in the academic side of campus life-- as reflected by good grades andlong hours spent studying-- was related to protest involvement only amongstudents at the more selective and prestigious institutions. This latter pointprompted the follwing interpretation:

At the nation's leading colleges and universities, apparently theacademic context itself encourage activism among the more academically
committed students. More than others, these schools are supposed to

8
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promote high academic standards and to 2ncourage a critical perspec-

tive in a wide variety of areas, including the institutions of contem-

porary society. their best students should be those most affected by
these environmental :nfluences and, hence, the most perceptive social

critics and reformers. Furthr :rmore, as noted above (reference to Ladd,

1969), the most activist faculty members also tend to be found in the

nation's high ranking educational institutions; presumably, the top
students at these college and universities have the closest contact
with faculty members and are the ones most influenced by their atti-
tudes and activist behavior. ;Kahn and Bowers, 1970: 46).

In a more detailed examination of tnese data, Pierce and Bowers (1974)

found that student intellectuals, as a campus subgroup, became more politically

active than other students over the period from 1963 to 1966 in all college

contexts. However, this process of politicization among student intellectuals

wa2 especially pron anced at high quality colleges and universities. Moreover,

the politicization was intensified by academic commitment, organizational parti-

cipation and faculty contact at these prestigious institutions. In other words,

participation in protest activity was most highly associated with specific stu-

dent roles and commitments within the organizational contexts of the top ranking

schools. The social backgrounds of youngsters naturally play a part in the

kinds of roles they assume in colleg.:. and in the kinds of colleges they attend,

but without adopting these roles and commitments at the leading institutions,

youngsters of a given social class background were much less likely to become

involved in protest activity.

On the basis of these further findings, the investigators suggest that

an essential ingredient in the development of youthful protest in the 1960s was

the growing articulation between the leading universities and the national poli-

tical structure which established expectations and opportunities for politically

relevant involvements and careers among young people. No doubt, the ascendency

of the "new intellegentsia" and the growing autonomy of youth in society were

contributing factors, but, they argue, the formative condition was the "char-

tering" of educational institutions to provide politically relevant careers
for young people especially those of distinguished ability and accomplishment.

of course, some measure of protest especially in the mid 60s and later may have

been the result of expanding expectations for political involvement without the.

accompanying opportunities. Notably, this view on the growth of the protest
movement also has the virtue that it is consistent with the movement's demise.

That is, with the changeover ia national administration in 1968 and the ensuing

elimination of programs that afforded opportunities for youthful involvement,

young people began to become aware that their reformist concerns were no longer

welcome in government and the youthful protest movement began to subside.

These contextual analyses have been conducted with rich data on intra-

institutional contexts at a large number of colleges and universities. The

investigators have been i.ble to examine the effects of curriculum, faculty con-

tact, organizational membership, peer group influences, and so on, in con-

junction with college characteristics such as quality, size, residentiality,
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and type of control. They have also been able to incorporate information on
extra-institutional factors such as social class backgrounds, relations with
family, youth cultural involvementand occupational commitments, into the
analyses. However, the program of research from which these data come was not
designed to focus primarily on r'iestions of student political involvement.
Thus, detailed information on tne attitudes and orientations of young people
toward politics, their desires for social and political reforms, their accep-
tance of traditional values and established authority, their sympathy for the
aims and tactics of protesters, etc.-- information that would make it easier
to interpret many of the observed effects-- is conspicuously lacking. And,
of course, these data are restricted to an early period in the development of
the protest movement.

The data we will be examining here, by contrast, were explicitly collected
to investigate youthful political attitudes, commitments, and behavior. They
cover specific aspects of youngsters' social backgrounds and family relations
which have corm to play an important part in the theories of youthful protest
activity, and they cover these issues with data from both young people and their
parerts. In addition, the diversity of youth in American society is represented
with data from students in a number of different college contexts, and with data
from non-college youth as wall. In some ways, then, these data can serve as a
complement to existing research. With information from college and non-college
youth and from their parents, these data provide an unusual opportunity to
refine ti.e picture of protest involvement which has emerged from previous
studies. And, in another way, these data can supplement the existing contextual
analyses, since they pertain to a later period in the protest movement of the
1960s, when perhaps the seeds of its demise had already began to germinate.

The Setting and Data for this Analysis

The protest movement of the 1960s had undergone a number of changes by
1969-- the year in which the data we shall examine were collected. The focus
of protest activity had shifted from civil rights to the war in Viet Nam, the
draft, and university policies (Peterson, 1966; 1968). By this time, protests
and demonstrations had grown enormously in number and spread from a few of the
leading institutions to a very much larger number of colleges and universities
across the country. The tactics of protesters were becoming mole disruptive,
destructive, and violent. Activists were rejecting the movement's initial
emphasis on nonviolence in favor of the destruction of property, holding author-
ities captive, and striking back at the police.

By 1969, the sense of optimism and hopefulness that characterized the move-
ment in the early days was displaced by sentiments of frustration and anger.
Politically involved youth found that they were unwelcome at the 1968 National
Democratic Party Convention in Chicago, and many others witnessed on television
their reception at the hands of the Chicago police. Furthermore, the results
of the 1968 election revealed that the country was in no mood for the basic
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social reforms that activists and their sympathizers advocated. In the face

of the mounting and intensifying confltct between demonstrators and the estab-
lishment-- of the kind experienced on the Columbia University campus in the
Spring of 1968-- the public voted for law and order rather than reform.

Yet, protest was still on the rise in 1969. The National Student Associ-
ation reported that demonstrations had occurred at less than 10 per cent of the
nation's colleges in the first six months of 1968 (cited by Bailey, 1970). A
survey by the American Council on Education in the 1968-1969 academic year
revealed that disruptive protests had occurred in 22 percent of the more thou
400 representative institutions surveyed, and that violent demonstrations had
erupted in 6 per cent of these institutions (Astin, 1970b).

The high water mark in protest activity came a year later in the after-
math of the Cambodian invasion and the killing of Kent State and Jackson State
students by authorities attempting to control student demonstrations. About

30 percent of the nation's campuses experienced some form of student protest

in 1970; approximately 100 student strikes were started in each of the four

days immediately after the Kent State killings; a march on Washington involving
some 60,000 young people was organized in less than a week's time (President's

Commission, 1970). The 1970-1971 academic year saw student protest activity
receed to about the 1968-1969 level, with slightly fewer disruptive demon-
strations but slightly more institutions involved; and by then, press coverage
of such demonstrations had fallen considerably below earlier levels (Bayer and

Astin, 1969).

The data for this analysis were gathered in the Spring of 1969 by Daniel

Yankelovich Inc. for a CBS News television documentry on the "generation gap"

in American society. The survey was designed to measure the attitudes, values,
and behavior of youth in the age range of 17 through 23. In order to reyre-

sent the general population of all young people in this age range, both college

and non-college youth were sampled. To assess the "gap" between youth and their

elders, the parents of many of these youth were also interviewed. A number of

the major differences and similarities between young people and their parents

were aired in two hour-long television specials in May of 1969 under the pro-

gram title "CBS Reports: Generations Apart." A more detailed tabulation oe
these data was also published by CBS News In a pamphlet entitled Generations

Apart. For further details of the sampling and data gathering procedures,

we quote directly from this pamphlet (CBS News, 1969: 2-3; not copyrighted).

For the purpose of efficiency, two sampling frames were established.

The first was a sample of youth on college campuses, and the second was

a general household sample. The frames were unduplicated be eliminating
from the household frame any college youths living at home.

The college sample was selected in two stages. The first stage con-

sisted of selecting college campuses. All campuses in the country were

stratified by geographic region, by public or private type of insti-
tution, and by total. enrollment aver or under 10,000 students. Cam-

puses were selected from each stratum with a probability proportionate

22
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to current enrollment. At each of the 30 campuses selected the inter-
viewer was provided with a general procedure to select approximately
33 students from the available listing of students. The interviewer
was then told to screen the names selected to determine the age and
current enrollment status, and to interview only those students meet-
ing these criteria. Interviews were completed with 723 students.

The non - college enrolled youth were selected from an area proba-
bility sample of the country. Altogether there were 72 segments of
approximately 200 housing units each. The sampling procedure was
designed to under-represent rural areas. Rural segments were weighted
to account for the difference in the sampling rate. All of the
housing units in the 72 segments were canvasses by the interviewers
and all youth between the ages of 17 and 23 not currently enrolled
in college were interviewed. Interviews were completed with 617
youths.

The parents included in the study were designated by a random
selection of one-half of the entire youth sample. Once the parents
were selected, an attempt was made to interview the parent of the
same sex as the youth interviewed. Of the college youth group, 362
parents were interviewed, and of the non-college youth group 301
parents were interviewed.

All youth were questioned by personal interview. The parents
were interviewed by personal interview when they had the same resi-
dence as the youth. When they lived apart the parent was inter-
viewed by telephone. All interviewing took place during March and
April 1969.

In addition (CBS News, 1969:46):

". . . the Yankelovich organization selected 100 students known to

hold radical views. After subjecting them to the questionaire [and
examining their responses] 24 students among the 100 qualified as
'Revolutionaries." These additional cases were added, Rot to the
overall totals, but to the tabulations for responses by revolutionaries"
in order to have a sufficient number of cases to make these responses
somewhat meaningful."

For our purposes, this small sample of extremely radical ctildents will be exam-

ined in instances where their responses can serve to validate our measure of

protest activity or to augment the analysis of extremely radical college youth
as a campus subgroup.

Before turning to the analysis of information or data provided by the
various samples of youngsters and their parents, we must take a closer look at
the samples with which we will be working. In Table 1.1 we present the samples
of college and non-college youth and their parents broken down into three age
categories of youth-- pre-college age, normal college age, and post-college
age. For the record, the table also shows the same breakdown for the college
"revolutionaries."

12
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Table 1.1
BEST COPY AVAILABLE

NUMBERS OF YOUTH AND THEIR PARENTS SAMPLED
BY AGE LEVEL AND COLLEGE STATUS OF YOUTHS

For the College Sample

Pre-College Age

Number of: Percentage of
Youth with
Parents also

Youth Parents Sampled

(17 years old) 5 4 .1M.1.111

Normal College Ages
(18 to 21 years old) 598 298 50

Pest- College Ages
(22 and 23 years old) 119 59 50

Total 722 361

For the Non-College Sample

Pre-College Age
(17 years old) 231 143 62

Normal College Ages
(18 to 21 years old) 272 121 45

Post-College Ages
(22 and 23 years old) 112 37 33

Total 615 301

For the College "Revolutionaries"

Pre-College Age
(17 years old) .1=1,

Normal College Ages
(19 to 21 years old) 19 imk.mw 4MM I.Mr

Post-College Ages
(22 and 23 years old) 5 i iMMAM

Total 24 .1=111M,

a it should be noted that there were four fewer cases in the data supp:: d to us

by CBS News than indicated in Generations Apart (CBS News, 1969; 2-3, quoted

above). Specifically, une case appears to have been lost from the sample of

college youth, one from the parents of college youth, and two from the non-

college youth sample.

13
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The table shows that in both the college and non-college samples the
largest number of respondents come from the normal college age range from 18
to 21 years. However, 38 percent of the non-college sample were of pre-college
age, 17 years old in the Spring of 1969; whereas this was so for only 1 percent
of the college sample. Hence, the non - college sample is decidedly younger than
the college sample by virtue of the fact that it alone contains a significant
number of 17 year olds.

One implication is that the non-college sample includes a number of college-
bound young people. Although the interview schedule contained no direct ques-
tion about the college plans of those who had not yet attended college, it will
be possible to distinguish college-bound youth from those who do not intend to
attend college in an approximate way by their answers to questions about their
occupational plans. That is, we may identify those who realistically expect
to enter occupations that require a college education as college-hound youth.

A related implication is that many youth of college and post-college ages
in the non-college sample may have once attended college. Again, the inter-
view schedule contains no question asking specifically about past college atten-
dance. There is, however, a question that asked all respondents to indicate the
extent to which they have been influenced by "your college experience (if any)."
Unfortunately, the coding of this question does not permit us to distinguish be-
tween those who never attended college and those who attended but experienced
little or no influence. We can, however, unambiguously identify non-college
youngsters who were influenced bi college experience.

One further point to be noted in Table 1.1 is that younger respondents in
the non-college sample were more likely than older ones to have their parents
interviewed. Since the younger members of this age group are more likely to be
residing with their parents, it may have been easier to interview the parents of
younger respondents in reaching a quota of one parent for every two young people.
Whatever the reason for this disproportionate sampling of parents by age of
youth, Table 1.1 makes it clear that any analysis of the data from parents of
non-college youth will over - represent the younger age brackets within the non-
college sample, just as the sample uf non-college youth over-represents the
the younger age brackets relative to the sample of college youth.

We note these noints because they could be a source of difficulty if we were
unaware of the need to take them into account in the subsequent analysis. Thus,

in-strict comparisons between college and non-college youngsters or their parents,
it will be desirable to exlmine the sample within comparable youth age categories.
And, in instances in which we wish to assess the effects of college attendance
per se, it will be necessary to remove youugsters from the non-college sample
"who have been influenced by college experience." Furthermore, these were only
minor difficulties since the primary fecus of our investigation will be on the
college youth among whom most of the youthful activism and protest activity is
concentrated. For this sample, as shown in Table 1.1, we have a substantial
number of youngsters within the normal college age range, and parents were
evidently sampled quite independently of the age of their offsprings. As the
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table also shows, parents of the small sample of revolutionaries were not inter-

viewed.

With this background in mind, we are now ready to begin the empirical

analysis of youthful protest behavior. Our first step, the task of Chapter 2,

is to develop and validate an index of protest activity that can serve reliebly

to measure the extent of protest involvement among young people. Next, in

Chapter 3, we attempt to determine differences in perspective among youth at

various levels of protest activity by comparing their iolit!cal beliefs, the

tactics they advocate, the rhetoric they use, and the reforms ~hey propose.

Then, in Chapter 4, we examine how institutional characteristics contribute to

youthful protest activity, both directly and through the impact they may have

on the personal dispositions and values of students. And finally, in Chapter

5, we see how extra-institutional factors-- class and status, family context,

youth culture, and occupational commitment - -f operating alone and in conjunction

with institutional characteristics contributa to indivivual involvement in

protest activity.

Notes to Chapter 1

1. As a qualification, Kenniston (1973) has receraiN4r notedWe6tilmig
mirk ...Ape. Mu WNW' 114 `-%

evidence of similarity in attitudes and values betecen young.J4n. .eitv

parents may have tended to divert research attention from the presence and

effects of intergenerational differences and conflict.

2. As evidence that the academic quali iq sof the institution plays a relatively

minor role in serious protest activity, Ilau and Slaughter (1971:483) report

that various indicators of faculty qualify (proportion Ph.D.'s, orientation

to research, scholarly publications, etc ) which have relatively strong zero

order correlations with protest demonstrations show negligible effects when

they are introduced into the regression Equation with other institutional

characteristics. However, this may occur because school quality is already

strongly incorporated in the other variables in the equation, especially stu-

dent intellectualism and faculty size which have the strongest effects on stu-

dent demonstrations (beta weights .24 and .32, respectively). As noted in

the text, student intellectualism undoC.tedly incorporates aspects of school

quality as well as student backgrounds, and the use of faculty size rather than

student enrollment to represent institutional size surely introduces a further

element of school quality in the equation. Notably, Blau and Slaughter .(1971:

483, footnote 11) report that one of the indicators of faculty quality-- I.ro-

portion of Ph.D.'s on the faculty-- reduces the effect of student intellectualism

noticeably (the beta weight drops from .24 to .16). Apparently the effect of

Student intellectualism is not wholly due to characteristics of the student

body. With a composite index of faculty quality instead of six indicators

examined separately, and with student enrollment as the measure of institutional

size in the regression equation, it seems quite likely that institutional quality

would emerge as a significant independent predictor of serious protest demon-

strations.
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CHAPTER 2

THE MEASUREMENTS OF PROTESTS ACTIVITY

Our first task is to develop a measure of pro,e4t activity that differ-
entiates youngsters according to the number and kinds of protests they have

engaged in. Care must be taken to select indicators that unambiguously re-
flect protests behavior. Thus, we wish to avoid conventional forms of po-
litical involvement that may lead to subsequent protests involvement, but
do not, in themselves represent such political or social protests behavior.
Likewise, we wish to avoid radical ideological commitment which may result
from prior protest involvement or be linked with a desire for further act-
ivity but not actually constitute such behavior. In other words, the first
and foremostcconcern of this chapter will be with a measure of protest activity
'"eb not with its causes, consequences, or correlates. Indicators of conven-
tional political involvement and radical ideological commitment will be
helpful in the present context to the extent that they enable us to validate
the measure of protest activity to be developed.

A second concern of this chapter will be comparisons between college
and non-college youth. Most research on the protest movement of the 1960's
has focused exclusively on colleo students; and indeed, there has been a
tendency in the literature to define it as a "student" rather than a "youth"

movement. By contrast, in this chapter and the next one, college and non-
college youngsters will share the stage equally. And, in later chapters when
the spotlight focuses on the college sample, non-college youth will continually
reappear as a reference point or comparison group. Our analysis will thereby
permit us to isolate and assess the impact of the college context in promot-

ing and sustaining the youth protest movement of the late 1960's.

We begin this chapter by examining the involvement of college and non-
college youngsters in a number of protest-related activities--conventional
political involvements and radical ideological commitments, as well as
specific forms of protest behavior. We then turn to the selection of indi-
cators for our measure of protest activity and examine how the resultiTv! index
is associated with the other protest-related involvements in both the college
and non-college samplcs. We conclude with evidence designed to establish
the inter-sample comparability of our protest index, and to draw attention
to differences in sympathy and support for the goals of protesters within and
outside of the college context.

Protest-Related Involvements

Although most of the CBS news survey was concerned with opinions about
social and political issues, one battery of questions asked youngsters about
their protest-related involvements as well. Specifically, the question
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asked: "Which of the following have you yourself been involved in?"
Table 2.1 presents the nine protest-related involvements as they were listed,
and shows the percent who report having engaged in each for both college and
non - college samples.

It is immediately evident from the table that such involvements are much
more common among college than among non-college youth. Everyone of the
nine involvements is reported by a greater percentage of the college youngsters.
In fact, with the exception of "been arrested," the last one listed, college
students were more than twice as likely as their non-college counterparts to
have engaged in each of these activities.

A closer look at the table reveals that while they differ in extent of
involvement, college youth are alike in the kinds of activities they became
involved in. Thus, "organizational meetings" and "political campaigns" rank
first end second respectively in both samples and they are far ahead of

"marches," the third ranking involvement in both samples. At the other
extreme, "joining organizations like SDS and YAF" and "riots" rank last and
next to last respectively in both samples.

Table 2.1

PER CENT OF RESPONDENTS ENGAGING IN EACH OF NINE PROTEST-RELATED
INVOLVEMENTS AMONG COLLEGE AND NON-COLLEGE YOUTH

Protest-Related Involvements non-College Youth College Youth

Sit-ins 3 12

Strikes 5 11

Riots 3 6

Marches 7 24

Political campaigns 14 38

Organization meetings 19 52

Civil rights protests 4 14

Joining organization like SDS
and YAF 1 4

Been arrested 6 9

Number of respondents (615) (722)
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To get a better idea of the comparability in profiles of protest-re-
lated involvements between the two samples, we present each activity as a
percentage of the total number of such activities reported in each sample
in Table 2.2. With the two samples so adjusted, the remaining differences
between the distributions are exclusively a function of differences in
patterns of such involvement between college and ran-college youth.

The distributions are now remarkably similar. Five of the nine involve-
ments are separated by no more than three points. The largest discrepancy
(five percentage points) occurs in "been arrested." As a proportion of all
involvements, having been arrested is twice as prevalent in the non-college
sample. (It remains true, of course, that having been arrested is more often
reported by college youth, as shown in Table 1.) "Marches" and "civil rights
protest" comprise a slightly greater proportion of the involvements among
college students. Yet, these differences are overshadowed by the general com-
parability in pattern of protest related activity between the two samples.

Clearly, the main difference between college and non-college youth is
not in the pattern but rather in the extent of such involvements. As the

bottom row of Table2.2.indicates, college students reported 1.70 involvements
per student as compared to .62 involvements among the non-college youth --
almost a three to one ratio in the extent of such involvements.

Table 2.2

EACH PROTEST-RELATED INVOLVEMENT AS A PER CENT OF ALL SUCH
INVOLVEMENTS REPORTED BY COLLEGE AND NON-COLLEGE YOUTH

Protest-Related Involvements Non-college Youth College Youth

Sit-ins 6 7

Strikes 7 6

Riots 4 4

Marches 11 14

Political campaigns 23 22

Organizational meetings 32 30

Civil rights protests 6 9

Joining organizations like SDS
and YAF 2 2

Been arrested 10 5

Number of Involvements 380 1222

Number of Involvements per
respondenvs

( .62) (1.69)

18
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The fact that the difference is primarily one of extent rather than
kinds suggests that the college environment may primarily play a facilitating
role for those who wish to engage in such activities. It may be that college

and non-college yuuth are equally desirous of becoming involved in such
activities but that the college context provides opportunities for organizing
and mt1hilizing protest activities which are unavailable to non-college youth.

(Cf. Keniston's, 1968: 310, on the "protest conducive environment" and

Peterson, 1968: 17 on "criticalipass.") The data from the CBS news survey

provide an opportunity to test this possibility. Each respondent was asked
for those activities he had not yet been involved in, "which of these would
you like to be involved in?" In Table 2.3 we present the percent desiring to
engage in each activity among those who have not yet done so for college and

non-college youth.

once again there is a substantial difference between college and non-
college youth. For eight of the nine actions the percentage of college
students desiring to become involved is more than twice that for the non-
college sample, despite the fact, shown in Table2.1 that many more college
than non-college youngsters have already become involved in such activities.
Indeed, the differences between the two samples in desire fnr future involve-
ment are quite comparable to those in extent of previous involvement. What-

ever additional opportunities for protest related activity the college campus

may provide, it would seem also to stimulate the desire for such activities.'

Table 2.3

PER CENT WHO WOULD LIKE TO ENGAGE IN SPECIFIC PROTEST-RELATED
INVOLVEMENTS (OF THOSE NOT YET INVOLVED) AMONG COLLEGE AND NON-COLLEGE YOUTH

Protest-related Involvements Non-college Youth College Youth

Sit-ins 9(594) 23(636)

Strikes 6(587) 15(643)

Riots 1(599) 4(677)

Marches 9(575) 26(553)

Political campaigns 28(529) 55(448)

Organization meetings 15(496) 28(349)

Civil rights protests 10(590) 29(618)

Joining organization like SDS
and YAF

4(608) 8(696)

Been arrested 1(577) 3(655)

19
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Furthermore, the pattern of desire for future protest-related involve-
ments is, with one notable exception, quite similar to the pattern of past
protest-related involvements. The major difference is that "political
campaigns" is by far the most desired involvement for both college and non-
college youth who haVe not yet done so. Twice as many youngsters in each
sample would like to become involved in political campaigns than any other
of the other activities on the list. Thus, while organization meetings
were the most common protest-related activity in both samples, political cam-
paigns are by far the most desired activity. Otherwise, the rank order of
desires and previous involvements are quite close. Perhaps the only other
notable change is that civil rights protests have moved ahead of marches
in terms of desire for further involvement in both samples, perhaps because
of their issue-related content.

Thus, it would appear that among both college and non-college youth
the kinds of activities youngsters have become involved in are, for the
most part, the same kinds of things they wish to engage in. The fact that
political campaigns rank far ahead of other involvements in terms of desire,
suggests that the youngsters in both samples are looking toward conventional
forms of political activity as a means of achieving social reform. This
particular involvement represents a commitment to working within the political
system for social change.

Indication of Protest Activity

Just as the nine pretest- related involvements were not all equally pre-
valent, neither are they all equally suitable as candidates for an index of
protest activity. While some items refer to specific forms of social and
political protest, others are only vaguely associated with such protest
activity. For instance, some reflect political commitment without any pro-
test component, some refer to memberships which imply a commitment to protest
but do not explicitly indicate protest activity, some indicate protest
involvement but do not specify the particular form the protest has taken,
and finally, some reflect the possible consequences of protest activity with-
out necessarily indicating such involvement. Let us consider these specific
items in more detail as candidates for our index of protest activity. We
turn first to those we have decided to exclude f:um the index, beginning with
the most obvious exclusions and moving to the mire ambiguous or problematic
ones.

Been arrested: This item has no necessary protest or even political
content. It is quite possible that some youngsters have been arrested as
a result of their protest activity, but certainly others have been arrested
for quite different and unrelated activities. Thus, having been arrested
may be, at best, a partial reflection of protest activity because it is
sometimes a consequence of such activity.

20
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Political campaigns: This item is clearly political in nature but it

lacks protest content. Those Involved in political campaigns may have worked

for social change and may have supported candidates who oppose the "establish-

ment." No doubt, some who indicated such involvement were referring to

participation in the 1968 McCarthy campaign in which students played an im-

portant role. Yet this is institutionalized political activity, not the

politics of protest involving uninstitutionalized tactics of confrontation or

direct action on behalf of a social cause.

Organization meetings: This item is perhaps the vaguest one on the list

since it leaves the nature and purpose of such meetings unspecified. Perhaps

most would infer that the item makes reference to political meetings of some

sort, and it might be argued that organizational meetings of any kind are

essentially a political activity. But, in any case, there ib no necessary
connection between such involvements and protect activity. Organizational

meetings may lead to specific form of direct protest behavior.

rivil rights protests: This item and the next one clearly reflect a
commitment to protest; in trigs respect they are closer to the mark than the

three we have already considered. However, this particular item refers not

to a specific form or protest action but to an issue that serves as a basis

for various protest activities. Thus, it is possible for a respondent who

has engaged in sit-ins as a part of a civil rights demonstration to indicate

both "sit-ins" and "civil rights protests" in characterizing his involvement.

This item is therefore redundant with specific protest activities included in

the battery. It is a general category of involvements under which the more

specific actions can be subsumed. To include it with other specific forms of

protest activity in our index would bias the index in favor of this specific

issue or basis for protest activity.

Joining organizations like SDS and YAF: Perhaps this item, more taan

any of the other eight, reflects extensive protest involvement. It obviously

indicates a commitment to radical politics of the left or right and to con-

frontation tactics in the pursuit of political goal:. For many youngsters

such membership undoubtedly comes about through progressive involvement in

protest activity and provides opportunities for further protest involvement.

However, all this does not mean that it is protest activity per se. Instead,

it is an organization membership which is apt to be a product of and a sti-

mulus to protest activity; it is a correlate of such activity but not the

activity itself.

Marches, strikes, sit-ins and riots: The remaining four involvements

all meet our criteria of protest activity. Each item refers to a specific

form of behavior designed to directly express discontent and/or a desire

for social and political change. They are uninstitutionalized political

tactics designed to cause disruption and disorder in as effort to draw atten-

tion to and/or force a response to the needs, interests, or goal of a parti-

cular group or social cause.2
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In Table 2.4 we present a formalization of the foregoing discussion of
the various indicators of protest-related activity in the form of a typology
that reflects the criteria used in our selection of the specific indicators
of protest activity. On one dimension we distinguish between activity which
neither is political nor has protest content, activity which is political but
has no protest content, and activity that is or strongly implies political
protest. On the other dimension we classify involvements in terms of whether
they are action, issue, or membership specific. A cross classification of
these two dimensions yields the ninefold typology shown in Table 2.4,

The table shows the nine indicators falling into five of the cells. "Been
arrested,' like most of the other items, refers to an action, but it is dis-
tinguished from the rest, as we have argued above, by the fact that it implies
no necessary or even likely political or protest involvement. "Political
campaigns" and "organizational meetings" are actions of conventional political
character, without any particular implication of protest.

The remaining items, including SDS/YAF membership, civil rights protests,
and the four indicators we have selected for our index, all reflect or imply
a commitment to uninatitutionalized protest, "Joining an organization like
SDS and YAF" is distinguished as a membership specific involvement; "civil
rights protest" is distinguished as an issue specific involvement. The
remaining four items we have selected for our index are distinguished from other
Indicators of protest involvement by the fact that they are action specific --
that ..:hey refer to specific forms of protest behavior,

An Index of Protest Activity

Ideally, an index of protest activity would incorporate the various forms
that such activity may take and reflect the extent of Ovolvement in the specific
actions. It might also assign greater weight to the morl. serious or extreme
toms of such involvement. We might then score an iadividua... in terms of the
variety, number and/or seriousness of protest actions he has engaged in.

Obviously, the available protest indicators restrict these possibilities.
There are undoubtedly forms of protest activity such as building blockades,
and boycotts, which are not included among our specific indicators, nor do we
have any indication of the number of times a respondent may have taken part
in specific protest activities. Fortunately, however, the available items
refer to relatively broad catagories of protest activity which subsume many,
if not most, of the specific actions protesters engage in. As we shall see
shortly, these four items contribute in a comparable way in both samples to
an additive index of protest activity. And, by excluding other protest-re-
lated involvements, we avoid several biases that would reduce the inter-
sample comparability of such an :index.
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Table 2.4

TYPOLOGY OF PROTEST-RELATED INVOLVEMENTS

Level of Political Institutionalization

Form of Commitment Neither Institutionalized Uninstitutionalized

Political Political Protest

Nor Protest Involvements Involvementa

Involvements

Action
Specific

Issue
Related

Membership
Group

Been
arrested

Political
campaigns

Organizational
meetings

Marches

Si tins

Strikes

Riots

uta
rights
protests

Joining
organizations
like SDS and YAF

:"
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Thus, our index of protest activity is simply a count of $1.)e number of

these four activities a respondent has engaged in -- from none. to all four.

Table 2.5 shows the distribution of college and non-college respondents in

terms of their index scores. For reference purposes, we have also included

the sample of "college revolutionaries" in the last column of the table.

Aithough this sample is small and probably not representative, it gives at

least some idea of how avowed radicals scored on our index of protest activity.

Table 2.5

DISTRIBUTION OF COLLEGE AND NON-COLLEGE YOUTH AND COLLEGE
REVOLUTIONARIES ON THE INDEX OF PROTEST ACTIVITY

Number of Protest Activities non-College
Youth

College
Youth

College Revolu-
tionaries

None 87 69 4

One 10 17 12

Two 2 10 16

Three 1 4 25

Four -* 1 42

Number of respondents (615) (722) (24)

Mean number of activities per
respondents .12 .52 2.88

Mean number of activities per
protest 1.32 1.67 3.00

* Less than .05 per cent

The table shows that only a minority of youngsters either in college or

outside of it have taken part in overt protest behavior. As we should expect

from Table 2.1, protestor is much more common among college than among non-

college youth - 31 per cent of the former a' opposed to 13 per cent of the

latter hd onvaged in such act! ity.

Moreover, the table shows That college protestors are more likely to hale

engaged in several forms of protest activity than are their non-college

counterparts. Of the college protestors almost half have engaged in at least

two forms of protest activity, whereas 'ewer than a quarter of the not- college
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protestors have been involved in more than one form of protest. These

differences between the two samples art' reflected in the bottom two rows

of Table 2.5. The mean number of protests perspondent is three times
greater in the college sample. Among those whd have protested at least
once, additional forms of protest behavior art! twice as common among the

college youth.

Interestingly enough, the college and non-college samples are separated
almost exactly by one category on the protest index. That is, the proportion
scoring none and one among college students is virtually identical to the
"nones" among the non-college youth. The college student scoring two are
comparable in proportion to the non-college youth scoring one. The college
"threes" are comparable to the non-college "twos" and so on.

The college revolutionaries, it will be recalled, were selected from a
group of one hundred students who were known by their peers to have "radical

views."From this pool of 100, the twenty-four revolutionaries were chosen on
the basis of their agreement with statements in the interview indicating that
they believed that revolutionary change was needed in American society. (For
a further description of this sample, see Chapter 1).

The most common (modal) index score for revolutionaries is "all four" of
these specific protest activities. With decreasing scale scores the number
of revolutionaries drops off consistently. Notably, the mean score for re-
volutionaires is almost three; when we eliminate the one individual who
denies having engaged in any of these specific actions it becomes 3.00
exactly. The fact that this group of revolutionaries score so high on our
index may be regarded as initial validation for the protest activity index,
albeit crude validation in view of the ambiguities surrounding the sampling
of college revolutionaries. We shall return to this question of validation
in the next section where we examine how the index distinguishes youngsters
in terms of desire for further protest-related involvements and self concept
as an activist, and in a number of other ways to be developed in Chapter

3. But first we must examine the distribution of index scores in somewhat more

detail.

We observed in Chapter 1 that the sample of non-college youth aged 17 to
23 actually includes pre college, post college, and ex college youngsters- -
17 year olls too young for college, 22 and 23 year olds already graduated
from college, and 18 to 21 year olds with some college experiences --as well
as truly non-college youngsters who never attended a college or university.
A simple question asking those not in college at the time of the interview if
and when they had ever attended a college or university would have enabled
us unambiguously to classify non-college youngsters according to their exposure

to the college environment. In the absence of such a question, we have used
a question on the effect of "your college experience" to identify, in an
approximate way, youngsters who are likely to have spent some time in college.

3

Tho proportion engaging in protest activity and the mean index score for the
specified groups are presented in Table 2.6. For both samples we distinguish
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three age groulangs: pre-college youngsters (17 years old), college age
youngsters (ld to 21 years), and post college age youngsters (22 and 23
years). For flu,' sample of non-college youth, we further distinguish bet-
ween younsters with "some exposure" and those with "no exposure" to college,
by their response3to the question about the effect of the college experience
on their lives and values.

Table 2.6 clearly demonstrates that exposure to the college environ-
ment is .associated with protest activity. The lowest levels of protest
activiv appear among those with no exposure to college. Those with some
exposnr but not currently enrolled in college have higher level* of protest
activity. And the level of protest activity is still higher for those pre-
send! ttending college. (Those presently in college will, on the average,
have more exposure than ex-students for a given age grouping.)

Fathamore, the effect of exposure is also evident in the relationship
between age level and protest activity. Among students and ex-students, pro-
test levels are higher at the post college than at the normal college ages.
(Ewlosure to college will have been greater, on the average, at the post col-
lees ages.) Among those who have never attended college, on the other hand,
there is little variation in protest activity by age. That is, where age is
not associated with greater exposure to college, it is also relatively unrelated

to protest activity.

Still another indication of the effect of college contact isto be found
in the protest levels of pre-college youngsters. Although as many as half
of them may enter college in the fall, their level of protest activity close-
ly approximates that of youngsters without college exposure. And, indeed,

wtat difference there is may reflect the indirect efforts of college ex-
posure. That is, college-bound youngsters in the pre-college group may begin
to become involved in protest activity while they are still in high school
because they see it as something that college students do. Unfortunately,
because the survey lacked any question about youngsters' plans to attend col-
lege, we cannot directly distinguish the college-bound youngsters from those
vho do not intend to go to college. In any case, the relatively low level of
protest activity in the tire- college group, together with the fact that as many
is half of them will go on to college, suggests that differential recruitment

3r anticipatory socialization play only a minor role in accounting for the

differences in protest activity between college and non-college youngsters.

Now, it is evident from Table 2.6 that by grouping those with some ex-
posure and tnose with no exposure to college under the heading, "non-college
youth" we tend to underestimate the differences in protest activity between
those presently in college and those who hive never been in college. It

could be argued that in order to get a :"ore accurate statement of the ef-
fect of the college experience on protest behavior, we should eliminate
those who appear to have had some college experience from the non-college
sample. According to this logic, we could obtain an even more precise
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Table 2.6

PER CENT PROTESTING AND MEAN PROTEST SCORE BY AGE LEVEL FOR COLLEGE YOUTH
AND FOR NON-COLLEGE YOUTH SUBDIVIDED BY EXPOSURE TO COLLEGE

hielAve 1

Pre-college Age
(17 years old)

percent protesting

Non-College Youth

No exposure Some exposure
to college to college

College
youth

13

mean score 1.19

number of cases (226)
(5)a. (5)a.

Normal College Ages
(18 to 21 years old)

percent protesting 10 17 29

mean score 1.12 1.24 1.48

percent of cases (230) (42) (398)

Post College Ages
(22 and 23 years old)

percent protesting 12 27 40

mean score 1.12 1.38 1.74

percent of cases (75) (37) (119)

a. Too few cases for reliable percentages or means

27

-et 38'



BEST COPY AVAILABLE

assessment of college effects on protest activity.

Yet, a single minded effort to "purify" the non-college sample by
removing those with some exposure to college ignores the fact that college
youngsters are by no means uniform in their exposure to college. Indeed,
exposure as measured by year in school among those presently in college is
highly variable (the distribution is relatively flat at least for the four
years of undergraduate education).

More to the point, our purpose in comparing college and non-college
youth is not simply to assess the effects of the college experience, but
rather to examine two identifiable and socially distinct groups of young
people with respect to their involvement in protest activity. Basically,
we are concerned herewith the multiplicity of factors which contribute
to protest activity among youth, and which may therefore explain the dif-
ferences in protest activity between those presently inside and outside
of college. The fact that some non-college youngsters have been exposed
to college or, for that matter, that college students vary in the extent
of their tenure in school, does not invalidate comparisons between these
two groups. Rather, as we have seen in Table 2.6, it helps in some measure
to explain the differences that exist between these two categories of youth.
As the analysis proceeds we shall gain a better picture of the effects of
the college experience in absolute terms and in relation to other factors
that contribute to protest behavior.

We must, however, keep in mind that when we speak of non-college youth
in the upcoming analysis we are referring to youngsters aged 17 to 23 who
were not in college at the time of the survey. This includes some youngsters
who will be going to college, some who once attended college, and even some
who have graduated from college; although most of them have not and will
not attend college.

Validation of the Protest Activity Index

Having constructed our index of protest activity, the next task is
to extablish its validity and comparability as a measuring instrument in
the two samples. We have seen that protest activity, as measured by our
index, is more common among collego than among non-college youngsters.
We must now determine whether a given score on the index has essentially
the same meaning both inside and outside of college.

This entails examining and comparing the responses of college and non-
college youngsters at specific scale scores. Because there are relatively
few non-college youngsters at advanced stages of protest activityonly 18
have engaged in two or more forms of protest activity--comparisons between
college and non-college protesters will have to be restricted to just two
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levels of protest involvement: the initial stage (those having engaged in

one of the four specific protest behavior and the advanced stage (those

having engaged in two or more of these behaviors).

The process of validating and establishing the intersample comparability

of the protest activity index is organized in four steps in this section.

First, we examine the responsesof initial and advanced protesters in the

two samples to the four component items of the index. Next, we look at the

other five protest-related involvements that were omitted from the index.

After examining youngsters' involvements, we then move to their desires

for such involvements. And we conclude this section by examining their

responses to a question about their own personal roles in seeking to bring

about needed social changes, particularly whether they see themselves as

"activists."

The Four Components of the Protest Activity Index

When we examine the relationship between the protest activity index

and its component items, as shown in Table 2.7, several points should be

kept in mine. First of all, non-protesters are excluded from the table

for, by definition, none of them have engaged in any of the four specific

forms of protest activity. Again, by definition, for initial protesters

the four components items are mutually exclusive, and hence the number of

involvements will be equal to the number of respondents. (The column

therefore sums up to 100 per cent, give or take some for rounding) lince

advanced protesters will, by definition, have engaged in at least two forms

of protest behavior, the number of involvements will be at least twice the

number of respondents. ('the column therefore sums to more than 200 per cent.)

Table 2.7 shows the percentage who indicate having engaged in each

of the four specific forms of protest behavior at the initial and advanced

stages of protest activity in both the college and non-college samples. As

a reference point, we have also included the responses of the small sample

of college revolutionaries in the rightmost column of the table. With the

preceding comments on the idiosyncrasies of Table 2.7 in mind, let us now

consider what the data shows.

Overall, the table shows a high degree of consistency between initial
and advanced protesters and between college and non-college youth. Within

each sample the pattern of specific protest activities is similar, though
not identical, for initial and advanced protesters. Of course, the level
of involvement in each form of protest is much higher among the advanced
protesters. Between the two contexts the patterns of protest involvement
are identical at the initial and the advanced stages of protest involve-

ment. Indeed the actual levels of specific forms of protest are quite
comparable inside and outside of college. Within these broad dimensions 06

comparability, let us take A. closer look at the discrepancies that do appear
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Table 2.7

PER CENT ENGAGING IN EACH OF THE FOUR COMPONENT ACTIVITIES BY LEVEL OF

PROTEST ACTIVITY AMONG COLLEGE AND NON-COLLEGE YOUTH

AND FOR COLLEGE REVOLUTIONARIES

Non-College College College Revo-

Youth Youth lutionaries

Protest Activities

One Two+ One Two+

Marches 39 83 60 90 92

Sit-ins 16 61 11 68 75

Strikes 30 56 18 53 67

Riots 13 44 10 31 54

(61) ((18) (120) (107) (24)

between initial and advanced protesters and between collge and non-college

youngsters.

Comparing initial and advanced protesters in the two samples, we find

a slight but consistent difference in the pattern of involvements. The

difference comes in the relative positions of strikes and sit-ins at the

two stages of protest activity. For initial protesters strikes are more

common than sit-ins; for advanced protesters the opposite is true. College

revolutionaries, as might be expected, follow the pattern of advanced pro-

testers. Thus, it could be that sit-ins are relatively likely to follow

or be followed by other forms of protest activity, or that strikes are

relatively unaccompanied by other forms of protest. Both tendencies are

probably at work, though the former is more evident. (The greatest percentage

difference between initial and advanced protesters in both samples occurs

for sit-ins, while the least difference does not consistently occur for

strikes.) In any case, this change in the relative positions of strikes

and sit-ins with increasing protest activity means that initial and advanced

protesters differ slightly but consistently in the kinds of protest activi-

ties they have engaged in. It .' Add not, however, divert attention from

the elements of consistancy between initial and advanced protesters; in

particular, that marches are the most common and riots the least common

involvements at both levels of protest activity inside and outside of

college, and for that matter, among college revolutionaries, too.

Comparing college and non-college youngsters at each level of protest

activity, we find that the percentage engaging in specific protest activities

are quite similar in most cases. Thus, of the eight possible comparisons
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between corresponding cells of the two samples, in only three cases do the
percentage differences in level of specific protest activity exceed ten
percentage points, in only one case does it exceed fifteen points. Let

us briefly cosider these discrepancies for the insights they may provide
about the meaning of a given protest index score in each sample.

The greatest discrepancy between the two samples (21 percentage points)
occurs in the percentage of initial protesters who have marched. As Table

2.7 shows, marching is definitely more common among initial protesters in
college than outside of it. In fact, a majority of those at the initial
stage of protest activity in college are there because they marched. By

contrast, strikes are relatively more common (by 12 percentage points) among
initial protesters outside of college. Yet advanced protesters are not
significantly more likely to have marched in the college context nor to
have struck in the non-college context. The fact that these two discrepancies
tend to disappear among advanced protesters, suggest that thay are not
"routes" to increased protest involvement which are characteristics of
the respective contexts. Rather they appear to be characteristic "stepping
off points" of ',,Ae people who engage in one form of protest activity and
stop there.'

The one form of protest activity that does distinguish advanced protesters
in the two contexts is their involvement in riots. Advanced protesters in
the non-college context are more apt (by 12 percentage points) to have
taken part in riots. The discrepancy could mean that forms of protest
activity such as sit-ins or marches are more apt to "degenerate" into riots
in the non-college context (thus producing an index score of two- -i.e., one
for the sit-in or march, and one for the ensuifig riot). It could also
mean that advanced protesters outside of college are more likely to adopt
tactics of a relatively spontaneous or unorganized character than their
counterparts in the college context. However, the fact that riots are not
disproportionately more common among initial protesters in the nor.- college
context, suggests that riots are not simply a more common expression of dis-
satisfaction or political unrest among non-college youngsters.

In summary, the pattern of specific protest involvements for initial and
advanced protesters iiiai-two samples are the same. In addition, the levels
of specific protest activity for a given index score in the two samples are
also quite similar, in only three cases do the differences between correspond-
ing cells in the two samples exceed 10 percentage points. Where the dis-
crepancies do occur, they are confined to either the initial or the advanced
stage of protest activity. Since the discrepancies that do appear are
relatiely small in magnitude and well outnumbered by the consistencies in
behavior, for the most part, the index of protest activity developed in the
previous section reflects relatively comparable patterns and levels of pro-
test activity in the two samples.
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The Five Protest-related Involvements Omitted from the Index

Earlier in this chapter we distinguished among protest-related involvements
in terms of their institutionalization as forms of political commitment.
Specifically, we argued that "been arrested" has no necessary political
content, that "political campaigns" and "organizational meetings" are con-
ventionally institutionalized political commitments. These distinctions
appear to be reflected in the patterns of association :between these five
items and our index of protest involvement, asAhown in MIAs 2.8.

This table includes "non-protesters" as well as "initial protesters"
dad "advanced protesters," since those who have engaged in none of the
fuur forms of protest behavior may, nevertheless, have taken part in the
iive protest- related invoivemer:cs. Once again, we have in_luded "college
revolutionaries" in the rightmost column of the table for purposes of com-
parison.

Looking first at the conventional political involvements--organizational
meetings and political campaigns--we find that both are considerably more
common among college than among non-college youngsters. In five of the
six possible comparisons college youngsters are at least 10 percentage points
higher in these conventional political involvements.

Table 2.8

PER CENT ENGAGING IN VARIOUS PROTEST-RELATED INVOLVEMENTS BY LEVEL OF PROTEST
ACTIVITY AMONG COLLEGE AND NON-COLLEGE YOUTH AND FOR COLLEGE REVOLUTIONARIES

PL-otest-Related

Non-college
Youth

None One Two+

College
Youth

None One Two+

College Revo-
lutionaries

88

79

88

58

29

(24)

Involvements

organizational Meetings

Political campaigns

(Avil rights protests

loinig organizations like
SD and YAF

iit:en arrested

17

11

1

3

(536)

30 61

30 50

20 50

2 17

20 44

(61)(18)

46 61 69

28 55 64

3 29 51

1 3 16

7 9 22

(495)(120)(107)

st!;Aests that the college context sponsors or promotes conventional
?oliii,:11 involvements as well as tue politics of protest.
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Moreover, the differences in conventional political behavior between the
contexts are most pronounced among those with the least protest involvement.
This suggests further that conventional political involvements develop in-
dependently of protest activity in the college context. That they may

precede 3r possibly lead to protest activity is suggested by the fact of
increasing conventional involvements with increasing protest activity--both
reach a high point among the college revolutionaries. In the non-college

sample, on the other hand, the relatively low levels of conventional political
involvement among non-protesters suggests that such activity becomes salient
only after the individual has become involved in non-conventional forms
of political behavior. The fact that the college context appears to stimulate
political interests and involvements of a conventional as well as a non-
conventional nature suggests that it may be serving relatively general func-
tions of political socialization. We shall have more to say about the
college environment as a political socializing context and about the inter-
relationship between conventional and non-conventional political involvements
as the analysis proceeds.

It is evident at this point that to have included these two relatively
conventional forms of political involvement in our index of protest activity
would not only have produced a greater overall difference between the two
samples in terms of index scores, but would also have grossly biased the
college sample id the direction of these conventional political involvements,
especially so because the differences are greatest between the large bulk
of non-protesters in the two samples.

Turning to the two unisitutionalized forms of political activity--civil
rights protests and joining organizations like SDS and YAF--me find that
college and non-college youngsters at a given level of protest activity dis-

play strikingly comparable responses. The average percentage difference
between corresponding cells for the six comparisons is 2.3 points, none of
the differences reach ten points. In terms of these two unconventional
forms of political activity, then, a given scale score would appear to have
virtually the same meaning in both samples.

Moreover, the item about civil rights protests shows the strongest asso-
ciation with our index of protest activity of any of the five in Table 2.8.
The difference between protesters and non-protesters in the two samples is
almost 50 percentage points; the difference between college revolutionaries
and non-protesters in college is 85 percentage points. The fact that virtu-
ally none of the non-protesters in either context report having engaged in
civil rights protests undoubtedly reflects the redundancy of this item with
the specific forms of protest activity that comprise the index. That is,

nearly everyone who claims to have participated in civil rights protests also
indicates at least one of the four specific protest activities.

The item about joining organizations like SDS and YAF is much less
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strongly related to our protest activity index (in terms of percentage
differences) simply because such memberships are so rare in our samples
of college and non-college youngeters.5 Very few belong to such organiza-

tions until they have reached the advanced stage of protest activity on
our measure, and even among advanced protesters less than one in five have

joined such protest oriented organizations, wither inside or outside of
college. A further breakdown of the advanced protesters in college shows
that there is a tendency for such memberships to increase with increasing
scale scores to the point where 44 per cent of those scoring "four" on
the index belong to SDS/YAF type organizations. But, as the table shows,
the level of such memberships is still higher among the college revolution-
aries.

Notably, the college revolutionaries exceed the advanced protesters by
more in the uninstitutionalized than in the institutionalized forms of
political commitment. On both items reflecting uninstitutionalized protest
involvement college revolutionaries are very nearly 40 percentage points
higher than advanced protesters in either sample, as shown in Table 2.8.
This has two important implications. First, it tends to confirm our use

of the college revolutionaries as a high reference point for uninstitu-
tionalized political behavior. They are clearly distinguished from other
youngsters primarily in their commitment to such uninstitutionalized forms
of political activity.

Secondly, it draws attention to the fact that our advanced protesters
should not be viewed as extremists or forerunners in the protest movement
of the 1960's. Although some are undoubtedly among the most outspoken and
radical youngsters in the protest movement, the group of advanced protesters
as a whole are decidedly less likely than college revolutionaries to be

involved in most of the specific forms of protest activity that. comprise our
index (Table 2.7) or in the iss11805. and matobership.dpedifie forma of uninsti-
tutionalized political behavior that were omitted trom tne index (Table 2.8).

In any social movement, very few persons can assume leadership roles and
act as spokesmen for the -movement. These data and subsequent evidence on
youngsters roles in bringing aboutneededsocidl change lead us to regard

our advanced protesters as followers,supporters and participants in the

protest movement rather than leaders, organizers, or spokesmen. They are

therefore "advanced" protesters only by comparison with our "initial" pro-
testers.

From the evidence in Table 2.8 it might be argued that civil rights
protests and joining organizations like SDS and YAF could have been in-
corporated in the index of protest activity without seriously altering
its comparability for the two samples. Intersample comparability is not,

however, the only issue. We have argued above that to include either or
both of these two items in the index would effectively broaden its scope
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bEyound our interest in protest behavior per se. It is now evident from
Table 2.8 that the principal effect of including the item on membership in
organizations like SDS or YAP would be to raise the index scores of those
who are already classified at the advanced level of protest involvement.
Since college students far outnumber non-college youngsters in this category,
it would have the effect of further differentiating the two samples in mean
scores on the index of protest activity. It would have little effect, how-

ever, on the proportion of respondents classified as protesters in either
sample. In our judgement, this item can serve a more useful purpose as an
independent measure of organizational commitment in the realm of uninstitu-
tionalized protest, than as a component of the protest activity index.

The item about civil rights protests was perhaps the most likely can-
didate among those excluded from our index of protest activity. And, we

have just observed in Table 2.8 that it is more strongly associated with
the index than any of the other omitted items. Although it, too, would not

reduce intersample comparability as a part of the protest activity index,
as Table 2.8 shows; to include it would have the effect of racially biasing

the index, as we shall see in Table 2.9.

Table 2.9

PER CENT ENGAGING IN CIVIL RIGHTS PROTESTS BY LEVEL OF PROTEST
ACTIVITY AND RACE AMONG COLLEGE AND NON-COLLEGE YOUTH

Non-college Youth College Youth

.None One Two+ None One Two+

Blacks 4 21 100 10 66 73

(50) (14) (6) (10) (12) (22)

Whites 0 20 27 3 25 46

(473) (45) (11) (479) (108) (84)

Table 2.9 shows the relationship between civil rights protests and our

index of protest activity, broken.down by race Of reepondent.within-eieh
sample. Although the numbers of blacks at most levels of protest activity
are quite small, the table shows that civil rights protests tend to be much

more common among blacks than amoag whites at a given level of protest

activity. It is, of course, reasonable to suppose that many of the specific

protest actions of blacks were taken in the interests of civil rights, and

might, therefore, be described as "civil rights protests" as well as "marches,"

"sit-ins," and the like. The point is that the civil rights items is not

only apt to be redundant with the specific protest activities which comprise

the index, as we have argued earlier, but it is more redundant among blacks

than among whites.

35 if,
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The table also reveals that black youngsters are substantially more

involved in protest activity as measured by our present index than white

youth. That is, blacks become a larger proportion of the respondents at

increasing levels of protest involvement in Table 2.9.. This pronounced

difference in protest involvement between black and white youngsters will

have important implications for our subsequent analysis (see Chapter 3

final section). In the present context, however, it means that including

the civil rights protest item would not only tend to give blacks a higher

score than whites at a given level of our current index, but it would also

tend to give greater weight to the extreme categories of the index where

blacks are disproportionately found. To include this item on civil rights

would, quite obviously, bias our index in favor of the kinds of protest

that black students are more apt to have engaged in. As in the case of the

item about SDS and YAP membership, we will reserve the civil rights protest

item for purposes of distinguishing the substantive orientations of protesters

as currently defined.

"Been arrested" the final item in Table 2.8 was never a serious candidate

for our protest activity index, but its relationship to protest activity is

noteworthy. Like the conventional political activities, been arrested also

shows a greater percentage difference by level of protest activity for non-

college than for college youth. But in this case, the reason for the greater

association in the non-college sample is differ .t; it is due to the dis-

crepancy between advanced protesters in the two samples. Indeed, advanced

protesters outside of college are twice as likely as those inside college

to have been arrested. And, this is not simply the result of a greater

tendency among non-college youngsters to be arrested. In fact, among the

non-protesting majorities of both samples it is the college rather than the

non-college youngsters who are more likely to have been arrested. The impli-

cation is that protest activity subjects the protester to a greater risk of

being arrested outside of the college context. It would appear that the

college context affords protection against arrest for those involved in

protest activity. The fact that even college revolutionaries are less

likely to have been arrested than advanced protesters in the non-college

context lends further credence to this interpretation. Perhaps the disci-

plinary machinery of the college is used in lieu of the police. In a number

of instances, campus authorities have been reluctant to call in the police

to break up student protests; they have done so only after "all other

measures have failed." And they very often suffered harsh criticism for
doing so on the grounds that the use of police on the college campus contra-

dicts fundamental precepts of the academic community. This suggestion that

the police lack a mandate as agents of social control on the college campus

will reemerge in the analysis of the upcoming chapter. It is now time to

move from the analysis of protest-related involvement to the desire for

such involvements.
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Desire for the Nine Protest-Related Involvements

After observing in Table 2.1 that all protest- related involvement was

much greater in the college than in the non-college environment, we suggested

that this may simply reflect greater opportunities for such activity in
college --that youngsters in the two contexts might be equally desirous of

sngaging in such activity but that colle youngsters are more likely to

have opportunities to do so. We then examined this possibility in a crude

way with the data in Table 2.3 which showed that college youngsters who have

not engaged in a particular form of protest behavior were consistently

more apt to say they would like to do so than non-college youngsters. We

tentatively concluded that the college context provides greater opportunities

for protest involvement and stimulates greater desires to take Elva:maga of

these opportunities.

The data in Table 2.8 indicate, however, that individuals who have en-

gaged in one kind of protest-related behavior are more apt to hive taken

part in others, as well. Perhaps engaging in one form of such activity

stimulates the desire to take up others. In terms of this logic, it is

possible that the difference in desire for further protest-related involve-

ments between the two samples simply results from the fact that there are

more protesters in the college sample.

Now that we have a measure of the extent of protest involvement, we can

make a more discriminating test of the possibility that the college en-

vironment independently stimulate the desire for such involvement. We are

still restricted by the fact that only those respondents who have not en-

gaged in a specific activity were asked whether they would like to become

involved in that activity. This has the effect of reducing the base figures

foc respondents at the more advanced levels of protest activity. Con-

sequently, we must forego the distinction between initial and advanced

protesters in Table 2.10. Needless to say, we have too few college revo-
lutionaries (after removing those who have engaged in a particular activity)

to be included in the table. We present the four components of the protest

activity index in part A of the table and the five items omitted from the

index in part B.

There can be no doubt on the basis of 2.10 that the college context

stimulatLs a desire for protest behavior and protest-related involvemedts

--among protesters and nonprotesters alike. It is true that protesters who

have not engaged in a particular action are generally more desirous of doing

so. But this tendency by no means accounts for the difference in desire

for the.se activities between the two samples.

Among the components of the protest activity index (Table 2.10, part A)

348 et
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NI: ( :E :T WHO WoUtp LIKE To ENGAGE IN SPECIFIC PROTEST RELATED INVOLVE-
MENTS (OF THOSE WHO ARE NOT YET INVOLVED) BY LEVEL OF PROTEST ACTIVITY

AMONG COLLEGE AND NON-COLLEGE YOUTH

CtImponvtaS of

,'Ioiust Activity Index

Non-College Youth

None One

College Youth

None (me

Marches 9 18 24 37

(535) (40) (496) (59)

Sis -ins 7 26 19 36

(536) (58) (496) (146)

SLci;es 6 16 13 27
(536) (51) (496) (155)

Riots 1 2 2 10

c. Five Items Omitted from

(536) (63) (496) (192)

thu Protest Activity Index

Political Campaigns

Organtzational Meetings

C.1Y!i Right. Protests

27

(477)

13

(446)

8

33

(52)

38

(50`

29

56

(355)

28
(269)

23

49
(98)

28

(83)

46

(532) (58) (481) (131)

juiiliNg SIWYAF 3 13 8 11

(533) (75) (490) (216)

hevil i:vre:itLd 1 0 1 11

(518) (59) (464) (208)



controlling for leve... 14otest activity has little impact on the difference

in desire for such actionbeLw,len the two samples. Non-protesters in college

are twice as likely as those outside of college to say they would like to en-

gage in each of the four protest active .yes. And protesters in the college

context are also much more to want to engage in such activities than

are non-college protesters.

The rank-order of desires for these protest activities follows quite

closely the order of actual involvement in such activities among advanced

protesters, as shown in Table 2.7. For non-protesters in both samples and

for college protesters, marches are the most desired, sit-ins next, then

strikes, and finally riots. Among the non-college protesters, sit-ins

actually become the most desired activity, displacing marches. Sit-ins are

also a close second to marches among college protesters. Thus it would appear

that sit-ins are relatively more common as a desire than as an actual involve-

ment among protesters.

For the protest-related involvements omitted from our index (Table 2.10,

part B), the differences in desires between protesters and non-protesters

and between college and non-college youngsters are far less consistent. Thus,

in the colleLe sample, non-protesters are actually higher in desire for

political campaigns than are protesters. It is not the case that college

protesters have given up on these conventional involvements-- political

campaigns remain the most sought after of the nine involvements, among

college protesters-- but rather it appears that non-protesters in this context

are particularly eager for such activity. More than half of them would like

to engage in political campaigns, and this is twice as many as desire to

participate in any of the other pru.est-related involvements. In the non-

collegc context, protesters remain more desirous than non-protesters of

engaging in political campaigns, although it Again appears that such campaigns

are especially attractive to non-protesters since they are more than twice as

popular as the next most attractive involvement here too. The difference

between non-protesters in the two samples is not therefore in the relative

attractiveness of campaigns over other political involvements, but rahter in

their absolute levels of desire for such institutionalized political activity.

organizational meetings show comparable differences between non-protesters in

the two samples. In effect, the substantial differences in conventional

political involvements between non-protesters shown in Table 2.8 are here

mirrored by equally substantial differences in the desire for such involve -

:.rents. Evidently the college context stimulates the desire for conventional

political behavior, quite apart from involvement in such activity. This

implies that it is serving as a political socializing context, not juft an

opportunity structure for conventional political behavior.

Ln the case of organizational meetings, on the other hand, the story is

in the difference in desires between protesters in the two samples. Among

college protesters the desire for such meetings drops to a poor fifth in the

se iu
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rank order of desires for protest-related involvements from a strong third in

the college samples as .a.whole. College protesters appear not to be especially

concerned about finding opportunities to organize protest activities and

demonstrations. Among non-college protesters, by contrast, the desire for

organizational mectiegs is especially pronounce(:.

Indeed, not only is this the most sought after of the nine involvements

among non - college protesters, but it is also one of the two cases (the other

one also involving organizational involvement) in which a larger prorortion

of non-college than college protesters express a desire for such involvement.

Thus, while the data in this table generally suggest that the college context

does more to stimulate desire for protest-related involvement than 1:.e. non-

colic , environment, in the case of organizational meetings, non-college pro-

testi,rs appear to be especially eager for such activity perhaps because of

whz:t their context fails to provide--the opportunity to organize and mobilize

protest domenstrations.

of the two uninstitutionalized forms of political involvement, the desire

for civil rights protests behaves very much like the desire for the components

of' the pro!:est activity index. Thus, it is considerably more pronounced in

the college than in the non-college context at a given level of protest

activity, and protesters in both contexts are more likely to want such activity

than are non - protesters in their respective contexts. The desire for SDS/YAF

membership, on the other hand, follows a different pattern -- one close to

that :-f organization meeting. Thus, the desire for SDS/YAF membership is

actually stronger among non-college than among college protesters, though the

difference is quite small. In other words, the data once again suggest that

non-college protesters more than college protesters feel the need for organi..-

zational involvement. Thus, while non-college protesters manifest less desire

titian college protesters for most forms of protest-related involvement, this

it. definitely not the case for the two items which reflect organizational

participation.

Finally, as might be expected, the desire to be arrested is generally

w. 4:uriously, howevr, college protesters are something of an exception.

While one per cent or fewer of all other groups would like to be arrested,

tt.- figure ig clev(n per cent for college protesters. The fact that college

i.rlatester.i depart from the desire of nearly everyone else to avoid arrest
ref!ect the possibiAty noted earlier, that being arrested on the college

inpu, has 3 f;pc.cial meaning. If the mandate of the police to enter the

yawls and m-ke arrests in response to student demonstration is in doubt,

hlv suggested it is,to be arrested challenges the rightful exercise of

:oiti!,n-ity by police and hence the use of police by college administration.

Fv!deqtly, nen-cellege protesters see no opportunity to take advantage of such

:!tquIvive ambiguity.

:Jelf-defined Kole as an "Activist"

This fz,r, w" have sought to interpret the meaning of our index categories

in ttrms of specific protest - related involvements and the desire for such in-

.o'vements. At this point, we shai1 tl:rn to a more subjectiv:; indicator--

514e
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c:a' youngsters' role is the protest movement of the 1960s, as he sees it.
Specifically, the CBS News survey asked about the respondent's "own personal
role in seeking to bring about aeeded social changes in colleges and other
institutions of our society." He was asked to indicate which of five state-
ments (presented below in Table 2.11) best describes his own position. The

first of these allows him to idectify himself as an "activist." Tae remain.;:
s:atements express varying degrees of iaLe:..est and support for t.... 3.).;%!.-

ves of activists.

Table 2.11 snows ac vary iew yoen; oeopie in either sample ideatify
themselves as "activists." Zven among advanced protesters, only about one
:ive saici ci.ac he wes an activist. Furehermere, this reluctance to see
selves as activists is quite comparable in both samples. Only a few perce.....,;

points separate college and non-college youngsters at a given protest level.
is terms of self-image as an activist..

Notably, Responses to this item about activist self-imege correaac
quite closely to those for the item about membership in organizatioas like
and YAF, shown in Table 2.8. We observed in our discussion of the earlier
table, that the youngsters classified as advanced protesters by our measure
cannot, for the most part, be regarded as leaders, organizers, or spokesmen ot
:he protest movement. These data on activist self-image tends to confirm our
;irlier interpretation. Most of those we refer to as "advanced protesters"

aave not made the kinds of commitments that would cause them to think of them-
selves as activists or to identify themselves as activists to others.5

Instead, both initial and advanced protesters in each sample typically
eharacterize Oemseives as supporters of activists' goals. In the college
sample, a majority of the protesters say that they are "in sympathy with MObt
OL the activists' objectives, but not with all of their tactics." While thi;
is also the most common reponse of non - college protesters, it holds only for
a plurality of them at each stage of protest activity in the non-college co,
ce%t. The non-college protesters appear to have been more disinterested in
eisaffected from the protest movement-- "not emotionally involved" or "not .

tliey] approve of what activists are trying to do" - at the time of the se.,
i',chaps, some have drifted away from or lost contact with the protest move=,
efter having participated in protest activities at an earlier time. In any
ase, it is in their support for the aims of activists, and not in their se
images as activists, that college and non-college protesters differ the mos..

Very likely the 70St important difference in Table 2.11 occurs between.
m.ae majority of respondents in each context who have not engaged in protest
e-_tivity. Among non-protesters in college, sympathy for the aims of ?rotas
La the moeal-response; among their counterparts outside of college, on the

the most common response is "1 a:a not emotionally involved, one way
the other."

This difference ic the climate of support for the aims of activists '11,,
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several important implicationa. e S:eater aims of protesters/
among non-protesters in college has undoubtedly madf nke more receptive
to opportunities and urgings to get involved in protest aqvities. It mavl
therefore be responsible, in some measure, for the differences .4h the extent/
of such activities between the college and non-college contexts. This dif-
ference in the climate of support may also have an effect on the attitudes and
orientations of those who do become involved. Where support is lacking, as in
the non-college environment, we might expect protesters to feel a greater gulf
between themselves and their peers, or the rest of society. Where social sup=
port is present, as in the college environment, protesters may feel free to
adopt more radical or extremist ideological positions, or to endorse more dis-
orderly or disruptive rhetoric. In fact, these and related possibilities will
be the primary subject of the next chapter.

Conclusion

In this chapter, we have developed aid validated an index of protest activ-
ity. Using items that reflect four different kinds of protest activity, we
have formed a simple additive index that displays considerable uniformity in
its association with other protest related involvements among both college and
non-college youth. That is, comparable levels of the protest activity index
reflect quite similar kinds of protest related behavior in both college and non-
college contexts.

Our index explicitly incorporates behavior or activity designed to produce
disruption or disorder in existing social institutions. It specifically ex-
cludes indicators of ideological commitment, orgarizational affiliation, or
activist self-concept-- although, as we have seen, it bears a close relation-
ship to each of these factors. Nor does it incorporate a measure of leader-
ship in the protest movement. There are, of course, a few leaders and organ-
izers of protest activity among those we have classified as'kdvanced protesters,"

but since there are few of them in the population of youth at large, they are
quite rare in this sample drawn to represent that population. Indeed, by com-
parison with a small sample of "college revolutionaries" even our "advanced
protesters" must be regarded as supporters, followers, and participants,
rather than leaders, organizers, or spokemen of the protest movement.

In terms of this index, activity is much more prevalent in the college
than in the non-college context. More than twice as may college youngsters
have engaged in some form of protest activity, and the a eraga number of in-
volvements is considerably greater among college protesters. Moreover, among
non-college youth, those who appear to have had some exposure to college,
specifically those saying they have been "influenced" by college experience,
show distinctly higher levels of protest involvement than those non-college
youngsters who have not been exposed to or influenced by college experience.

The data suggest, further, that the higher levels of protest activity
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among college students are not simply a function of greater opportunities for
such activity in the college environment. Thus, at a given level of protest
activity, college youngsters more often want to engage in forms of protest
they have not yet been involved in, and more often sympathize with the goals
of activists. In effect, these data suggest that the college environment
stimulates interest in further protest activity and sympathy with the objec-
tives of activists, quite apart from the greater opportunities for protest
involvement it would seem to provide.

The same goes for conventional political involvements such as taking part
in political campaigns and attending organizational meetings. These activities,
and the desire to engage in them among those who have not yet done so, are much
more common among college than non-college youngsters. What is more, dif-
ferences are most pronounced among those who have not yet engaged in protest
activity. Thus, the college environment appears also to stimulate conventional
political involvements, and to do so independently of its effect in promoting
protest activity. To the extent that conventional political involvement led
to more disruptive and disorderly forms of political behavior during this
period, the college experience would appear to have contributed both directly
and indirectly to higher overall levels of protest activity.

On the basis of this first step in our analysis, then, it voold-appear
that the college environment was a broadly politicizing context. Higher
education, at least in the late 1960s, seems to have conferred a general sense
of political efficacy upon those attending college. They appear to have had
greater opportunities and motivations for both institutionalized and uninsti-
tutionalized political behavior.

Yet, these differences in protest activity, and in broader political
involvement, between the college and non-college contexts may not be attribut-
able to the college experience itself. Other differences between youngsters
in these two contexts may be responsible for the observed differences in pro-
test activity. As suggested in the preceding chapter, the differences in pro-
test could reflect the social backgrounds or family relations of youngsters
who go to college as compared with those who do not. Or, these differences
could reflect youth culture involvement or occupational commitments which
may be affected by college attendance, but are not the result of any direct

politicizing effects which colleges exercise upon their students. But before

we begin our examination of the effects oi such excra-institutional factors,

we shall take a closer look at the political perspectives and orientations

of these young people.

Notr!s to Chapter 2

I. College and non-college youth also have essentially the same hierarchy of

desires for further protest related activities. With the exception of a few
ties, the rank order of desires for future protest related involvements are

4
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identical in the two samples.

2. These indicators are by no means immune from criticism. For example,

"riots" refers to an often spontaneous and unorganized form of collective
behavior without specific or well articulated goals. Yet, "riots" unlike
"been arrested" are generally assumed to be overt expressions of dissent
and dissatisfaction which takes the form of disruptive behavior. Without

this item, perhaps our index should more properly be labelled "organized
protest activity." "Strikes" are also subject to several interpretations.
In particular, we have no way of knowing the extent to which respondents
who have participated in labor union strikes responded to this item. Cer-

tainly some youngsters in the non-college sample have participated in trade
union strikes and may have interpreted this item to refer to such activity.
Likewise, "marches" are not always protest demonstrations, However, in the

context of this battery of questions and in the present historical context,
we assume that most respondents who indicated such an involvement were refer-

ring to protest marches of the kinds that became a permanent part of protest

activities in the 1960s. "Sit-ins" are perhaps the least subject to varying

interpretation. This is a form of protest behavior that was "invented" during
the civil rights movement and especially designed to challenge the segregated
character of many public facilities. It has subsequently been adopted by pro-
testers as an effective way of blocking and disrupting various aspects of our

complex, interrelated, urban society.

3. We have seen in the analysis of Table 1.1 that this method of identifying

ex-college students tends to underrepresent their numbers in the population

as a whole and to overrepresent those who were ".ore influenced by college

among the ex-students, since those who have attended college but indicate

that it had "little or no effect" on their lives and values remain in the
"no exposure" group. We estimate on the basis of census data that this method
od identifying ex-students may miss as many as onn out of three. In effect,

there are probably another 21 P::-students in the "no exposure" group.

4. Earlier in this chapter we noted that some of those who indicated having
engaged in strikes may have bee-t referring to trade union activity rather

than behavior associated with t.e protest movement of the 1960s. This tendency

may be reflected in the fact that strikes are relatively more common among

advanced protesters and that the pattern is more evident in the non-college

context.

5. By contrast, 83 percent of the college revolutionaries define themselves

as "activists." This high level of activist self-concept undoubtedly reflects

the selection process. These 24 students were selected as the most revolu-
tionary oriented youngsters among 100 students known to have "radical views"

by Lneir peers. It is also pos..ible that the college revolutionaries knew they

were being selected to represent the most activist students on the college

campus. The report on data collection procedures (CBS News, 1969) is not

clear on this point. This latter circumstance might have encouraged these

youngsters to characterize themselves as activists.
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CHAPTER 3

THE PERSPECTIVES OF PROTESTERS

sfs/ err/ 1061110

What began as youthful involvements in efforts to secure civil rights and
economic opportunities for blacks and poor people in America in the late fifties
and early sixties, became what many have described as a "youth movement" by
the middle and late sixties. During this period the focus of protest activity
shifted from civil rights to a number of other issues including America's in-
volvement in the war in Viet Nam, the pervasive role of the "military-indusT
trial complex" in American society, and the "co- optation" of the university as
an instrument of the "establishment." The tactics of protesters also changed
from exclusively non-violent demonstrations and forms of civil disobedience
to the use of force in resisting police, holding authorities captive, and
destroying public and private property.

As the movement grew and incorporated new issues and tactics, it seemed
to develop "self-consciousness" as a youth movement. Identifiable spokesmen
emerged, political organization formed, the assumptions and understandings
common to those involved in the movement found expression in an emergent
rhetoric, and participants began to see fundamental differences between them-
selves and the mainstream of American society. And the mainstream, for its
part, reciprocated with labels and social definitions that would serve to
distinguish and perhaps to stigmatize youngsters with these commitments.

In this chapter, we examine the ideological commitments of protesters
and their sense of distinctness or estrangement from other groups in society.
In effect, we shall be asking how different the political ideas and beliefs
of protesters are from those of non-protesters and whether protesters feel
separated or alienated from the rest of society as a consequence of these
commitments.

We shall continue to examine the college and non.. college samples sepa-
rately for further evidence of intersample comparability among protesters.
Essentially, this chapter extends the analysis of the preceding one to the
political ideol-,gy and commitments of protesters and to their perceptions
of differences between themselves and other social groups. We have reason
to expect ideological similarities between protesters in the two samples,
in view of the overall comparability in the kinds of actions they engage in
and would like to engage in, and in their self concepts as activists.

Yet there are also grounds for expecting systematic differences. We
have seen evidence of greater support among non-protesters in the college
context for the objectives of activists, suggesting that protesters in this
context may adopt more radical or extremist positions without being constrained
by unsympathetic peers. Lacking such support, non-college protesters at a
given level of protest involvement may display a greater sense of alienation
from the rest of society. Thus, we will be interested not only in the ideas
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and feelings of protesters but also in those of non-protesters who constitute,

in some measure, the social context within which protesters operate.

Ideological Commitments

We turn at this point to youngsters' thinking about protest; that is, the

kinds of tactics they believe are justifiable, the areas in which they feel

institutional reform is needed, and the way they express their commitment to

protest activity. We have seen that even among advanced protesters in both sam-

ples, only a small minority regard themselves as "activists" or belong to organ-

izations such as SOS or YAF--a distinct contrast with the small sample of col-

lege "revolutionaries" selected by Yankelovich Inc. to augment the data on

radical or extremist students. This raises a question about the extent of ideo-

logical differences between protesters and non-protesters in our samples. Is

it possible that protesters have become involved in such activity more by cir-

cumstances than as a result of ideological commitments? Are there real and

substantial differences between protesters and non-protesters as distinguished

by our index? In this section, then, we address ourselves to the differences

between protesters and non-protesters in each sample, and between youngsters
at corresponding levels of protest activity in the two samples, with respect

to their attitudes toward protest tactics, institutional reforms, and extremist

rhetoric.

Protest Tactics

To ask about protest tactics may on the face of it seem redundent. The

tactics of the protesters as we have defined them are sit-ins, strikes, riots,

and marches. We know therefore that the protesters differ from he non-pro

testers in these specific forms of behavior. We have also seen in the pre-

vious chapter that they are more apt to desire further involvement in such

activities than non-protesters. What we do not know, however, is how these

youngsters feel about a wide range of tactics which have been employed as a

part of the protest movement of the 1960's.

One question in the CBS news survey listed a number of specific protest

tactics and asked respondents to indicate whether they thought these tactics

were "always justified," "sometimes justified," or "never justified." The pro-

portion saying that each of these specific tactics are always or sometimes

justified is presented by level of protest involvement among college and nor. -

college youth in Table 3.1. The iteizs in 01.2 battery hava bc:a ordered from

least to most justified in the eyes of our respondents. Notably, in addition

to specific protest tactics, the battery also contains several items refer-

ring to "counter tactics" involving the use of police for various purposes.

The least justified protest tactics according to Table 3.1, aye those

involving the use of force against persons and property. Thus, destroying or

mutilating property, assaulting the police or civil authorities, or holding an
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authority captive as reflected in the first four items of Table 3.1 are accep-

table to only a minority of youngsters in either sample, whatever their level

of protest involvement. Non-protesters are clearly less accepting of these

tactics than either category of protesters; for all four items in both samples

the difference between non-protesters and advanced protesters is close to 30

percentage points. Moreover, the pattern of responses to these four items are

quite comparable between the two samples; only in one of twelve comparisons

does the difference between corresponding cells exceed ten percentage points.

The one exception-- a greater acceptance of assaulting police among initial

protesters in college-- will prove interesting momentarily.

The next five items reflect obstruction and active resistance to authority,

but they do not imply the use of force against persons and property, except in

response to repressive measures by those in authority. For items five, six

and seven--blockading buildings, resisting the draft, and disobeying or resist-

ing the police-- differences between protesters and non-protesters are even

greater than they were for the first four items involving the use of force

against property and persons; at least 34 percentage points separate advanced

protesters and non-protesters on each of these tactics in both samples. These

are the tactics which most distinguish protesters from non-protesters in both

college and non-college contexts. Items eight and nine-- ultimatums to autho-

rities and sit-ins also show substantial differences by level of protest activ-

ity in both samples. But, since both these tactics are seen as justified by

more than two thirds of the non-protesters in each sample, the maximum per-

centage differences between protesters and non-protesters a:e obviously re-

stricted. Agaia, the one item among these five referring to police-- resisting

or disobeying the police-- shows the greatest discrepancy between the two sam-

ples. At every level of protest activity, college students are more apt to

see this tactic as jusdfiable than are their non-college counterparts.

Finally, we come to counter-protest tactics. The bottom three items in

Table 3.1 refer to the use of police to evict sit-iners, to control demon-

strations, and to protect property. The pattern of relationships with protest

involvement tends, of course, to be reversed for these items; with increasing

protest involvement, respondents generally see less justification in these

counter protest tactics. This pattern is most evident for the use of police

to evict sit-iners; it is weaker and not fully consistent for the use of police

to protect proprrty.l The only notable discrepancy between these two samples

among the counter tactics is that intial protesters in college are decidedly

more likely to reject the use of police to evict sit-iners than are their non-

college counterparts.

By and large, the responses of college and non-college youngsters are

quite similar. The exceptions, however, appear to provide some important in-

sights into the differences between the two social contexts. Among protesters

the greatest discrepancy occurs, as we have noted, with respect to items refer-

ring to the police. College protesters are more likely to justify assaulting

the police, resisting or disobeying the police, and to reject the use of police

to evict sit-iners. That this difference between protesters is restricted to
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tactics vts a vis police is highlighte by the fact that protesters in the twosample4 e identical responses to it four refers to assaulting civil autho-rities ot r than the police.

We fou 41 in the previous chapter thi t college protesters were much less
likely to hu e been arrested than non-vol ege youngsters at a comparable level
of protest attivity (Table 2.8). We now 2.. that they feel more justified in
resisting orlItssaulting police than thcr ,on-collqge counterparts (Table 3.1).Together the lf.1 facts may reflect a fundimttal dit.!%,77qnce between the collegeand non-colle4 contexts; namely, that the police lack a mandate as agents of
social controPWithin academic walls. Certainly the use of police to control
student demon';;. .31ons and uprisings during the 1960's met with dubious success.Indeed, in mL:cases police are suspected of having aggrevated or escalated
the turmoil. inus, social definitions of the police mandate are likely to
affect the kinds of tactics protesters are willing to advocate and adopt.

Among now-protesters, who, of course, comprise the majority of respondents
in each sample, discrepancies appear to have a somewhat different focal point;
namely, civil disobedience. As with protesters, the non-protesters in the
two samples differ on the item about resisting or disobeying the police. The
other two notable discrepancies, however, relate to draft resistance and sit. .ns.
Thus, non-protesters in college are decidedly more likely to accept resistance
and disobedience to police, the use of draft resistance as a political weapon,
and sit-ins as legitimate forms of protest activity than are their counterparts
outside of college.

These items would seem to reflect a commitment to civil disobedience and
non-violent forms of protest as legitimate and appropriate devices for achieving
social change-- a commitment expressing idealism and perhaps zequiring a certain
measure of insulation from conventional social life. Such is the kind of com-
mitment that the college experience might be expected to promote. It is quite
possible that resorting to more forceful tactics in the late 1960's deprived
protesters of the sympathy and encouragement of many non-protesters.

The tactics and counter tactics involving sit-ins have special relevance
since our measure of protest activity incorporates sit-ins as one of the four
components. We noted previously that engaging in sit-ins and the desire to
engage in sit-ins are both decidedly more common among college than non-college
youths, and we showed that the desire to engage in such activity appears to be
stimulated by the college environment quite apart from the individual's previous
involvement with protest activity. Now we see that there is a greater climate
of acceptance of sit-ins among non-protesters inside than outside of college.
This more favorable normative climate is apt to encourage greater participation
in sit-ins among college youngsters, whatever their personal attitudes toward
sit-ins, and it is also apt to be what encourages the participants in such
activity to reject the use of police to evict sit-iners--as Table 3.1 shows they
are more likely to do in the college environment.
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In gent..-al, this examination of protest tactics tends to provide additional
validation for our measure of protest jAvolvernent. For the most part, there
is a c'ase correspondence between the responses of college and non-college
youngsters at given levels of protest involvement. Thus, of the thirty-six
possible comparisons between corresponding cells in the two samples, only a

half dozen diverge by as much as ten percentage points. By far, the more

substantial and systematic differences occur between protesters and non-pro-
testers within the two samples. Indeed, for the various protest tactics
(the first nine items in Table 3.1) percentage differences between protesters
and those at the advanced stages of protest activity average about thirty

points and seldom drop below twenty points.

Institutional Reform

The protest tactics we have just examined give some indication of how
protesters would achieve the changes they want. However, these items make no

mention of what these changes should be, the areas in which change is needed
or of the extent of change required. there is, however, a battery of items in

the CBS News Survey that ask respondents about the extent of change they felt

is needed in each of six major social 'institutions. Respondents could indicate
tnat the institution needed "no substantial change," that it needed "moderate

change," that it needed "fundamental reform," or that it should be "done away

with." In Table 3.2 we show the per cent indicating they favor fundamental
reform or elimination of each institution, at the various levels of protest
activity among college and non-college youngsters. The institutions are ordered

from most to least in need of change according to our respondents.

The data reveal that college youngsters are consistently more apt to feel
the need for fundamental reform or elimination of these institutions, regard-

less of protest involvement. In fact, they are more likely than non=college
youth to say that such change is needed in seventeen of the eighteen possible
comparisons, and the difference is at least ten percentage points in ten of the
eighteen comparisons.

In addition, the data show that advanced protesters in college are much
more change oriented than those outside of college. In advocating fundamental

reform, they average more than fifteen percentage points above their non- col-
lege counterparts; they are at least ten percentage points higher with res-
pect to every one of the institutions under consideration. Since we have

relatively few advanced protesters in the non-college sample, these dif-
ferences are less reliable than the others in the table. Yet, the 'bsence
of consistent differences between advanced protesters in the two samples
in Table 3.2 indicates that the differences we find here are not attrib-
utable to some general sampling bias reflected in all the correlates of
protest activity.

In the college context, protest activity is most strongly associated
with the desire for reform of the military and big business-- in both cases

the percentage difference between non-protesters and advanced protesters
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exceeds thirty percentage points. It would be hard to miss the implication
that these two institutional areas reflect what has come to be known as the
"military-industrial complex," a favorite targe of protest activity and
rhetoric in the middle and late sixties. It is also significant that reform
of the universities shows the next strongest association with protest activi
in the college sample. This could reflect the quest of activist3 for greateME
student power and participation, or it might reflect the belief that the
universities are implicated with the military-industrial complex through
activities such as conducting secret research for the Department of Defense
and the weapons industry.

Among non-college youngsters, only the military shows such a substantial
association with protest activity. Evidently, non-college protesters are not
as concerned about big business and the universities. Perhaps the "military-
industrial complex" is not as much a reality in their minds. Their substan-
tial interest in fundamental reform of the military, however, may reflect a
very realistic concern about being drafted for those, not exempted by college
enrollment.

Interestingly enough, "the political,parties" stand very near the head
of the list of institutions needing funda4ental reform in both samples. While
they fall slightly behind the military on the college students' list of priori-
ties, they are at the top of the list for non-college youths. This relatively
widespread desire for fundamental reform of the political parties nay be linked
with the events surrounding the Democratic National Convention in Chicago in
the summer of 1968. Television coverage o' the convention made it evident that
politically i.ctive young people were not wiklcome as participants in the deci-
sion making of the Democratic Party.

"Trade unions" are the one exception t) the tendency of protesters to see
more need for institutional reform than do .ton - protesters. Histori :ally,

labor unions have been outspoken proponents of confron.ation tactic.; as an
instrument of social change, at least in labor-managemint relations It
would appear that the presumed reformist tendencies of the trade utucas out-
weigh the desire for their reform, particularly among protesters in corege.

These data on &Fire for Institutional reform lead to several genera 3.
)1).;ervationg which in some wv cuntZ.1:,-ZI17.-Zur findings on the justifia-
bility of protest tactics. First, :allege youngsters-- both protesters and
non-protesters-- are more likely to be change oriented than non-college youths.
This may reflect the effect of college in encouraging critical perspectives
on existing instituti,ns. Secondly, the feeling that fundamental reform is
needed, especially in the military, big business, and the universities, is
particularly pronounced among advanced protesters in college. In contrast
with their non-college counterparts, they appear to have a more articulated
and extremist perspective on institutional reform-- one that seems to see the
locus of difficulty in the so-called "military-industrial complex." Althougn
our evidence on the justifiability of various protest tactics revealed some
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speci lc differences between the two samples, there was no consistent or per-

i

vasty difference of the sort we find with respect to institutional reform.
In ef ece, the intersample comparability in protest tactics is not here rep-
noel.) with respect to needed institutional reform.

Fttremist Rhetoric

Hiit battery of questions in the CBS News survey contained a number ofstateTmts of the sort heard at political meetings and protest rallies. They
range !rom expressions of relatively conventional political wisdom to calls
for rNical change often by revolutionary methods. We have selected five of
theseltatements-- the more radical or extremist ones-- for examination here.
Table 4.3 shows the percentage of college and non-college respondents at
varioviAvels of protest involvement who express either strong or partial
agreemApt with these statements. We have ordered the statements from least
to mos la.:ceptable.

T)4 table shows that non-college youngsters are generally more respon-
sive tOthese items of protest rhetoric. They are more likely than college
youth t4 agree with these rhetorical statements in eleven of fifteen possi-
ble coesrlsons; by more than ten percentage points in Four instances. More-
over, aas difference in receptivity between the two sanples is concentrated
primaril ilriong those who have not protested. In partic.lar, non-protesters
outsid+flcollege are distinctly more willing than those in college to agree
with stersilnts to the effect that disruption is preferable to discussion in
effecti c9ange, that authorities must be forced to respond with repression,
and tha-....14i.!troying society must precede rebuilding it.

w0
The ',i A.fferences in response suggest that non-college youngsters may

feel a p.7ii,1,!r sense of alienation from society-- one which they are not able

to t:ans ,..:-.: into specifi institutional reforms or protest tactics, but never-
thelest ,..L.L.ests itself .:n response to the statements about the need
for craft -:: hange and for extreme measures to tahieve that change. Of

cours.. t : tl-Iht be argued that their greater rv,:eptivity to these statements
sOlnply rotie_t a lack of sophAstication among non-college youth.

Generally speaking, we find less association between protest involvement
and these statements of extremist rhetoric than we did with the items reflec-
ting needed institutional reforms or justifiable protest tactics. With the
exception of college students' responses to the item about a "mass revolu-
tionary party" which we shall consider momentarily, the differences between
non-protesters and advanced protesters only reach about twenty percentage
points at most in Table 3.3. For the most part, then, these rhetorical
statements are less satisfactory than the items we have examined earlier in
distinguishing between those who have and those who have not engaged in pro-
tk!st activity.

The lease popular of these statements-- about the need for a mass revolu-
tionary political party-- is the one most strongly associated with protest
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activity. And, the relationship in the college sample is extraordinary- -
a forty-five percentage point difference-- where more than half of the ad-
vanced protesters advocate such a party. Thus, once again we find that pro-
testers are distinguished from non-protesters in their desire for change in
the American political party structure. It now appears that the fundamental
reform in political parties which many protesters, especially advanced col-
lege protesters, had in mind in response to the previous battery of items was
the creation of a new type of political party that would more directly and
more effectively represent the interest of "the people."

Maleast popular of these rhetorical statements is the one asserting
that we cannot be free until we are rid of .the "establishment." Unlike the
other four statements which elicit the agreement of only a minority of young-
sters, this one reflecting anti-establishment sentiments receives the assent
of a majority of the youngsters at every level of protest activity in both
samples. Moreover, there is approximately a twenty percentage point differ-
ence between non-protesters and advanced protesters in both samples. In effect,

it ranks second in discriminatory power to the one about the need for a mass
revolutionary party.

Terms like "establishment" and 'Moss revolutionary party" have entered
the political arena only recently; they reflect the thinking and influence of
the youth movement of the 1960's. "Establishment" refers to the forces of
resistance to change within American institutions and the term has been adopted
fairly widely by the press and the public in the late sixties. "Mass revolu-
tionary party" is a concept that has remained more exclusively the province
of organized protesters; its meaning is laden with ideological connotations.
The commitment to this concept among a substantial proportion of the more ad-
vanced protesters may reflect the frustrations they encountered in trying to
work within the existing political party structure together with the early
commitment of the New Left to "participatory" democracy and grass-roots
political involvement.

To summarize: Protesters are distinguished from non-protesters most by
the protest tactics they feel are justified, next by the areas in which they
would like to see institutional change, and least by the rhetoric they accept.
Protesters in both college and non-college contexts display quite comparable
attitudes toward specific protest tactics, the only notable difference being
a greater inclination toward tactic-5 involving confrontation with the police
among college protesters. Non-protesters in the two contexts also show quite
similar attitudes towards these tactics, though we do find somewhat greater
support among non-protesters in the college context for those tactics in-
volving civil disobedience.

When it comes to the desire for institutional reform and the use of ex-
tremist rhetoric, intersample comparability is less apparent. Both institu-

tional reform and extremist rhetoric are more straAgly associated with pro-

test activity in the college than the non-college context, although apparently
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not for the same reasons. Desure for institutional reform, particularly of
the military, big business, an( the universities, is more common among college
youngsters, and especially so among college protesters relative to non-college
protesters. College protesters, in particular, appear to have a much clearer
vision of the specific institutional reforms they would like to see than do
their counterparts outside of college.

Like institutional reforms, extremist rhetoric also discriminates better
between protesters and non-protesters inside than outside of college. But in
this case, the difference is, for the most part, owing to a lack of compara-
bility between non-protesters in the two contexts. Outside of college, now.
protesters appear to be more receptive to rhetorical statements about the need
for disruption, destruction, and the use of force against authorities. It
may be that this group, comprising a substantial majority of the non-college
youth, harbors a latent sense of alienation from society which is tapped by
these rhetorical statements. This theme of alienation will reappear as we
turn to the data on value orientations and reference group identifications.

Social References and Identifications

Alienation from the mainstream of society is widely viewed as a source of
protest activity among youth. In one form or another, such alienation is a
current theme in current theories of youthful protest. Some see its roots in
the historical discontinuity between the generations (Mannhelm,1940; Eisenstadt,
1956), others find it in rapidly changing social, economic, and technological
conditions of society (Flacks, 1970a; Mead,1969) and still others locate it
in the conflict that arises when the older generation affirms its authority
and the younger generation denies it (Feuer, 1969). In varying degrees all of
these theories share the assumption that youngsters, particularly those in-
volved in protest activity, will display a sense of alienation from the main-
stream of society, from the generation of their elders, and even from their own
parents.

This is not to say that protesters will be alienated from all social
groups or reference points in society. Indeed, to compensate for their
alienation from the adult generation, youngsters
may share a sense of identification with people of their own generation.
Moreover, with the prolongations of the pre-adult stage of life cycle, the
growing distinctness of their own status (Douglas, 1970), and especially the
"formulation" of the student status (Meyer, 1971),',youngsters
may be expected to show a greater political self-awareness and efficacy.
And to the extent that the protesters among them are espousing the causes
and interest of youth, they, in particular, may be expected to identify with
the members of their own generation.

Of course, alienation from the mainstream of society may be a conse-
quence as well as a cause of protest activity. Thus, people who advocata and
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employ uninstitutionalised tactics to achieve social reform are apt to encounter
the disapproval and disdain of those around them. The racial "backlash" to
civil rights protests and the "hard hat" reaction to anti-war demonstrations
serve to illustrate how society separates itself from those of its members
who assail the established practices, traditions, and institutions. Thus, to

the extent that the social context in which the protester finds himself is
unreceptive to his actions or commitments, we might expect to find him alien-
ated from most social groups, with the possible exception of the members of
his own generation.

Let us examine the degree to which college and non-college youngsters at
various levels of protest activity identify with social groups representing
their parents and elders, people from their national, racial and religious
origins, members of selected political groups and persuasions, and other
persons of their own generation.

Reference Group Identifications

Listing ten status or reference groups in one question, CBS News survey
asked "With which of the following groups, if my, do you feel a sense of
identification?" Youngsters' responses by level of protest activity for col-
lege and non-college youth are presented in Table 3.4. Since the rank order

of the ten groups is not precisely the same in the two samples, we have or-
dered the groups in Table 3.4 on the basis of college youngsters' responses.

The Younger Generation: The top two identifications on the list are
students and "people from your own generation." At least eight out of ten

college students identify with each of these reference groups. For non-col-

lege youngsters, "your own generation" is almost equally as strong an identi-
fication with about three-quarters of the non-college sample choosing it.
Not surprisingly, identification with "students" is considerably lower in
this sample since by definition they are not students. Even so, more than

half of these non-college youngsters do identify with students and this
identification ranks above most others in the non-college sample. In effect,

among youngsters in general-- both college and non-college-- there is a high

level of identification with their own generation. The strength of this
identification is particularly impressive when we consider that it ranks
above identification with one's own family in the college sample and on par

with it in the non-college sample. Whether this represents a newly emerging
status group se-f-consciousness we cannot tell for we ha/e no comparable

data from earlier cohorts of youth. But it does imply that youth has become
more than simply a transitional status between childhood and adulthood.

In relation to protest activity, an important difference emerges between
the two samples. Among college students there is a modest but consistent
decline in generational identification with increasing protest activity;
among non-college youngsters, on the other hand, there is a consistent and

even stronger increase in generational identification with increasing
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protest involvement. Moreover, this pattern holds exclusively for the broader
generational category; identification with "students" is unrelated to protest
activity in both samples. Apparently, protest activity is associated with
generational alienation in the college context and with generational solidarity
outside o! college. The non-college protester seems to be looking towards his
peers as a reference point; he may feel that he is acting in their interests
or on their behalf. The college protester, on the other hand, seems to be
looking beyond his peers; he may feel that he is acting on behalf of some other
social group or cause that is not identified with any particular social group.
We shall have more to say about this disparity between the two generations a
little later on. Let us now move to the next most common identifications.

The Older Generation: Identification with "your family" and "the middle
class" would seem to reflect the youngster's orientation, and attitudes toward
the established adult generations as he has come to know it, both personally
and in the abstract. Between two thirds and three quarters of the respondents
in each sample identify with their own families. And a majority in each sample
identify with the middle class, although such identifications are understandably
lower among non-college youngsters who tend to come from lower social class
backgrounds. Thus, there is little evidence of a gulf between generations in
either sample. In fact, the relatively high proportion of respondents in both
samples who identify with their family and middle class suggests that there are
strong integrative forces in society binding the generations together. (For

further evidence in these data of greater value homogeneity between the genera-
tions than between social classes see Yankelovich, 1970.)

Identification with "your family" tends to drop off with increasing pro-
test activity in both samples. The pattern is slightly stronger among the non-
college youngsters, when we consider the difference between those scoring one
on the protest index in the two samples. Perhaps non-college youngsters are
more likely to live at home and therefore to have the protest activity known
to their parents. Daily contact with parents may tend to crystallize differ-
ences between the generations and provides occasions for disagreements and
disputes. Yet, the modest nature of this relationship suggests that parental
identification is neither a serious constraint on protest activity nor a pro-

nounced consequence of such activity. These data certainly do not support
intense antipathy or alienation from parents as a result of protest involvement.

Identification with "the middle class" shows a relatively strong (nega-
tive) relationship with protest activity among college youngsters and essen-
tially no relationship with protest involvement among non-college youngsters.
Actually, there is not much difference in identification with middle class
between protesters in the two samples. The difference lies in the identifi-
cations of non-pi otesters. Among college youngsters who have not engaged in
protest activity, almost eighty percent identify with the middle class;
whereas, only a little more than half of the non-protesters outside of col-
lege do so. As we noted above, differences in identification with the middle
class between the two samples makes sense as a reflection of objective reality;
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the college youngsters are more likely to come from middle class backgrounds.

The fact that the college youngsters do not, however, retain this greater sense

of identification with the middle class as they become more involved inlrotest

activity-- there is a drop of some 34 percentage points between non-protesters
and those scoring two on the protest index-- strongly suggests that protest

involvement in the college context is associated with a sense of alientaion

from the middle class.

The evidence of a gap between protesters and their elders in terms of

reference group identifications is somewhat ambiguous at this point. Pro-

testers in both contexts are somewhat less likely than non-protesters to iden-

tify with their own families, but these differences are small by any standard

(16 percentage points over the three categories of protest activity.) Col-

lege protesters are much less likely to identify with the middle class-- a
more impersonal representation of the adult generation-- than are non-protesters

in college, but outside of college there is no relationship between middle

class identification and protest activity.

Ethnic Origins: The next three items on the list of identifications
(five, six and seven) reflect the individual's attachment to his social

origins-- race, nationality, and religion. Among college students these

identifications all decline consistently with increasing protest. Perhaps,

feeling independent of these social origins enables the individual to engage

in protest activity, or having engaged in such activity liberates him from

these aspects of his social background. His protest seems not to be in the

interest of or on behalf of any of these reference groups.

Among non-college youngsters, however, each of these ethnic identifi-

cations show a different relationship with protest involvement. As in the

college sample, religious identifications is progressively weaker among those

at the more advanced stages of protest activity. Considering both samples,

the pattern here comes closest to the one for identification with "your family."

Identification with nr'.ionality shows no association with protest involvement

in the non-college sample. The pattern here is very much like the one for

middle class identification. Identification with race actually increases sub-

stantially among advanced protesters in the non-college sample. The pattern

in the two samples is somewhat comparable to that for generational identifi-

cations, in that the two run in opposite directions. However, since the in-

crease in racial identification comes only at the more advanced stage of pro-

test activity in the non-college sample, relatively few individuals are in-

, volved. For this group, nevertheless, it would appear that racial identifi-

cation is a strong supportive force behind their intense protest activity.

Perhaps the racial identification among advanced protesters outside of

(ullege reflects the presence of black youngsters whose protest involve issues

of black racial identity-- black power and black pride. We have already seen

in the previous chapter that blacks are more prominent at the more advanced

stages of protest activity particularly in the non-college sample and that
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they are more apt to be involved in the kind of protest that serves their
interest as a racial group; namely, civil rights protests (Table 2.9.) We

have reason, therefore, to wonder whether the greater racial identification
of advanced protesters in the non-college sample is not associated with the

racial composition of this group. To pursue this point we will examine

selected identifications and perceptions of black and white protesters sepa-
rately in the next section of this chapter. First, however, we must com-

plete our discussion of the relationships in Table 3.4.

Political PersuaEions: As a group the political identifications (items
eight, nine and ten) are definitely the weakest of those in Table 3.4. The

"conservative" identification is actually more common in both samples than
either identification with "the New Left" or the "Old Left." But this may

reflect the fact that "conservative" refers to a broader spectrum of political
orientations then either "New Left" or "Old Left," which may be reserved for
relatively specific ideological commitment. Thus, if the broader category
"liberal" had been included in the list, it might have well outranked the
conservative identification.

Identification with the New Left, and the Old Left to a lesser extent,
is associated with increasing protest activity in both samples. The New Left
identification id definitely more common among protesters in the college con-

text than outside of it. At the same time, it is certainly not the case that
protesters, even those at the advanced stages of such activity in the college

context, overwhelmingly identify with the New Left. As in the case of activist
self-concept (Table 2.11), only a minority of the advanced protesters in col-
lege identify with the New Left. Thus, while protesters tend to identify

with the New Left more than non-protesters and those in the college context do

so more than those outside of it, such an identification is confined to a dis-

tinct minority of these protesters add ranks well below most other identifi-
cations on the list.

The conservative identification follows the earlier pattern of identi-
fication with the middle class and with nationality. That is, there is a
negative association in the college sample and no relationship outside of col-
lege, and the difference between the two samples is due primarily to the higher
level of conservative identification among non-protesters in college. The fact

that three out of ten non-protesters in college identify with conservatives

implies that the social context in which college protesters find themselves is

not uniformly supportive of their goals. This identification with conserva-
tives does not necessarily mean opposition to protest, however. Thus, a good

many more college youngsters identify with conservatives in response to this

question than say they are opposed to the aims of activists as reported in

Table 2.11.

To summarize: We anticipated that non-college protesters would experi-
ence a greater sense of alienation or separation from other social groups than

would college protesters because of the relative lack of sympathy for the ob-

jectives of activists on the non-college context as shown in Table 2.11. The
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data on reference group identification, however, contradict this expectation.
Protest activity in college is associated with an alienation from one's social
origins in terms of race, nationality and religion, from the mainstream of
society as represented by the middle class, one's own family, and one's own

generation. Only leftist political orientation, particularly identification
with the New Left, is positivly associated with protest activity among college
youth.

Among non-college youngsters, on the other hand, alienation among pro-
testers is evident only in identification with religion, and to a lesser ex-
tent with one's own family. And, for non-college protesters, these areas. of
alienation are offset by their greater identification with people of their own
race and of their own generation. On balance, among non-college youth, pro-
testers are no more alienated than non-protesters from the reference groups in
Table 3.4.

The major difference between the two samples actually comes in the iden-
tification of those who have not protested. For every reference group in Table

3.4, non-protesters in college show higher levels of identification than do
their counterparts outside of college. In fact, non-protesters in college
show the highest levels of identification in the table for six of the ten
reference groups. Specifically, they feel more identified with the middle
class,. their own religion, their own nationality, their own generation, stu-
dents, and conservatives.

In other words, what evidence there is on alienation in this battery of

items on reference group identifications points to the following generaliza-
tions: 1) college protesters are alienated from social reference groups rela-
tive to non-protesters in the college context, 2) non-college protesters are
not generally more alienated from social reference groups than non-protesters
outside of college, and 3) non-protesters outside of college are generally
alienated from all reference groups by contrast with non-protesters in the
college context. Certainly, the differences we find between college and non-
college protesters in their reference group identifications do not seem to
support the notion that social constraints are causing protesters outside of

college to be more alienated. There is definitely less protest activity among
non-college yourgsters, but those who engage in it do not seem to feel espe-
cially alienated, marginal, or estranged from those around them.

Specification by Race

Perhaps for some protesters, their activities are a source of social inte-
gration rather than alienation-- an experience which brings them a sense of
affiliation with their social origins, their families, and their communities.
Indeed, there is no reason to suppose that protesters will be alienated from
those around them if their protests represent the interests of the social groups

from which they come. Thus, while white youngsters may experience their protc".I
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as a form of defiance that separates them from the "white establishment" and,
in many instances, from their own families; the same protest activity on the
part of blacks may well express social solidarity with reference individuals
and groups in the black community.

In the preceding chapter, we saw that there are proportionately more
blacks than whites among the protesters in both samples, and that black pro-
testers in both samples are more likely than whites to be involved in "civil
rights protests" (Table 2.9). Furthermore, we observed in the preceding
section of this chapter that advanced protesters in the non-college sample
are particularly likely to identify with their own race (Table 3.4). We might
expect such racial identification to be especially likely among black pro-
testers who regard "black power," "black capitalism," and "black pride" as
essential ingredients in the movement toward greater equality and independence
for black people in America. Perhaps, then, our failure to find relatively
high levels of alienation, in terms of these reference groups identifications,
among protesters, particularly in the non-college sample, reflects dispropor-
tionate presence of blacks who are not in fact alienated from their principal
reference groups.

To explore this possibility, we need to examine the reference group iden-
tifications of blacks and whites separately. Unfortunately, to begin with, we
have relatively few blacks in each sample; there are only 44 black college stu-
dents and 70 black non-college youngsters (only 7 and 12 percent of their re-
spective samples.) When these black youngsters are broken down by level of
protest activity, there are very few non-protesters, or even one time pro-
testers among college blacks, and very few advanced protesters among non-col-
lege blacks. (There are also very few advanced protesters among non-college
whites.) While these small numbers of cases make it difficult to generalize
about the reference group identifications of black respondents, we can, never-
theless, get an idea of the extent to which the patterns of alienation and
protest activity shown in Table 3.4 are a real product of racial differences
in reference group identification, at least within this sample of American
youth. Thus, Table 3.5 shows selected reference group identifications of
bla:.ks and whites inside and outside of college by level of protest activity.
For this further analysis by race, we have selected identification with "other
people of your generation," "your family," "the middle class," and "other
people of your race."

Looking first at the racial identifications of black and white youngsters,
we see that blacks are indeed much more likely than whites to identify with
people of their own race at all levels of protest activity. Notably, this
racial "consciousness" among blacks is quite pervasive, except in the group of
non-college blacks who have not protested. Among white youngsters, identifi-
cation with their own race appears to be less common with increasing protest
activity, except among a small number of advanced protesters in the non-college
sample.

64741
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With respect to generational identification, we anticipated that it
would be more intense as youngsters become more involved in protest activity,
and that this would be particularly so in the less supportive non-college
context. In fact, we found some indication of generational identification
with increasing protest involvement among non-college youngsters, but curi-
ously the opposite was true in the college context. When we examine genera-
tional identifications separately for blacks and whites, we find quite dif-
ferent patterns. For white youngsters, the variations in -enerational iden-
tifications by protest involvement either inside or outside of college are
essentially negligible. For black youngsters, on the other hand, the associ-
ations between generational identification and protest activity are substantial

and contrasting in the two samples. But before discussing the variations among
black youngsters inside and outside of college, let us gain a more complete
picture of the patterns of identification shown in Table 3.5.

The next item, identification with your family, displayed only a modest
pattern of decline with increasing protest activity in both samples in Table
3.4. We were surprised not to find a greater negative correlation between
family identification and protest activity in view of the importance attribu-
ted to the generation gap in discussions of youthful protest. When we intro-
duce race of respondent in Table 3.5, we find that white protesters as com-
pared to non-protesters outside of college experience a greater sense of
alienation from their families in conjunction with their protest activity.
As in the case of generational identification, the difference between protesters
and non-protesters among white college students has dropped to a negligible
level. At this point, then, the only indication of alienation we nave among
white protesters is this evidence of lesser identification with family among
the non-college white protesters.

The pattern for college and non-college blacks with respect to family
identificcation looks very much like their patterns of generational identifi-
cation. Protest activity is related to greater alienation among college blacks
and lesser alienation among non-college blacks. It is as if black college pro-
testers feel that their protest involvement takes them away from their parents
and peers, perhaps because their perspectives and ideological commitments have
developed to a point where they are no longer compatible with those of the
broader black community. By contrast, non-college black protesters appear to
feel closer to their parents and peers by virtue of their protest involvement,
perhaps because it more often takes place in their own home communities and
has nirect observable implications for the black communities in which they live.

Concerning identification with the middle class, we noted earlier that
such an identification was related to protest activity only for college students.
Table 3.5 now reveals that the relationship only holds for white college stu-
dents. Obviously, failing to separate blacks and whites in the earlier analysis

tended to mask the strength of this relationship among whites and to obscure
the fact that it occurs with increasing protest activity exclusively among col-

lege whites.

66 77

87
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Examining blacks and whites separately, then, helps to isolate appar-

,:ntly distinct patterns of alienation among college and non-college protesters.

White protest activity appears to be relatively unrelated to generational

identification in either sample. It is, however, somewhat related to aliena-

tion from the family among non-college protesters, and strongly associated

with alienation from the middle class among college protesters. Thus, white

protesters in both samples show a measure of alienation from the older genera-

tion but they differ with respect to specific reference points. White college

protesters seem to choose a more abstract reference point-- the middle class- -

which is intellectually familiar to them and the subject of their ideological

formulations. White non-college protesters, on the other hand, choose a con-

crete reference point--their own families-- in which disapproval of their pro-

test activity can produce direct conflict between them and their elders.

Moreover, the control for race pinpoints distinct differences in alienation

between blacks in the two samples. Black protesters in college are considerably

more alienated from their own generation and from their families than any other

group inside or outside of college. And, non-college black protesters, though

there are few of them, snow higher levels of identification with their own

generation and their families than any other group under ccnsideration.

Evidently, then, protest activity bears a different pattern of association

with reference group identifications for each of the racial groups in each con-

text. These data on identifications suggest that it might be wise to separate

black and white youngsters, as well as college and non-college youngsters, in

subsequent analyses. The need to deal with blacks and whites separately in

accounting for protest activity has been recognized in other studies (Kahn and

Bowers, 1970; Drum and Orum, 1968). In the present context, with relatively

few blacks in our college and non-college samples, the choice is between in-

cluding and excluding blacks in the subsequent analysis. With this question in

mind, let us consider one further piece of evidence relating to the orientations

of black and white protesters in the college sample.

Orientations Toward College Among Blacks and Whites

In research using these data, Yankelvich (1972) has distinguished between

two basic orientations of college students-- "career-minded" and "post-affluent."

(He used the term "fore-runner" to characterize the post-affluent group in an

earlier investigation; see Yankelvich, 1969.) These two groups of youngsters

were distinguished on the basis of their responses to a question asking them to

indicate which of two statements comes closest to their own points of view. The

statement indicating the career-minded or practical orientation reads:

"For me, college is mainly a practical matter. With a college edu-

cation I can earn more money, have a more interesting career, and

enjoy a better position in the society."

The statement indicating a post-affluent or fore-runner orientation reads:

lit
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"I'm not really concerned with the practical benefits of college.
L suppose I can take them for granted. College for me means some-
thing more intangible; perhaps the opportunity to change things
rather than make out within the existing system."

Post-affluent orientations among college youngsters have been credited
as critical factors in the emergence of the youth protest movement of the
19hOts. Thus, in their research on white college protesters, Flacks (1967)
and Keniston (1968) round that youngsters who become committed tc and in-
volved in protest activities are relatively free of the economic rressures
experienced by previous gnerations of college youngsters. Without such con-
cerns, they can more readily adopt values of egalitarianism and participatory
decision making which are, according to these investigators, encouraged by an
upbringing in educated, p:4.,cessional, upper middle class families. The findings
of Flacks and Ketliz.ccn do nJt, however, pertain to protest activity among black
youth. Moreover, what research there is on black student protest shows little
variation in protest activity by social class background (Orum and Orum, 1968.)
Indeed, there is reason to believe that black protesters will be rather prac-
tically minded, since their protest activity may be a matter of practical
politics for themselves and the broader black community.

!411,- we examine the relationship between this measure of orientation to
college and protest involvement separately for black and white students (the
question does not apply to non-college youngsters) a dramatic difference appears,
as shown in Table 3.6. Among white students, the proportion of post-affluent
youngsters increases substantially with increasing levels of protest activity;
among black students, on the other hand, the proportion giving a post-affluent
response drops off even more substantially with increasing protest activity.
Thus, in contrast with the high level of post-affluent orientation among white
,:olluge protesters, there is a high level of practical minded orientation among
black protesters.

Table 3.6

CENI GIVING POST-AFFLUENT AS OPPOSED TO CAREER-MINDED RESPONSE TO A QUESTION
ABOUT ORIENTATION TO COLLEGE BY LEVEL OF PROTEST ACTIVITY AND RACE AMONG COLLEGE

YOUTH ONLY

Level of Protest Activity

None One Two+

Blacks 50 45 30

(10) (11) (20)

Whites 38 49 77

(462) (105) (79)

768 47
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The pattern among blacks is, of course, based on a relatively small num-

utr of respondents and may, therefore, reflect sampling peculiarities. Only

44 blacks were included in the college sample and almost halt of them (20 in

number) come from a single all-black college which experienced a serious pro-

telit demonstration not long before the CBS News survey was conducted. Yet

further analysis of these data reveals that the same relationship between

ecientation and protest activity shows up not only among students from the

all-black college but also among the blacks drawn from the remaining colleges

in our sample.

In effect, the data on reUrence group identifications and orientations

to college suggest t It the protest involvement of black youth in general, and

1)1:v7k students in particular, may have different roots or sources than does the

vrotest involvement of white youngsters. The implication is that whites and

clacks should-be examined separately for an understanding of the dynamics of

protest involvement among these groups. Since we have too few blacks to permit

extensive analysis, our subsaquent investigation of youth protest will focus

primarily on white youth.

Cuuclusion

The first half of the chapter extends our earlier examination of pro-

testers and non-protesters inside and outside of college to the area of ideo-

logical commitment-- the justifiability of specific protest tactics, the need

a reform of various institutions, and the receptivity of rhetorical lan-

guage.

Youngsters' acceptance of specific protest tactics is strongly related

to their protest activity within each of the two samples and there is little

discrepancy in acceptance at a given level of protest activity between the

IWO samples. The only notable discrepancies are that college protesters tend

t.,) favor tactics involving confrontation with the police more than do non-

college protesters, and that non-protesters in college tend to favor tactics

involving civil disobedience more than do non-protesters outside of college.

With respect to needed institutional reforms, we find a more articulated

,'utteru of felt need for institutional reform among protesters in the college

Loutext than among those outside of it. The pattern of differences between

rutescers and non-protesters, particularly in college, suggests that these

ptutesters feel the need for reforms that would alter the nature and power

-f the "military-industrial complex" in society.

In terms of extremist rhetoric, we find that non-protesters outside of

)1Iege tend to be more receptive than non-protesters in college to inflam-

matory statements advocating the use of force and disruption to achieve politi-

cal or social ends. Among protesters, those in the college context appear to

.nor.! responsive to the call for a "mass revolutionary party" than their
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counterparts outside of college.

On questions of institutional reform and extremist rhetoric, then, we
find less difference between protesters awl non-protesters within each sample
and less uniformity of response between the two samples than we do in the case
of protest tactics. Yet, in perspective, these are minor variations within a
broader pattern of consistency within and between samples. In particular,
there are no cases in which the ideological commitments of protesters vis a
vis non - protesters show opposing tendencies in the two samples. The same can -
not ot be said for the reference group identifications or for orientations toward
college in the two samples.

our examination of reference group identifications in the second half of
this chapter was intended to reveal the nature and extent of alienation that
protesters nay experience from various reference points in society. We anti-
.-ipated that non-college protesters would show a greater measure of alienation,
in view of the evidence in the previous chapter that there is less sympathy or
support for the aims of activities in the non-college context. Contrary to our
expectation, we find that alienation is actually more evident among college than
among non-college protesters relative to non-protesters in their respective
samples. However, these differences appear to be due, in large measure, to a
relatively high sense of identification with various social groups and reference
points among the college youngsters who have not engaged in protest activity.
Thus, the identifications among college and non-college protesters are not
very different, with a few notable exceptions.

One of these exceptions-- identification with other people of your race--
suggested the possibility that some of the differences in identifications be-
tween the two samples might be attributable to differences in the racial compo-
sition of the two samples. Controlling for race on a selected group of identi-
fications with peers and elders tended to clarify and pinpoint areas of aliena-
tion for tilt! virious groups of youngsters. There appears to be a strong sense
of allimatioa among the white college protesters, and a moderate sense of aliena-
tion ;tom their tium families among the non-college white protesters. Neither
group, however, ianifests alieaation from the members of their own generation,
once race is r_ontrolled.

3used on Nany fewer cases, the patterns of identification among black
y,-ungsters are quite discrepant between the two samples. Thus, black col-
iuge protesters show considerable alienation from both peers and elders, where-

black non-college protesters show relative identifications with peers and
elders. Moreover, the fact that the patterns of identification for blacks
.:nd whites cider within each sample led us to consider the possibility of
removing blacks from our analysis of protest involvement.

To end, we examined the relationship between protest involvement
and orientation to college among black and white college students. The data

..how that the post-affluent orientation to college is strongly associated with



BEST COPY AMP!!!

protest activity among white college youngsters, but thatits alternative, a

practical or career-minded orientation to college, is even more strongly

associated with such activity among black college students.

In view of these divergent patterns of orientation to college and identi-

fication with social reference points between blacks and whites, we have deci-

ded to exclude the black youngsters from the upcomlng analysis. The investi-

gation to follow, the., will be concerned primarily with the roots of protest

activity among white Non-college youth, college revolutionaries,

and black youn,sters both inside and outside of college will serve only as

comparison groups or reference points in our upcoming analysis.

:sates to Chapter 3

i. Parenthetically, it is interesting to note that the least accepted protest

tactic and the most accepted counter tactic both involve property, aprArently

reflecting the sacredness of property rights in American society.

2. This pattern is consistent with research indicating that the college exper-

ience promotes a critical perspective on existing social institutions (for a

review of these findings, see Feldman and Newcomb, 1969).
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CHAPTER 4

THE INSTITUTIONAL CONTEXT AND PROTEST ACTIVITY

College urdoubtedly provides a young person with occupational opportunities

that would be closed to him without a college degree. By the same token, at-

tending college in 1969-- indeed throughout the middle and late 60s-- would

appear to have provided young people with opportunities and social support for

political protest which they would not have encountered outside of college.

Chapter 2 has shown that opportunities for involvement in protest oriented

organizations, the desire for further protest involvement, and support for the

aims of protesters are all greater among youth in the college than in the non-

college environment. Indeed, this activating effect of the college environ-

ment appears to be reflected among non-college youth who have been exposed to

college.

Now, if the college environment is conducive to protest activity, it would

seem only natural to suppose that the environments of some colleges are more

conducive than those of others, especially in view of the widely recognized

diversity of college environments in American higher education (Riesman, 1956;

Astin, 1968b; Feldman and Newcomb, 1969). As noted in Chapter 1, efforts to

identify and isolate institutional effects on protest activity have met with

methodological difficulties, but recent investigations have begun to disen-

tangle individual and institutional effects and to find that institutional

characteristics make a substantial and independent contribution to youthful

protest activity.

Several contextual studivs have begun to unravel the effects of institu-

tional quality (Kahn and Bowers, 1970; Pierce and Bowers, 1974). Specifically,

these investigations have shown that students of a given social background and

academic ability have a greater likelihood of becoming involved in protest

activity if they attend institutions of nigh academic standing. Within a given

college, or colleges of a given quality level, social background and ability

level appear relatively unrelated to protest involvement. Furthermore, within

top ranking institutions, they found that serious academic commitment, as re-

flected in the amount of time students spent studying and the grades they re-

ceive, is associated with protest involvement, but not so at institutions of

lesser quality. In addition, faculty contact at these institutions, though

not at lower quality schools, is associated with protest activity independently

of grades and time spent studying. Perhaps for these reasons, the top ranking

institutions activate a larger fraction of their potential protesters-- those

who are sympathetic wich or do not disapprove of protest activity.

Thus, at least for the early period from 1963 through 1966 of the youthful

protest movement, it appears that institutions of exceptional prestige and qual-

ity tended to politicize students. Through serious acadcic commitment and

contact with faculty at these schoold, students appear to have become sensitive
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and Lunc,:rned about major political and social issues. At institutions of

academic quality, on the other hand, students showed no increased politi-
cal concern or awarenesL. between 1963 and 1966 that sould be attributed to the

institutional context. When students did become involved in protest activity,

it seemed to be more a function of their personal contacts and commitments and

less a function of contact with or involvement in the academic programs of the

tastitution.

The role of institutional size is perhaps more ambiguous, especially as

it ,i(ay affect individual involvement in protest activity. Studies have re-

peatedly found that size is associated with the incidence of demonstrations

(Leterson, 1968; Hodgkinson, 1970; Scott and El-Assul, 1969; Blau and Slaughter,

.ki,11) and in several instances (the last two citations) they have concluded that

:w,vitutional size is the most important determinantof such protest demonstra-

citns. Following Peterson (1968) investigators have interpreted the effects of

by suggesting that it provides a "critical mass" needed to mobilize and

01ganize effective protest demonstrations. According to this logic, the larger

bchoul, the greater the absolute number of potential protesters, and hence

,c-eater the likelihood that a sufficient number can be mobilized to mount

.....1.,,ruptive demonstration.

Yet this argument says nothing about the effects of size on the level of

.udividual involvement in protest activity or the proportion of students at an

1...J;:itution that will become involved;, t is framed exclusively in terms of the

,,.,_:urreace of collective disturbances.1 Others have argued (Scott and El-Assul,

'-)0; Blau and Slaughter, 1971) that the association between size and protest

ts4wonstrations really reflects the effects of bureaucracy in educational insti-

Litions and the attendent frustrations, impersonality, and lack of individual

ti!-Lition that students experience. This argument suggests that disruptive

,witrations may result from mounting levels of protest involvement among

.;:dividual students at larger, more bureaucratic institutions. Empirical data

the level of protest involvement among students at institutions of varying

however, show that size bears little or no relationship to protest activ-

.1, ;Ir. least during the period for 1963 to 1966 (Kahn and Bowers, 1970).

111 addition to quality and size, several other college characteristics

been examined for their association with youthful protest. These include

,e4ional location of the college, the size of the community in which it is

lucated, the level of curriculum or degrees offered, the type of institutional

ontrol, Pte. Yet the available studies have not consistently established that

._use factors have an independent effect on the incidence of protest demonstra-

tl)ns, and there is no research examining the relationship between such variables

.did the level of individual involvement in protest activity.

oqr purpose in this chapter will be to assess the effects of institutional

hdracteristics on the level of protest involvement among college students. We

Degin with institutional quality which previous research suggests as an impor-

tant determinant of protest activity. We then explore other institutional

Lharacteristics in conjunction with quality for their independent contributions
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to protest involvement. Once we have a picture of the relative effects of the
various institutional characteristics, we shall attempt to interpret these ef-
fects in terms of the personal values and dispositions of students-- their
commitment to traditional values, their critical perspectives on society,
their orientations toward college, and the like-- which are strongly related
to protest activity and may be affected by the kinds of colleges they attend.

The Measurement and Institutional

The academic quality of colleges and universities is perhaps the most
fundamental dimension of institutional stratification in higher education.
Essentially it refers to an institution's ability to contribute to the devel-
opmentof knowledge in various academic fields and to offer exceptional programs
of study to students in these disciplines. More specifically, top ranking
institutions will have extensive educational resources including library and
laboratory facilities; they will have instructors of established accomplish-
ment and reputation; they will attract students of exceptional ability and
motivation; and they will apply exacting standards of academic performance to
the work of their students. In short, the best colleges and universities will
be those with the best resources, programs, teachers, and students ... Graduation
from such institutions is typically regarded as a mark of distinction, and these
schools are often said to leave their imprint upon a student.

Investigators have used any number of specific indicators to reflect school
quality. Such measures as the number of books in the school library, the number
of books per student, the number of Ph.D.'s on the faculty, the faculty/student
ratio, the college board or intelligence test scores of entering students, the
proportion of merit scholar winners in the student body, the proportion of stu-
dents on honors or independent study programs, the proportion of students going
on to graduate work have been used singly and in various combinations. Sub-
jective ratings of the prestige or reputation of the school in the eyes of
knowledgable educators throughout the -country have also been used to identify
the very top ranking institutions.

For present purposes, we have selected three readily available measures
to comprise an index of institutional quality. They are measures of: (1) en-
vironmental pressures toward academic performance (Cass and Birnbaum, 1969);
(2) selectivity of admissions (Cass and Birnbaum, 1969); and (3) academic
ability of entering liberal arts students (Hazel, 1970). Two of these three
measures are themselves indices consisting of various component indicators.

Environmental pressures for academic performance is a composite measure
developed by Cass and Birnbaum to characterize the academic emphasis and com-
petition at a school. It is based on de nature of academic requirements, the
minimum passing grade average, the amount of time expected in outside prepara-
tion for class, requirements for comprehensive or qualifying examinations,
and the proportion of students going on for advanced study. Cass and Birnbaum

74 1,
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lo not indicate precisely how these elements were combined to form their index.
Yhey classiiy schools as "rigorous," "quite intense," intense," "moderately
s t rong," "moderate," and "weak." We have collapsed the top three distinctions
into a category we refer to as "strong," the next two inLo a category we have

ailed "moderate," and we have adopted the "weak" category as designated in
:ariS and Birnbaum.

he ateaSue of selectivity of admissions, drawn. from Cass and Birnbaum, is
A-wd on the number and quality of students applying to the institution and the

prA:ortion accepted among those who apply. The authors note that a simple

ratio of the number accepted to the number who apply can be misleading since
r,c!lods reemce the number of applications by charging an application fee,

bcoming known as highly competitive. In this case as well, the authors
expliLit about the formula used to combine these elements. Their final

itegolies are: "most selective," "highly selective," "very selective," "quite

lective," "selective," and "not selective." We have again reduced these dis-
intion:; Lo three basic categories: "very selective," combining the first knit-
ov.orim and the "selective" and "not selective" adopted as is.

the data on entering freshmen ability scores come from the admissions
of the respective institutions in response to a questionnaire circu-

s ,[,(1 by lazel (1970). The information is published by her in five categories:

-AL:r 2H or above, SAT above 625"'; "ACT 26-27, SAT 575-625"; "ACT 24-25, SAT

525-575"; "ACT 22-23, SAT. 475-525"; and "ACT 21 or below, SAT under 475." We

ti,tve reduced these five categories to three by collapsing the top two and the

I itorn two.

our index of academic quality is the sum of an institution's score on
tut..L. dimensions. In Table 4.1 we present the 30 institutions sampled

: 1h1s re.ioarch, their scores on the three components of our index and their

::.p,,site index scores. (The list of institutions serving as sampling points
In this survey has been previously published in Yankelovich, 1972: 191.)

Ali!,,q4h Table 4.1. lists 30 schools, not all of them will be included in

-iubiequent analysis of institutional effects. Central State College at

:L11)urft.ee, Ohio is an all-black institution which had wide protest not long

iti 7iLudents were surveyed by Yankelovich Inc. As we observed at the

.I thapter 3, the factors that account for protest involvement are likely

t be AitCrent for black and white college. students. A thoroughgoing analysis

,i protest involvement among college-going blacks cannot be undertaken here in

the relatively small number of black students in this sample and the

t. that about half of them come from only one institution. It should be

..r, then, twit to group Central State College with other institutions at
-oiparable levels on our quality index would confound rather than clarify the

;-.1r-4s of protest involvement low-quality institutions.2

It .ihoeld also be noted that six of these institutions listed in Table

4.1 are junior colleges. The data on academic pressures, institutional selec-

tivity and entering freshman ability levels were not available from these

75
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ACADEMIC. QUALITY INDEX SCORES FOR COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES

Specific Institutions
competi-
tiveLess

Selec-
tivity

Mean
Ability

Index
score

01 Univ. of Pittsburgh 2 1 1 4

02 Nassau Community Collegea X X X X

03 Harvard University 1 1 1 3

04 Kansas State University 3 3 2 8

05 University of Minnesota 2 2 1 5

06 University of Nebraska 3 3 2 8

07 University of Wisconsin (Madison) 1 1 1 3

08 University of Arkansas 3 3 3 9

09 George Washington University 1 1 1 3

10 Univ. of California (Berkeley) 1 1 2 4

11 Los Angeles City Collegea X X X X

12 Arizona State University 3 3 X 9

13 University of Rhode Island 2 2 1 5

14 University of Rochester 1 1 1 3

15 Amherst College 1 1 1 3

16 Elmira College 2 2 2 6

17 Delta Collegea X X X X

18 University of Missouri 3 3 3 9

19 Hanover College 2 1 2 5

20 Central State College, Ohio
b

X X X X

21 St. Gregory's College, Oklahomaa X X X X

22 Georgia State College 2 3 3 8

23 McNeese State Collegea 3 3 X 9

24 Asheville-Biltmore College 3 3 3 n

25 Delmar Collegea X X X X

26 Putman College 2 2 2 6

27 Western Washington St. College 2 2 2 6

28 Portland State College, Oregon 3 3 3 9

29 Rio Hondo Jr. Collegea X X X X

30 Walla Walla College 3 3 X 9

a Junior College bAll-Black institution X data not available

16
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sources for junior colleges. These school are, therefore, unranked in terms

of academic quality according to our index, and consequently must be excluded

from the analysis of quality effects.3

Thus, our analysis of the effects of academic quality will include only

23 of the 30 schools listed in Table 4.1 These 23 schools are grouped ac-

cording to their scores on our index of academic standing in Table 4.2. For

each level of academic quality, we then present the percentage of students

involved in protest activity, the mean number of involvements per student,

the number of students on which the statistics are based, and the number of

schools falling into the specific quality category.

Table 4.2

LEVEL OF PROTEST INVOLVEMENT BY INSTITUTIONAL QUALITY

Score on
Institutional
Quality Index

(High) 3

4

5

6

7

8

(Low) 9

Percent of Stu-
dents Involved
in Protest
Activity

55

52

26

18

16

16

Mean Number
of Protest
Activities
Per Student

Number
of

Students

Number
of

Schools

.99 96 5

.85 52 2

.39 74 3

.27 66 3

4111.10 0 0

.18 55 3

.23 158 7

Despite the small number of schools and students in some quality cate-

gories, the relationship between institutional quality and student protest

involvement is strong and consistent. With each step down the quality ladder,

the percentage involved in protest activity and the mean number of involve-

ments per student drops off consistently until we reach the very lowest qual-

ity level.

Clearly, the schools in the top two categories on our llity index have

rates of protest involvement well above the remaining schm. These repre-

sent the colleges of high reputation and prestige, essentia: the nation's

77
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leading colleges and universities. Five institutions are tops on all three

dimensions and two public universities, probably because of admissions poli-

cies set by law, fail to meet the top criteria in selectivity or mean ability

of entering freshmen. We shall therefore subsequently group those schools

scoring "three" and "four" on our index of institutional quality and refer to

them as the nation's leading or top ranking institutions.

At the other extreme we have schools which are low on all three or on

two of the three dimensions of quality. These schools show the lowest pro-

portions of students involved in protest activity and the lowest rates of

involvement per student. Unlike the nation's leading institutions where a

majority of students have engaged in some form of protest, less than one in

five students have done so at these relatively low quality institutions.

Again, the levels of student protest involvement at schools in these two

index categories are very comparable. We shall group them together and hence-

forth refer to them as institutions of low academic quality.

As Table 4.1 shows, there is considerable congruity among the scores an

institution receives on the three basic dimensions of academic quality. For

instance, no institution received "one" on one dimension and "three" on another.

Thus, all schools scoring "six" did so by having intermediate ranks on all

three dimensions. And, all of those scoring five again did so by ranking

intermediate on two and high on one dimension. It seems fair, then, to re-

gard these schools scoring "five" and "six" on our index as truly intermediate

in terms of academic quality. As Table 4.2 shows, they are intermediate as

well in level of protest involvement-- decidedly below the top ranking schools,

but clearly above the low quality institutions in this regard.

Quality Vis-a-Vis Other College Characteristics

Our purpose in this section is to ascertain whether the relationship

between institutional quality and protest involvement is independent of other

characteristics of the colleges and their broader social environments. Let

us turn first to characteristics of a broader institutional environment;

namely, the region of the country and the type of the community in which the

school is located. Then we shall examine characteristics of the college

itself, including type of control, level of offerings, and size of enrollment.

Previous research (Hodgkins:, t, 1970) has indicated that student protest

is least common at schools in the South. Similarly our data show the lowest

rates of protest involvement (16r in the South, as compared to the Northeast

states (31%), the North Central sates (29%), and the Western states (30%).

To what extent do regional differences in protest activity among institutions

account for higher levels of protest involvement at high quality institutions?

Table 4.3 answers this question.

The percentage and mean differences among the cells of the tables in this

78
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section must be interpreted with caution since the values are sometimes based
on data from only one institution (indicated by an asterisk in the tables.)
Consequently, we should be looking for gelLeral patterns in the data and not
attributing too much importance to particular cells which may be out of line
because of idiosyncracies of a siagie institution.

eographic
Location

.

/4' :,:etheast

..

RA north Cenral
-:

OF 2AjTe:ST I.O.IOL.V..:MNT AMONG COLLLGi:. ST;..U.NTS

BY INSTITUTIONAL QUALITY AND GEOGRAPaIC LOCATION

Institutional Quality Total

Top Rane.ing iazerae.,:lace

Per
Cent

Low All :::-..:-11.4 ...,,...

Per
Cent

Mean
Score

2er
Cent

Mean
Score

Mean
Score

Ier
Cent

Mea.:.

Score

52 .84 19 .19 -- -- 31 .62

(82) (43) (0) (125)

72 1.72 29. .47 18 .23 29 ...,

(la)* (55) (76) (149

45 .73 9 .09 10 .13 16
(22)* C23)* (77) (122)

54 .89 26 .58 20 .32
30 .f"(26)* (19)* (60) (105)

cedcages and means bases on students from only one institution

Oeaotaily speaking, the affects of school quality remain clearly evide:'.
i.n. rcgWn. The top rank. ng institu:.ions have the highest rate of proc.e.t:

.sivem,nL within each reg...-a. In ot..er words, the effects of school quail
awn in Table 4.2 hold up wA:11 e co!.. :)1 for region although the pattern i.

somewhat less consistent within regions than overall owing to idiosyncratic
variations produced by individual schools. For example, the exceptionally
revel of protest involvement for the intermediate quality level in the SOUL;.
attributable to a single school.

in addition, the regional uonzinue6 co be evident. The lower I.
of protest invoivemcnt in Cho South hoid6 up even when we control for acade

quality. Indeed, this region shows the lowest levels of protest involvemer.:

so.
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each quality category. hence, the Southern regional enviroamunt would :Weil, iv

have an inhibiting effect on protest activity, apart from ins;.itntionol

Another aspect of a school's environment is the community setti.*.6 Li

it is located. There is some evidence sehools in li..rger co.-...a.an...ciez, .1:

bun settings ::(.1.,:$6 .

-naer 0. . . ...

C: ....A0.4

rcsCcS Of cr.;;.

7v4 pzotest.

caused stuuents

6.4 , 4% a .4. 1" .11::1.4,.i ( 1 1. ' 4: 1

'1'he .iata presence:: in Table 4.- v:164

test invo..vement occur at schools in me.-..cop..)-itdr. are,.s bat

.:entral city (32Z). Schools in tn,, ilon-Lct:opolitan

(21%). however, these overali uirferdnces t%e of

.n protest activity ay community setting Le.lu to disappear within caLe...ries

tnstitational quality. Apparently, th verail pattern of protest activity

community setting is iargeiy u iunction of differences in the locations of
rutions of varying quality. Thus, the "base figures in Table 4.4 show

uetropolitan, non-central city setting has a disproportionate number ot std'.'

at top-ranking schools, chat the non-metropolitan setting has relatively few

from leading institutions, and the eent:al city setting lolls in between in .n1;

respect.

Interesting enough, when we examine zhe mean level of proLest

instead of the percentage o scud' -s invoived, there are small but consisckl
di:::erences within cu.:11ty cateries; .:ie mean level of protest a.ltivity

Ln the non-metro,nditun sci,00ls ...iu Lighest in the eentral city sce.00,

within ea,:n of tile c,ality cLte-i;ories. ividencly, the urbanizuLion oi La,
Ling of an institution does coacribuce slipziy :o ti..e level of procesz ir.vL y.-

mew: among its students-- riot so much he proportion wi.o oecome invo.ve, -

Lo the proportion who reach the aUvaaced st.:,,es of protest activity

W111) Co become involved.

On the basis of Tables 4.3 anu 44, t"en, it ta.lt the only

ment;11 caaracteristic which :las a noticeably indepeuaent effect on szuen,

protest is locaLion in the Socta. conservative political traLlit:Lon

South seems to nave .n ihi.kti, ect: oa student illvolveea: n 2.7o..-

actIvity az al- levels of ::ehool. quaiicy. Otherwise, urtanization of zne

anity sezzings appear CO be slightly asscciatec wita .nean level of ?test
6.dt wita F.taLe.7.ts invalvcta.

ci,a-ity, on c..e otr.er ar, iaLepanuent

broader c2nviconmentai Zactor..

but i:s oureaecret...c compie%-ty-- zi it a mu...tiuniversi,7-- w.. .

410
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Table 4.4

LEVEL OF PROTEST INVOLVEMENT AMONG COLLEGE STUDENTS
BY INSTITUTIONAL QUALITY AND COMMUNITY SETTING

Community
Setting

Institutional Quality

vi:22-122L1 intermeciigt::

P A , ..
. ....

Ca..-,r

Low

Total

A:1 Quality

Par Mean
Cent Score

n....Lt.. V -
A ..: ..... . .

Cent ....... ,

>1 r.

Sz..)ra

.. .. &
. 3 -

,:on:

%).
..0.4.14.

.:...:,:.:

.
Central City 56 1.01 24 .59 20 .27 32 .5: ;

ether Metro-
politan area 52

(77)

.89

(46)

22

(118)

.22 44

(241)

.69
(44) (0) (18)*. (62)

Non-Metro-
politan area 52 .82 21 .31 19 .14 21 .31

(27) (94) (77) (198)

*
Percentages and means based on students from only one institution

is responsible for the high levels of alienation and dissatisfaction (Kerr,
1964) and protest involvement (Scott and El-Assul, 1969; Blau and Slaughter,
1971). It also seems to be the case that private universities afford a mora
favorable climate for academic freedom and political expression (Williamson
and Cowan, 1966; Lazarsfeld and Theilens, 1958). By cross classifying type
of control (public/private) and level of offering (college/university) we
can identify specific types of institutions, such as private universities,
which might be expected in terms of these considerations to have particularl;
high levels of protest involvement.

Our data do*indeed show that private institutions in this sample have a
relatively high level of protest involvemenL: 4noag stucents (51%). The
of involvement at private universities, pubii.; universities, and public col-
leges are decidedly lower (22%, 32%, and l9 Z, respectively). Private univer-
sities are typically high quality institutions. Is their relatively high ra::
of protest involvement a function of their academic quality or of the fact
that they are private and complex educational structures?

Table 4.5 snows clearly that it is inst::.tutional quality and not type of
control or level of offering that ,xcounts the high level of protest in-
volvement among students a: ?rivate u:-.:vt-r.it. As it turns out, ci2 au;
private universities fall into the to r,In...ing-cateLories of inst:Ltu..:ional

ine

t
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Compared with other institutions
t.luir rate of protest involvement is no h.;.g.ner.

Table 4.5

LEVEL 0! ?AOTEST INVOLV;:MENT AMO.N.0 COL:,EGE STLiMXT:i .!Y
INSTLT.;71...AAL AN. =2 0: .;oN:XJ.IL.:.VEL 6F

%a 4. .

Lype Zaatrol/
Level a of fer1::

TaT :

:)core

2e:

Cent Score

Publ.c Uni-
versity 57 1.07 2ti .45 18 .21 ..)2 .52: . (42, (114) %. ..0.

.

Public College -- ...... 26 .oJc 17 .25 /5 ....:

(0) (19)* ('.9) 636Y

141 y: ..

Private Uni- y
versity 51 .82 -- -- -- -- 51 .82

(51) (0) (0) (51)

Private College 52 .82 18 .22 7 .20 22

(27)* (79) (30)* (110)

*
Percentages and means beased on students from anly one ihstitution

There is a suggestion in Table 4.5 neat private colleges tend to aavc
lveis of protest activity chan other types of institutions. Thus, zne
colleges In this sqmple have the lowest- proportion of students involved in
test activity and the lowest mean score on the ?rotest. activity indcx in CaL
low and intermediate quality cateaories. To :De sure, only four private
are involved in these comparisons and cite differences oetween them and t..e

types of schoois are :lot great. So, we can suggest quite tenza:ively
private colleges may have an inhiblzing or :eszraining effect on p::.,test
icy, perna,:s becaLse they tend to nave relatively conservative orienti.tions
to attract students who are committed to relatively restricted educa-Lona.
2.,:rposes.

And, w.:at doour 2crha?s tnan any occ:r iastitutional car....-

:cristit, as we have nzted, ..itze of u.nroli...:nt ...as been regarded a

c-ng factor in studcaL unrest. awn.J tc o:

schools a 1.i.kelihooci a. being inciade... sample accordin-;

this sample grossly ovLrrep:esencs iar,e, s.:nools earoll:aen:, c. 13,0CA,
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and over. Investigations of Peterson (1966; 1968) and Pierce and Bowers
(1974) are based on samples of institutions which are reflective of che
population of colleges and universities, these data, like those of Scott anu

141-Assul (1969), overrepresent larger institutions. Tnus, when examining
the effects of institutional size in this sample, we will be concerned with

the upper extremes oZ site continuu.

Our data ia s-c.w

iteiy increases w..:tn sc'nool size. 1.:

ixaoliments of 5,000 or less, az.o.16

20,000 students, and (33Z) i.c schoois or more t'n:in 20,000 bcuuent...

Is this ecause the lari,er schoais :end to be of higher academic quality?
Tne columns of Table 4.6 provide the answer.

4.0

LEVEL OF PitOTEST INVOLVEY AY.ONG COLLEGZ STINTS
BY INSTITUTIONAL QUALITY AND SIZE OF ENROLLMENT

Institutional Quality Tota-,

TaRanKin intermediate Low All Qua;i11

Size of
Enrollment

?er dean
cent Score

Pe. Mean
Ceti:. Score

ter Mean
Cent Score

per Mean
Cent Sc:,re

__......

Under 5,000
students 52 .82 18 .22 10 .17 19 .4)

(27)* (79) (83) (189)

5,000 - 20,000
students 51 .62 21 .37 20 .24 29

(51) (38) (87) (176,

Over 20,000
students 57 1.07 39 .70 21 .26 33

(70) (43)* (43) (136)

Percentages and means Oased on stuuents from only one institution

Thc e::fects U= scricoi size re: _c,:a Du.: not alto6ether eliminatec ....

categories of institutional quality. T:le very Largest institutions with
or more F,tudents navc slightly higher propo:tions of smdents involvec

:est activity than co inszlt.,:tLons quailzy

dories. nowever, tne LifZerences awe 0:14 a :few 2ercentag points except i..
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the intermediate level of quality where there is only one very large insti-
tution. At the other elle, schools 0; it:6th the :;,000 students tend to have
th lowest proportions of stuCents engaging in protest activity, but again
the differences are small, only reaching 1U percentage points in L. .tow

quality category. At least in terms of the percentage di SL44;elii:o ;Allf0iVv0
ia protest activity, Lae..." ins i saows . ."4,Lfy

siscent ze

a:a eas recenciy .-aaa develo?ec ,,owers,

proesters -: large: s.:.cols in
collesive, organized and .:sire -corc 6roup activists a:
Although tneir proportions were no i;reacar at. ls,rgar tr.ey

the average, engagec in protest activity ovei. 4 longer iJG oi or
reaches more advancea stages of protest ectiviry chun
smaller schools. We noted d sii,;ht bur consistent pattern of this sort in
Taale 4.4; mean score:; on the protest activity index were relatee the

urbanization of the institutional sett:av; although the proportion involved
were not. Does a similar pattern of variation in mean protest scores show
up with respect to size in Table 4.6?

dowever, the mean differences in protest involvement follow closely the
pattern of percentage differences in Table L.6. Although the magnitudes of
the mean differences anti the percentage uifierences are not :iirec,ly com-
parable, there is little justification in the table for arguing that size
contributes more to the extent of protest involvement than it uoes to the
proportion of students who become involved. In view of the relatively small
number of schools in this sample and the relatively slight association betwee:
protest involvement and size, :nese data cannot be said to indicate a sig-
nificant relationship between institutional size anu individual protest
activity. What the table does clearly sl-.ow, as have the four preceding
it, is mat quality has by far the strongest indapeneent effect on protest
activity among the various college characteristics we have examinee.

A Muitivariate Assessment of lastitutior.al .:f;:ects

We are now ready to make a more compreLleasive assessment of the effects
of institutional characteristics on inuividual protest behavior. Up to
point, we have examined the effects o: co11,2ge cheracteristics inclvidu.iiy
i:nd in conjunction with academic quaiicy in a series of cross tabulations.
In this section, we shall assess the effects of each of the..e characterist
ilw.epenuently of the bcner four, we ce::ermine how well thesm five -0.
le6e variables, as 4 group, CCOJZ: variability -a )rct:::,c.

activity among the 23 collees ana universities under examination.

:or tlese i)r7t-L.d6, Wd tura to reres.,ion techniques.
cross tabulation aaalysis, regression will enable us to bring 1 iarge:

95
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of variables into the analysis and to estimate their effects by statistically
adjusting for their associations with the other variables under examination.
Of course, the reliability of these estimates depends upon sample size, the
number of variables under consideration, and the strengili of A.he intereor-
relations among them. We shall Indic...Le Abtatisticl sigaif_nce of th,
inuividual effect pnl.i.,..4eters in .

Dy the . -

variab..es.

Kegression anaiysls ihe -,_,..-

sment nave an essentialiy iinear to L.1'04 (4d.),:;-..1z er...er.aa

vctriaoie. On t..e nas:,6 of the relations:lips zevealed in zne

tabular analysis, we have, in some instances, been able to recode Lae eolle
characteristics in order to maximize thxi: potntial independent- effect,

on protest activity. Thus, we have made :he followlai chnngea is the
examined in Table 4.3 throuzn 4.5 for use ia the subsequent re,;:ession

RegionSouth: The only aspect of regional location consistently asso.:..-
aced with protest activity within categories of quality is southern re-
gional location, as shown in Table 4.3. This recorded form of the re-
gional variable therefore, scores south as "1" and the other regions as

"0".

Settin--Urban: There is s:ight but ..onsistent relationship betwee tt/.
a...a.m....a -a. ...a. -a. M.N....

banization of the setting and Level of protest involvement within cate-
gories of institutional cuality; however, the overall relationship As
curvilinear as shown in Table 4.4. To maximize this variable's potenA,AA
effect on protest activity, consistent with its independent effect as
shown in Table 4.4, we have scored '!central city" and "metropolitan" as
"1" and 'hon-metropolitan" as "0".

Private/College: Of the type of control/level of offering combinations
in Table 4.5, the private colle;e category appearea to have sligttly
lower levels of protest a-tivity :aaa thc: other combinations, althongh

not altogether consistently so. %,;e. .-...lerefo:e, scored tne pn.vaL..

college combination as "1" aau :he otner combinations as "0".

Table 4.7 shows corre.L:4.:1.6 0.: each of the institutional characte.-...,

tics witi. protest activity (cblaz.n .1) ,:r.d the standardizes regression coef:1-

cients or "beta weights" of each Ui these variables in three slightly differ en.

regression analyses (column:; 2-4). The beta weights are estimates of the 1:1--

dapendea: effect of :nree variables. Th.! multiple correlation coefficients

?:esenten 10.,.:2 2 show the extent to WnIC:1

tiVd college caaracteristics L'oiarly aecount for the variation ia protest

The fi.i.. ex:en: o: variabi:.ty ia protest

represented ay i-:-.e MuiLiple coefficienA: of a regression analysis

11
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in which each of the specific colleges (except one as a reference category)
are entered into the regression equation ai (dummy) variables. As shown at
the bottom of the table, the multiple correlation coefficient for the equation
with each school as a variable is .45 which is equivalent to baying trait 20.2
percent of the variance in protest activity (R2) occurs between or among inst.-
tutions.

COLLEGE CriAl:ACTLAISTICS AS PL:LJILTORS a PROTLST ACT.LVITY

College Characteristics

Institutional Quality

Index A

index B

Index C

Waits wi.h Prozest A:tiviy
Lions with Vsin6 Various ML,Asnres of t;u.l-Ly
Protest
Activity Quality Aa

.34

.36

.37

.31

Size of Enrollment .22 .01

Setting-- Urban .14 .09

Region-- South -.16 -.12

Private/College -.10 -.08

ultiple Correlation for tae
five college characteristics .38

Multiple Correlation for tee specific
colleges as dummy variables = .45

Qualify

.31

.32

.05

.06

-.11 -.09

.J0

a
Index A distinguishes the following quality categories: "top ranking" (scoci
"intermediate" (scored 1), and "low" (scored 0), the distinctions used in
Tables 4.3 tnrough 4.6.
b
Index B collapses the "4.ntermediate" and "low" quality categories, leavia,
"top ranking" (scored l) and all others (scored 0).

-Index C subdivides the "top ranking" category :nto "outstanding- univers-1,
(scored 2) and "leading institutions" (scored 1) . All other schools

scored 0.

It



In Table 4.7 we examine the results of three regression analyses which
differ only in the measurement of institutional quality employee. The first
regression (column 2) uses the three category measure of quality precisely as
it appeared in Tables 4.3 through 4.6 above. The beta coefficients show that
institutional quality is by far the strongest determinent of protest activity
among the five college characteristics under consideration. Southern regions:
location shows A small au.: significant eficc: on protest activity, and the
remainin three inatitution;:i aave iaccaseLt-a-

,:he direct effect of quality ico2s iza iaitial
relation (from r = .34 to b = .3i) . Oa tae otner hand, scnaol 4ize loseb vir-
tually all of its initial correlation with protest activity in the rewessioa
analysis (r = .22; b = .61). Thus, the regression indicates not only that
institutional quality dominates as the predictor of protest activity, but al.o
that the effect of scaoot size is almost altogether attributable to its associ-
ation with quality and che'orner three iastitutional character:At:es in the
equation.

As a group, these five college characteristics dhow a multiple correla
of .38 with protest activity, which means that they jointly account for 14.4
percent of the variance in scores on our protest activity index. This is not
far below the full institutional variability of 20.2 percent derived from thit
regression equation with each college (save one) as a dummy variable (R = .45).
Notably, school quality alone accounts for 11.6 percent (r = .34), or more than
half of the institutional variability in protest activity.

In view of the important role of institutional quality as a determinant
of individual protest activity, we have repeated the regression analysis snowy
in column 2 with somewhat different measures of institutional quality in coluzins
3 and 4 to see whether alterations in the measurement of quality will change
the estimated effect of quality and the other institutional characteristics to
any substantial degree.

In column 3 we have collapsed the "low" and "intermediate" levels on our
measure of quality to form a dichotomous variable which distinguishes only
between the "top ranking" institutions and all others. Note in column 1 that
the effect of this change is actually to increase the zero order correlation
of quality with protest activity (from .34 to .36). Obviously, distiaguishinc;
between the low and intermediate quality categories added to the variance in
the quality measure without a corresponding differentiation in protest activity.
Reference to Table 4.2 shows a rather sharp difference in level of protest
activity between the top ranking schools (scoring "3" and "4" on our quality
measure) and the others. Review of Tables 4.3 through 4.6 shows that dif-
ferences in level of protest activity between the intermediate and low quali:y
iastitutioas are often small and sometimes inconsistent.4

The use of this dichotomous quality measure in the regression

nowever, produces only very minor e.-.an8es in the estimated effects of tha var.-

ous college characteristics. Quality ano southern regional location retain
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virtually the same effects, and the other three college characteristics snow
only minor changes which do not alter their status as insignificant predictors
of protest activity. Furthermore, using the dichotomous quality measure adds
only slightly to the variance accounted for in protest activity (increases
from .38 to .39).

Finally, in column 4, Wu present cne resulcs of a regfesin
with still another vei.sion of the qL:,.:J..y mea6-arc. tidp

schools aave been subdivided into "oucscandia, ativers:zies" ;aerkoley.
Harvard, and Wisconsin) which rank amo.e, ,:he five or 60 bast univeze,,
in the country (Carter, 1969), and 11:1ac,ing

Pittsburgh, Oberlin, and Rochester) which score in the ts:p two categories
our measure of quality but are not generally included among tae very aesc
the country. The "low" and "intermediate" quality categories are collapsee
on this measure, as in the case of the dichotomous measure of quality.

This measure of quality shows a very slightly higher correlation and
beta weight than do the other two measures. However, the effects of the
five independent variables are very close to those shown in column 3 wit:. -.-
dichotomous quality measure and there has been no increase in the multiple
correlation coefficient. Thus, separating the "outstanding universities"
and placing them in a category above the "leading institutions" contributea
only slightly to the effect of quality and not at all to the.variance accoeat.l..e

for by college characteristics. And, with only three schools in the top eae-
gory, the effect is obviously contingent on the behavior of a relatively sma:
number of students.

By exploring these alternative measures of academic quality, we have
demonstrated that the effects of quality are relatively unchanged by effer,a
to purify or refine the quality measure. The essential distinction is beL.een
what we have referred to as the "top ranking" in-titutions and all others.
Quality measures which further differentiate the top ranking institutions
(Quality C) or the others (Quality A) have barely noticeable effects on the
beta weights associated with quality or with the other institutional charae:.e::.-
istics in the equation.

In effect, these aata replicate the findings of earlier research (Kan:.
Bowers, 1970) showing that the effects of quality on student activism are
som much a continuous relationship as a discrete difference between top
institutions and those of lesser quality. The distinct separation, if not
polarity, in protest activity between the top two and bottom five scale
on our quality index in Table 4.2, the repeated evidence of widest differenc:_
between the top ranking and the other two quality categories in Tales 4.1
tarouge 4.6, and the results of the three regression analyses in this sect:.v
all beau- chis out.

The impli,.:7ion is, as we have argued elsewhere (Pierce and bowers,
that the effects of institutional quality are not to be understood in Lc:m:.

be
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of factors which show a continuous relationship to quality, such as the educa-

tional resources of schools, the ability scores of students, or the income

levels of their parents, but rather in terms of the distinction that top

quality institutions have as members of the elite corps of American

and universities. As nationally recognized institutions, these schools

draw faculty and staff front all sections oi c(;untry, unC 41.:.1 :o11g cAey

may recruit stukientt; largely icem k:Ak. ka'.uukicionkki

designed to prepi.kre students iur ieiwe:scd; pi..itions in society at iur,;e.

It is thls "caarter" to contribute co u national elite and to be concernec

with national issues and problems whiet'. m.iy have given these instions
their distinctive power to activate an mobilize youthiul protest is tile

1960s (Pierce and Bowers, 1974).

In the next step of our analysis, we actem?c to inLrpret

of institutional quality by examining tAe dis?ositions

students whicn are likely to be a;:feccek. by school quality ant:

are likely to affect their involvement in protest activity. :Al st.osLsaent

analyses which employ a measure of institutional quality, we shall hereafc.r

use the dichotomous measure which distinguishes only between the top ranking

institutions and those of lesser quality-- Quality Index B. Further refine-

ments afford no significant improvement in the power of quality to predict

protest activity; they can only tend to obscure the fact that the quality

effect comes about primarily as a result of the distinction between top rankla

schools and all the rest.

The Role of Personal Dispositions

The way in which institutional quality contributes to protest activity
is undoubtedly complex and intricate. We have tried in previous research to
trace some of the institutional processes through which top ranking instit4zlons.

as opposed to those of lesser quality, promote proces: involvement amon,:
students (Pierce and Bowers, 1974). We h,,ve noted, for example, thuc '..nvo.I.,;-

ment in the academic sphere of college life, as reflecc2d by good grude,,,
hours spent studying, and faculty contact, appears to have stimulated proze.,
activity at the leading schools. In this previous research, however, the
did not allow us to see just how sucn institutional processes may have influence,
individual values and dispositions that contribute directly to protest involvL-

ment.

In contrast with previous contextual studies, the CBS News survey incl.:de:1

a number of questions about the values and attitudes of youhz aeop. Zaa: :

be expected to dispose them toward behavior; and ho

about the campus social relations 3: students, their interests end uctiviz-es
in college, or their involvement in academic work. Thus, our focus Aare w:li

be on the personal dispositions szuder,:s which are likely to be aff.:cc,rd

by their exposure to various institutional processes in higher education.

69
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Although these data will not permit us to identify the specific institutional
processes wh'.ch may affect personal values and dispositions, they will enable
us to ascertain the extent to which institutional quality, and other college
characteristics, contribute to such values and dispositions.

We 'oegin by examining two oasis orientations ur
"traditional values" and "sociai. :heir ea p..,;-
activity. .0ie expedt that instizuzio..s hi6:1

.

with lower scatu.) schools, will tanu to wet;i:ea szuddiaLs' coal.aitmen;_s to t.:a.--

tional values associated with religion, I:am:Ay, work, anc Lae .4.ike; and
strengthen students' critical perspectives on the social, political, a.'.0
economic institutions of society.

We shall also examine the effects of stucents'"orientations Lowad
-- a factor shown tc oe associated wit.: protest activity in Chapter 3. We
expect that high quality colleges will be more likely to promote an

orientation that emphasizes the "opportunity to change things rather t:IaLl
make out well within the existing system"; whereas, the lesser quality instla-
tions will be more likely co encourage a practical orientation which stresees
the value of euucation to "earn more money, have a more interesting career,
and enjoy a better position in society."

Tradtional Values

To tap students' adherence to economic and social values whica have pl;..y,:d
a traditional role in American society, the CBS News survey included a batte:y
of eight statements about the importance of hard work, savings, self-reliar,
strength of character, competition, private property, and so on-- items that
might be described as the core of tne "Protestant Ethic." Respondents were
asked whether or not they "personally believe in" each of the statements. L'r.e

specific statements are listed in Table 4.8 in the order in which they appe.::o
in the interview schedule. The table shows the association between belies 1:
each of these statewents and protest invo:Nement, as indicated by correlat
anu regression coefficients. For purposes of comparison, we also show
these asociations for non-college as well as coilege youta.

Note, first of all, that the relationship between belief in these state-
ments and protest acti "ity is negative in every case. Evidently, adherence
to these traditional values does tend to inhibit protest activity. The cor-
relations with protest activity are clearly higher among college than amoni.
zollegc youth; half of them exceed .20 in the college sample, but none do
the non-college sample. Siace the higher correlations in the college sail
could cor.ceivably be a result of the Uifference in level cf protest activi,,
between the two samples, we have also included re;ression coefficieu.
measures of association which are noz biased b) differences in aistrbJcio:.
b..tween the two sam7les. As t.ie tabie 7..-'ne regressions,

relations, are suastanclaily stronger in tne college than in the eon-college
sample.

90
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Table 4.o
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RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN VARIOUS TRADITION:L. VALUES AND PROTEST ACTIVITY

AXONG COLLEGE AND NON-COLLEGE YOUTH

Traditional Values

wc,rk w.11 always oay

,lieryone should save as much

as he can regularly an not
have to lean on family and
friends che minute he runs
into financial problems

*Depending upon how much strength
and character a person has, he
can pretty well control what

happens to him

Belonging to some organized
religion is important in a
person's life

Competition encourages excel-
lence

The right to private property
is sacred

Society needs some legally
based authority in order to
prevent chaos

*Compromise is essential for
progress

Non-College Youth College Youth

Corre- Regres- Corre- Aegres-

lations sions lationa sions

)C -.16

13

-.12

-.i5

-.05

-.07

-.11

-.06

eft '

-.13

-.15

-.06

-.09

".25

-.09

-.21

-.05

-.24

-.28

-.25

-.17

-.10

as
VO

-.4i

r C'J

-.49

i1/4..)

*Items excluded from traditional values index
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The only item which shows a weaker association with protest activity
in the college than in the non-college sample is the one that refers to
"strength of character" as a factor which enables.the individual to "pretty
well control what happens to him." Perhaps this is a sentiment which in-
hibits protest activity in some, but encourages it in others. In ()the: worea,
the act of protesting may be undertaken by some in the belielf chat teey car.
individually affect wnee happens co -cher.; era; to others, if they save

"streagth of charaeter" to eai;aLe ia aez'a unpopelar behavio:.
the extent tha: this reaaoaing is cireec, 'acaveve-, appeera to a;ly
only, or primarily, to college youth.

One other item in this battery-- "conpromiae as eaaeatial ;or progress"
-- may also be questioned as a statement of traditional limerican values. On
face value, this item would seem to be at variance with other statements
which tend co express a rather single mindeU adherence to uncompro:aising
standards cr objectives. In effect, this item seems to express tecognitioh
of the need for politic:A. expediency perhaps in opposition to the hard-nosea
personal standards reflected in most of the rest. Empirically, it shows 4
relatively low level of association with protest activity in both the colle,;e
and the non-college samples.

To form an index of "traditional values" we have selected six of the
eight items in Table 4.3 (excluding the two items marked by an asterisk,
for the reasons outlined in the preceding two paragrap%s) . Students are
sco.ed from 0 to 6 according to the number of these traditional values they
"believe in." For the aelle points on this index of traditional values,
Table 4.9 shows the percent engaging in protest activity and the mean numbee
of protest involvements among college and non-college youth.

The table confirms that the relationship between traditional valuesand protest activity is definitely stronger in thi college than in the noncollege context. Notably, the level of protest involvement among thosewith the highsst scores oaths traditional values index are quite comparablein both samples; indeed, among those who strongly adhere to traditionalvalues, there is little protest activity in either sample. With decreasingcommitment to traditions: valuab, hodever, the level of protest activityincreases more markedly among college than among non-college youth. Appar-ently, as the inhibit4.ng elects of traditional values decline, influences
teadiag,to encourage protest activity are more strongly felt on the collegecampus than off of it.

Social Criticisms

Zr. Ch.apter 3, we reviewed students'
responses to a set of relativelyche:orical st4telzenzs that were. highly :ri:ieal cf American society. ThesecaLementa of "racical rhetoric" were, howe..Per, more inflammatory than cricieei,more rhetorica:, than objective. For this reason, we h.va examinee teem as
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Table 4.9

TRADITIONAL VALUES AND LEVEL OF PROTEST INVOLVEMENT
AMONG COLLEGE AND NON-COLLEGE YOUTH

Level 'f Protest Involvement

Traditional
Values Index

Xon-C Youth

Per
Cent

%L.,:.

Scor.:

errargrimm4

Per >lea:.
..
..V.. 4-A

6 (High) 5

....

.07
,
io

---
(214) (137)

5 9 .09 19 .95

(137) ....o...)

4 17 .24 29 .-.,

(119) (143)

3 22 .27 36 .S8

(41) (115)

2 - 0 (Low) 33 .78 67 1.26

(9) (87)

reflection cr concomitant of protest involvement, and not as a set of personal

values or dispositions that may be said to encourage protest activity.

In addition to these statements of "radical rhetoric;" however, the C::S

News interview also included a number of criticisms of American society

in more objecti'ie language. Together, these latter statements would appea:

to represent an objectively critical perspective on society and its institu-

tions that may dispose young people toward protest. The latter listed some

thirteen statements referring to foreign policy, the profit motive in busi:.;:ss,

the isolation cf the individual in mass society, racism ano poverty at horic.,

economic imperialism abroad, and so on. Respondents were asked to indicate

whether they "strongly agree," "partially agree," or "strongly disagree" tolzh

each statement. The thirteen statemcnts are presented in fable 4.1C ia

the order in which .hey appeared ir. %aterview schedule. Like Table

it shows the association between respoaes to each item and protebt

as measured by correlation and regr.:.Dsio:. oof2icients, for born college

non-college youth.

Again, the associations between Idherence to r :se sr.e.tements and pr,..,_

a,:tivity are much stronger among zollege taan among non-college youth. ln

tckla case, the correlations protet activity exce.ld .20 for eight of

thirteen state .ents in th,, coLlei,e .ana for none of them in the noa-
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college sample. At least in terms of correlations, the differences between
these two samples appear to be stronger with respect to social criticisms
than in the case of traditional values. Furthermore, for every statement,
the regression in the college sample is more than twice that in the non-
college sample; the same cannot be said for the statements of traditional
values in Table 4.8. (The generally lower level of regressions in Table
4.10 tnan in Table 4.3 is due to the wider variance zespor..,.es to .ne

criticisms than to the cra,:;itiohel va.ues tei;,s.)

In the case of social criticisms, :.Ira: correlations anc regressions

generally positive. The two exceptions appear ro be "conservative" zriti-
clams or society. Thus, one of these complains about there beiai; more con-
cern for the "welfare bum" than for the "hard wonting person." And in a
similar vein, the other asserts that there is "too much concern with aqucA.ty
and too little with law and order." The two statements excepted, the re-
maining ones may tie regarded as essentially "liberal" criticisms ot. socie,;

and its institutions and policies.

This battery of social criticisms provides a wealth of items w.:rh
to form k.,1 index. We shall exclude the two "conservative" criticisms which
are relatively uncorrelated with the other items in the battery. We shall

also exclude the item that states "most of what is taught in universities
is not relevant to today's needs" on the grounds that college and non-college
youth are apt to respond to this item from quite different orientations or
experiences. And we shall also exclude the final item in the table, "com-
puters and other advanced technology are creating an inhuman and impersona_
world," on the grounds that it is relatively unrelated to protest activity
among both college and non-college youth; indeed, it shows the lowest cor-
relation and regression coefficient in both samples.

The remaining nine items (excluding chose marked with an asterisk in
Table 4.10) have been scored "2" for strongly agree, "1" for partially agree,
anu "0" for strongly disagree. Additively, they form an index ranging fro:
0 to 1P. Scale scores grouped in four categories are presented in Table
4.11 with the percent involved in protest activity and the mean number of
protest involvements for each sample.

For the college youth, the relationship in Table 4.11 is very much :Like

that in Table 4.9,e:c;ept, of course, that protest is associated with re:eel...on

of traditional values and acceptance of social criticisms. Indeed, the pat-

terns are enough alike to suggest that the rejection of traditional values

and the acceptance of social criticisms are opposite sides of the same coin.

Among non-coilege youth, however, social criticisms show only a weak ana

altogether consistent association with protest activity. Either they do

find the opportunities or they do not feel the need to translate ob-

jections into overt protest. detached from tradit:,.onal values,ano

perhaps from environments in which these values are highly respected,

to have a more liberating effect on protest involvement in the non-college

context.

III into
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Table 4.11

SOCIAL CRITICISMS AND LEVEL OF PHOT4ST INVOLVEMENT
AMONG COLLEGE AND NON-COLLEGE YOUTH

Level of Protest Involvement

Social
Index

Critic isms

- 5 (Low)

1.0.4;

Cer.t

a n

Szol-c

..
-,0 6 ..,.o

41=1,..

6....

(109) .do,

6 - 8 6 .08 19 .46
(145) 223)

9 - 10 12 .13 3C .45

(100) ;:a9,

11 -13 14 .18 36 .6O
(104) 12)

14 - 18 (High) 18 .29 58 1.16
(49) (84)

ca.m..11=0

College youngsters have, of course, traditionally held critical views
of society, but in the past they have typically done so witho,rt translating
such views into overt protest behavior-- mucn as appears to be the case
non-college youth in 4.11. The scron& association between sccial
criticisms and protest behavior among collo.;e students a4ring the l.-te
may very well be as a consequence of the influence of historical events-- a
link which was not nearly as strong in the 1950s and which has agaia wvakenec.
in the 1970s.

The Independent Effects of2ersonal Dispositions

In order for these personal dispositions to interpret the effects of
institutional characteristics oa protest benavior, they must h.we effect.s
which are independent of Lheir associations with one another of. their
variability by college. Our objective at this point will be to assess the
independent effects o: the indices of trac.--tional values and social
developed earlier in this sec iron, and of the measure o: c.rientation tower:.

college employed in Chapter 3. ..A; 6:44..1 proceed much as we :Ala assi..ssi:.a

the independent effects of college ciz.rac:eristi_s in the pracedin, section
of this chapter.

'1108 sot
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Table 4.12 presents the results or a regression analysis with personal
dispositions as independent variables and protest activity as the criterion
variable. In addition to the indices of traditional values and social
criticisms, we have also included the measure of orientation toward coliegc,
which has previously been shown to have a strong relationship to ,)ro..esi
activity (Table 3.6 ). ior each %) tte:,e Liu-kw. variables, Cite

p:ote: (.7olualn I),

..:G.;,e11.UL of LIts
a,1 %;;;;:k4,:L3 lade?en:.eaz of ozile:

tional variablity la ?rotes: aCZ;NJ.Z/

PEASONAL DISPOSITIONS AS PREDICTUS OF PROTEST ACTIVITY
WITH COL:ELE ChA1ACTERI6TICS CONTROLLED

Correla-
tions with
Protest

Beta Weights with Protest
Activity

For Per- With Col-
sonal Dis leges Added

positions As Dummy
Personal Dispositions Ac.:-vity Onliz Variables

*** ***
Social Criticisms Index .39 .23

***

.20

x**
Traditional Values Index -.43 -.25 -.25

*
Orientation Toward College .27 .10

.10.

Multiple Correlation= .49 .58

Significance levels:
***

= .05; = .001

By adding colleges as dummy variable to the regression equation with
personal dispositions (or other independent variables, aside from college
characteristics themselves) we control completely for institutional vari-

ability in protest activity. Any effects of personal dispositions whic1
remain after institutional variability has been controlled in this way are
altogether independent of college characteristics such as quality, size, -r.c

the like. The use of colleges auiAmy variables, therefore, 2roviae.1

simple method of removing institutional effects from the analysis of

idual level variabics.4 We shall take further advantage of this technic. -
for :emoviri institutional variability in Chapter 5 where we examine t:.e
effects o: social backgrouna, famiiy context, youth culture, ana occupati....
commitments.

ISO eljv



Traditional values and social criticisms are strongly associatea with
protest activity ( r = -.43 and .39, respectively). Each of these variables
shows a stronger association with protest involvement than did any of the
measures of institutional quality we examined in Table 4.7. Orientation

toward college shows a lower but respectable association with protest
(r = .27). When we examine the effects of each disposition
the other two, we find :hat both traditional values anti

retain strong independenL ef;:ects b
respectively). Orientation towar SOWS a much weaker _adepenk.en.;

effect b = .10) but one that continues to be statistically si;inif:cant,
at least at the .05 level. Note that the multiple correlation for the three
personal disposition variables (R = .49) exceeds the institutional variabi...i.:y

in protest activity (R m .45) shown in Table 4.7. Jointly, these three
variables thus account for 24 percent of the variation in prozest eetiv ty.

With colleges included as dummy varicities in the regression equation,
the independent effect of traditional values and social criticisms are
reduced a bit further, but remain strong am; statistically significant at
the .001 level. There is no further reduction in the effect of orientation
toward college which continues to be significant at the .05 level. Thus,

the effects of personal dispositions in this analysis are independent of one
another and of institutional variability in protest activity-- necessary
conditions for them to serve as intervening factors which may account for thy:
effects of institutional characteristics on protest activity.

They will not, however, be sufficient as interpreting variables. We have

seen that the full extent of institutional variability accounts for 20.3 per-

cent of the variance in protest activity (Table 4.7). The three personal
dispositions jointly account for 24.0 percent of the variance in protest
activity (Table 4.12, column 2). However, these two dimensions are by no
means fully overlapping as indicated by the fact that personal dispositions
and institutional factors together account for 33.6 percent of the variance
in protest involvement (Table 4.12, column 3). Our final objective in c..7.10

chapter will be to examine the independence and the overlap between thes
two categories of variables-- institutional factors and personal dispositions

-- in their effects on individual protest behavior.

A Causal Model of Institutional Effects

We are now ready to examine how institutional effects come about. This

will consist of analyzing the institutional effects established in Table 4.7

in conjunction with the effects of persona: dispositions established

Table 4.12 For this purpose, we shall employ the technique of path

in order to describe and assess :he in:errelationships among colle,;e c.:.a:.-

teristics and personal CispoaitIons which proved to have statiszcally

nificant effects on protest activity in the preceding analyses.
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Path analysis involves the use of didgrams with arrows and associate..
path coefficients to represent the direction and strength of postulated
causal links between variables. Like multiple regression analysis, it is
a method of estimating the effects of some variables on others from the matri4
of correlations among them. Unlike a single regression analysis wnic:. ais-
t-nguishea only 1:,..:cwer a ue:Deaden: 6ut of in6s...p:!a:ic.-14.

zoa?.. V.
ana.;.yze:,.5 This m.Akes it

links between vaziable4, 4,s in rk;;;:e:...,-;,.1 ,o

indirect and spurious links pewee.: caem. T::, the 4,;:o
between two causally ordered variai.i.s in a path -s

into direct, indirect, and spurious effects.to

Among college characteristics, institutional quality and s.wthern
regional location were the only two to emerge with independent effects on
protest activity that were sufficiently strong to be statistically signifi-
cant. Among personal dispositions, all three showed significant independ
effects on protest activity. In the upcoming path analysis, tnen, C%).1-

sider quality and Southern location as antecedent or exogenous variables;
traditimal values, social criticisms and orientation toward as

intervening or endogenous variables; and protest activity as the final
endogenous or dependent variable in the path model, as shown in Figure

Figure 4.1

CAUSAL MODEL OF INSTITUTIONAL AND PERSONAL DISPOSITION
VARIABLES AFFECTING PROTEST ACTIVITY

.97

;98

Social Criticisms

School
Quality

/.22 N21

.19
........

'F,i Prot5t....-

Region- _7eCollege ------

South 4'..:::,...

. Activizy

,..../8 .
.,; ./-.22

i

s".....:51 Tradizionai Values 1///

.92
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Note first the effects of quality on personal dispositions. As expected,
quality shows a relatively strong positive effect (p = .22) on social criti-
cisms and an even'stronger negative effect on traditional values (p -.32).
It does, indeed, appear to encourage the former and discourage the latter
orientations among college youth. The relatively weak positive path (p a .13)
from quality to college orientation means quality also tends to eacoi.rz.;:.
an intellectual as opposed to a practical o.rientation tow.i.rd collage, ot..;

strongly so.

Yet, despite its effects on the personal dispositions of students, inscizu-
tional quality retains a strong independent effect on protest activity (p = .22).
In fact, the direct effect of quality is quite comparable to those of tradi-
tional values (p = -.22) and social criticisms (p = .21). Indeed, quality has
stronger direct than indirect effects on protest activity in Figure 4.1.
According to the axioms of path analysis, its zaro order co:re:Lazio:. .;:h

protest activity of .36 is partitioned into a direct effect of .22 am,
indirect effects totalling .14. About half of its indirect effects occur
through its association with traditional values (-.32 x -.22 = .07). Slightly
more than a third of its indirect effects occur through its relationship
with social criticisms (.22 x .21 = .05). Quality achieves very little of
its indirect effects through its association with college orientation
(.13 x .10 = .01) or through its correlation with Southern regional
of the college (which adds another .01 to the indirect effects of quality.)

The effects of Southern regional location contrast with those of quality.
Its strongest effect (p = .18) is to encourage traditional values, its next
strongest (p = -.13) is to discourage social criticisms, and its weakest
effect (p = -.10) is to contribute to a practical as opposed to an intellec-
tual orientation toward college. In further contrast to the .pattern for
quality, the effect of Southern location on protest activity is totally
absorbed or accounted for by its association with these personal dispositions.
The fact that there is no direct path linking Region-- South to Protest
Activity in the model means that once personal dispositions are controlled
the indirect effect of Southern location on protest activity becomes sta-
tistically insignificant. Thus, the effect of Southern location which is
independent of other college characteristics, as shown in Table 4.7, is not
independent of person.4 dispositions leading to protest activity, as demon-
strated in Figure 4.1.1

In sum, the three main determinants of protest activity among the five
causally prior variables in Figure 4.1 are institutional quality, social
criticisms, and traditional values-- each showing a direct path to protest
activity of at least t .20. Furthermore, the strongest causal links among
the five variables other than protest activity occur between quality and
these two personal dispositions. By contrast, college orientation maces
relatively weak contribution to p:ozesc acl...1/;.;y and is itself only weakly

related to quality and southern location. As we have just noted, southern

location makes no independent contribution to protest activity.

i" 112
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In view of the relatively minor roles of college orientation arm soutne.a
regional location, a simplified causal model excluding these two variables
may provide an adequate representation of the effects of institucion.A1 facLorb
and personal dispositions for the purposes of our analyses in the next chap-
ter. Figure 4.2 shows the model without Region-- South or OrientatIon cow::::
College.

:jol,=

SIMPLIFIED CAUSAL MODE_ OP iNSTL=GNA ANL') 2::;,seN.1,..

DISPOS:TION VARIABUS A: roc.

School

Quality

.97

Social Criticisms
."30r

N 22
9/

-.35 -.26

Traditional Values

.94

Protest
Activity

Dropping these two variables produces only ;1inor differences in t%e
raining parameters. First, the effects of suality on social criticisms
traditional values are increased slightly (by .02 and -.03, respectively)
because some of the countervailing effects of southern region are absorbed
into these parameters when southern region is negatively correlated with
quality is dropped from the model. Secondly, the direct effects of social
criticisms and traditional values are increased slightly (by ..01 and -.04,
respectively) primarily because they absorb effects which would otherwise
pass through orientation toward college. Thirdly, the direst effect of
quality on protest activity is absolutely unchanged; 4ropping tolle&e orie:.-
tation and southern region simply caused the indirect effects of institu-
tional quality to be redirected throue. social criticisms and traditic,
values. Finally, the elimination of these two variables does nor redus:e
predictajility of protest activity to .any noticeable degree (as _1",CiiCaLL:

by the arrow to protest activity emanating from outside of the mod,:d.

in effect, dropping college orientation and southern location

some minor changes in the paths to and from social criticisms and tradi-

113



tiohal vaiues. There is, however, no noticeable change in ;Ale direct effect

of institutional quality on the overall prediction of protest activity with
these two variables absent. Since our analysis in the next chapter wil, ou-,o
on the model developed here by adding a number of extra institutional var.aal&
from social backgrounds, family contexta, aLa ao on, wu will rat: Cu ,

vita a mouel stripped of .411
;:.erefore, eLlploy the simpllied .._ . .

of college characteristics .:.n.1 or.

insofar as we crave been able to establiaa wit:a vae au..

The foregoing analysis mi:kas it cla: :hat Caere is coasiderable
in proteat activity among institutions, that school quality is the coiieg
eaaracteristic-which predominates 4S a predictor of protest activity, and taa.
the eftec-ts of quality come about, at least in part, through ita p,mer :c
courage adherence to traditional values ane to.encoorage a critical -;a:s?c,
on society among students. At the same time, the analysis sugges ts tae ;au,.
of the effect of quality occurs through mechanisms ocher than social
and traditional values, as indicated by the fact that quality's airecc efLea,
on protest activity is greater than its indirect effects tt.rough criticism*
and values.

One implication of this is that there may be other values, orientation,,
or attitudes failing under the general rubric of personal dispositions
are affected by institutional quality nna, in turn, contriUute to the droLe.:.

behavior of youth-- dispositions for which measures are not avai,abl, in
present data. Another possibility i6 that goalie./ may acnieve
protest activity by contributing Co extra institutional contexts which ioa-
pendently or autonomously influence protest iavoivement. In the next ch..

we examine two such extra institutional contexts or influences-- youth caltara
and occupational commitments-- which may serve :9 interpret the relationah,
between institutional quality and protest activity. Still another possibility
is that the apparent effect of quality is simply a reflection of the
of other factors which shape the dispositions and orientations of young pepi,
and which also determine who goes where to college. To explore this possi-
bility in the next chapter, we examine the effects of two other extra insti.u-
tional contexts or influences-- social background aad family context-- whin:
may, in some measure, render the effects school quality spurious.

Notes to Chapter 4

1. By having many demonstrations, large SCh.00-16 may provide more opporean-:..,,
for protest involveruellt, and taus anco.uraga stuceats to become involv
woulrl not do so in schools 4::CA-. d:;.1-.ohszr,izibas. :e:,

typically aave lower levels
they appear to be lesa succ=s:u1 notiv-zia; :axe usuatu...
available opportunities for involvca.ent. ?az...laps, the same goes for oppo.-

133
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tunities to become involved in protest actiities at large institutions.

2. Jenks and kiesman (1967) have noted further difficulties in equating b1.4.1(
and white institutions in terms of academic quality.

3. ;,..e have inC.ienteL those instanc.::" in whi:.n a-ta were hot evaLiao.e "
part'.:elar Uimeasioh of qaalizy with ac.
1.1 The six junior colleges taa L&W if!
notation on all three dimensions o:
one of the ehree d:mensions were i,iVutr. a scot.. eh ,:he
to the average of its scores on vie ocne: two in compuir,g its
score.

4. It might be noted at this point that the gap in level of protest aztivizy
between quality scale scores "4" and "5" would have been still greater :f :he
'University of Minnesota had scored "4" instead of "5" on the quallty ihiex
(see Table 4.1). Certainly, by other indicators of academic quality,
university is likely co be included among the cop ranking institution& in
:ountry.

3. The causal priority or ordering ia a set of variables Is often a matter
of theoretical determination in cross-sectionai uata. With Lime sL.ries uata
the timing of observations will set limits on the possible causal orderings
among the variables. When the empirical estimates associated with a post...-
lated causal ordering prove unreasonable or untenable, it may be an imUcabi.,..
that the ordering is incorrect.

6. For the reader unfamiliar with path saalysis, the following set of del--
nitions may be a helpful reference for our subsequent diszussion. A u.rec:
effect is represented by a single headed arrow from a prior to a subsequent
variable in the causal ordering. An indirect effect is represented by a
sequence of two or more arrows leading from a prior to a subsequent variab_e
through one or more intervening variables, thus creating a "causal chain"
thi former to the latter. The strength of a particular indirect effecL ls the
product of the path coefficients in the specific causal chaiu linking tae
variables. The total indirect effect of one variable on another is tae sam 0.
all distinguishable causal chains between the two variables. The total
effect of one variable on another "s the sum of its direct and all :.ts
effects on the other. Path models also include double headed curved arro.,:s
that represent the correlations amatg exogenous variables and arrows emanatin,
from outside the model leading to endogenous variables that indicate the amohe
of variance not explained by the variables within the system. (For f..rther
discussion of the principles of path analysis, see Land, 1969; and for
of the use of path analysis in sociology, see Dun(.an, 1966.)

7. :c shouiu be noted a: this pcinc tn..; uZfect re8..01111...Lion of the college (which seem to occui. Its zelazioashp with perso:..dispositons) may actually be spur..ous.
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4:be South is what has a "conserv:live effect" on these personal dispositions
wnich, in turn, .;re related to protest activity. Since ydungsters are api to
attend colleges in the regions where they grow up, the regional locution
of the college would appear to have an effect on personal dispositions and
through them on protest activity, unAess region of birth and u"rla6:Lcd,
were introduced as a ?rio: :.adepeacec... va:i.Dla C.4S4.1 .110t;(4.
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CliA.eTER 5

EXTRA INSTITUTIONAL CONTEXT!1 AND PROTEST ACTIVITY.

The stage is now set for the examin.tion of extra instlzut.onal Zactora
wa-ca may af:e:7t :nvoiv:mea: of staaeh:la a,,v,iy.

caapter, 'lave ...va.a.cc
.

tiondl caaracteriz..t.:es, e..cpiorea a", _

Which iasticutiona efi:ecta a?p,ar co sa,.:,c

model of institutional effects with earixiat.la of the str...n,ta of
causal connections between college characteristics and protest benavior.

The foregoing analyals makes ic clear that there ar, atrong and cons.:. -
tent relationships between the kinus of institutions you people attend and
their ir protest involvement. What it does not tell us is whether or to what
extent these relationships are a product of institutional processes to whizz.
students are exposed as opposed to the effects of extra institutional infl.eac,a
which young people may experience before or during their tenure in zoo:lege.

In this chapter, we shall examine the effects of four major areaa of
social commitment which we have previously referred to as "extra institution..
contexts" that may lead to protest involvement. bpecifically, these are:
(1) the social class and status backgrounds of students; (2) their family
environments and relations with parents; (7)) their involvement in youtn cul-
ture; and (4) their occupational commitments. In each of these areas, we
snail examine various factors which, on the basis of previous research, miAat
be expected to cor.rribute to protest activity among yaung people. Uur pur-
pose will be to identify the facto..a in each of these four extra institutional
contexts which make substantial and significant contributions to protest
activity, both independently of, and through their association with, the d.aer
individual and. institutional determinants of youthful protest behavior.

in the course of this chapter, we sha21 incorporate the major extra ina.:-
tutional correlates and predictors cf protest activity into the model of in6r-
tutional effects developed at the end of the preceding chapter. In this way,
we will be able to establish how extra institutional factors contribute to
youthful protest independently and in conjunction with the kinds of institu-
tions young people attend. It is the development of thin general causal mode_
which incorporates both institutional aad axtra institutional factora con-
tributing to individual protest activity that a..11 give us the clearest over-
all picture of the dynamics cf youthful protest involvement in the late 196Cs.

At this poinr, we begin to t..0 advantai;e. ail a reiative:y unique te.:.:.
of the CBS News survey; namely, the fcAct that inforation on tha aociai bac,-
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iiroundF and family relations of the young people in our sample is av,..,laul.1
in de'.ail from their parents. Thus, in this section and the next 0:1c, we
employ data from youngsters' parents to characterize the social back6roe.los
and family contexts of the young people in our sample. Since inte.:views

were completed with the parents of only half of our youth sample, :z rer-
reported in this section and the succeealag one will be based
a reduced sample of colleze youth end ?re:,ts (sue Table :..:
the sampling of parents was easentiai.y readoa, (CS News, 1%6v.
above p.12), the reuucu woncing sample this ane the next Stz.;'...)..

sot be biased.

The interview schedule for pare-...cs inc.L..ec a numter

their social ?ositions and invoivementz, aac. -c alac repd..ta.: away
qustions asked of their of26prings. iaciedej .tems about ,,,--

pation of the father, ir.come of the faml--y, and the education..) acrz.inaea.
of the responding parent. In aad.z.or., ?..=ends were askdo about -,heir rd.
gious preferences, their political party affiliations, their labor union
memberships, and the like. Parents were also asked about their iaencificatio:.
with various social reference groups, such as the "middle class," "people of
your religion," etc. (the same battery of reference group identifications
asked of youth and examined in Tables 3.4 and 3.5 above).

We have selected a number of these social class and background varia,)...
for analysis in Table 5.1. The table includes class and background varlab.o.
which have correlations of at least .10 with protest activity or have b,:ee
identified in previous research as possibly important contributors to you0.-
ful protest activity. The table presents zero order correlations of eac':.
eleven class and status variables with protest activity (column 1); beta
weights associated with each of these background variables as predictors o.
protest activity controlling for the other ten in the set (column 2); bete.
weights for each of these variables controlling for the other ten in the 6t::
and for institutional variability in protest activity by also incroeLxin,;
colleges as dummy variables into the regress:;.-a equation co....umn 3: an,
weights controlling for the other backgroun variables, colleges entc:,;..
as dummy variables, and the three personal dispositions analyzeo in
ceding chapter (column 4).

Clearly, the stronger: association between social background charar:s-
tics and protest activity occur with the three socioeconomic status variaD.e.,
-- father's occupation, family incoae, and parent's education-- the only
background characteristics to have correlations with prote.t activi:y of
or greater. What is more, parent's education appears to have an efc: on
protest activity which is inaepenien: D: he vzher class an status
of the kind of institution a youn. aztends, and of his own ?e:s.:-:1-
values or dispositions (the ..,eta parent's eaucation are staz.,.-
cically significant at the .05 level columns 3 and 4, and alaost so in
columa

Since ;:etaer's occupation ana family income do not show statiazica..:
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significant effects in Table 5.1, it is tempting to attribute an especially
important causal role to parental education among the indicators of socio-
economic status in stimulating youthful protest activity. Such an inter-
pretation is consistent with previous findings of tne importance of paren-
tal sophistication in the protest activity of youth (Flacks, i967). aow-
ever, the tendency in reressioa analysi. io. .Gy efZects v: a bu.
intercorrelated variably:, to be oyacear:-ov, ih oae wIta
order correlation with :he crity-.:i(/h kveryoa, 1/07)..5,
inflate the effect of edacatioh wt ohv v: occvklation

An examination of these three :)ZS iu,li.ators in croas
sugasts chat earn makes-an incepedent contribution to protest activity.
Furthermore, if we combine these three indicators to form an S.::S iaaex, it*
independent effects are decidedly stronger thaa those of parent's eaLcaL:.o.*..

Such an SES index shows a zero order correlation of .32 with protest .ctivit..!.
a beta weight of .28 in a regression equation witn the oth4: eigac vi..
and status variables, of .26 with colleges as dtiamy variables adaec.,
.24 with personal dispositions added all sign: can: at the .31 level or
higher). Thus, it appears that social class background as reflected in a
combined index of father's occupation, family income, and parent's educatia.-.,
is an important determinant of the protest behavior of youth, quite apart
from the other social background characteristics of their families, the kinds
of colleges they attend, and indeed, their own dispositions and values.

Attempting to explain such an association between social class ant,
test involvement, some (e.g. Flacks, I970a; 1970b) have argued that yo6a-
sters reared in the affluence of upper and upper middle class families have
been spared the experience of economic insecurity and deprivation which h,,s
in the past made young people more concerned about their own future economic
well-being and less conscious of the social and eccaomic problems of other*.
In fact, it is true that youngsters from lower socioeconomic status back-
grounds are more likely to report that their families experienced economic
insecurity during their childhoods (r = -.19 with the SES index) and, for
this reason, we have included this item about young people's percep-oions oi
the economic insecurity of their famine as the only variable drava fro:.
the interviews with youth in the analysis presented i. Table 5.1. aowevY:,
this item shows little initial association with protest activity (r = -.00)
and virtually no effect independent of other class and status variables.
Evidenrly, economic deprivation or insecurity during childhood, or a: lea.:
the rec,':.ection of such an experience, has no bearing on the protest act -_v -t;
of yotaca in college.

Another,peraa?s relatea, explaaacion for associazio becweeh
ecoaomic status and protest activity L. taaL ?yap...a .from Lowe : .octal
backgrounas are more likely to be striviac; -Zor membersh4 miao,v
aria to feel that such membership cva::.;rmicy co rviaLivL.y
standards o;: bvilef an concuct. A. .. ;ow:. in Taoie i.l, iaenciricaL:.ch .i....
the middle class OG the part of. parent. .:0%:6 have a modest (thoui, not stati,,-

10:, 120



ticail- significant) inhibiting effect on the protest behavior of their off-
springs, one which is not reuuced much oy controlling for ether social back-
ground or other institutional characteristics. When we add personal dis-
positions to the equation, however, the independent effect of :nisi variable
drops to a negligible level. Perhaps, then, parental identification it
the middle class conveys to their offspr-la,s 4 sense of respett .for

vaIues o: r..ucc,.ace to z,uasL10-
vLich, tarn,

case, tat! IQ --;
,.ewer levela of pro act.i.v.ty

because caere is virtually nu correlation (r = -.02) between tn.:. SES lode^
mid ii class identification of parents.

Two otaer status factors that mignt be ex2ected to n.f.ect ?roze..
activity of youth are the polit:Ical party affiliations and labor -:.ion :it-
bersaip of their parents. Specifically, deocrtic party ivQ%

suggest liberal leanings on the r:ne.?arents, and lnbor
ship would suggest possible involvement in -forms of protest sec'a
and sit-ins on the part of parents. Tneie is, however, very iitcle acsoe.u.;-0"
between these background variables and the protest activity of youth \sea
column 1 of Table 5.1). or are the effects of these variables suppressed
by the fact that democratic party affiliation and union membership are more
common in the lower socioeconomic status categories (between SES aad cemo-
cratic affiliation r = -.17; between. SI.:S and union membership r = -.11)
siace controlling for the other class anu status variables does not alto:
negligible relationship between these two factors and youthful protest acti.Ly

On grounds that the female role in American society has traditiona..ly
tailed unconventional or deviant behavior, we might expect that female stu-
dents would be less likely than males to become involved in protest activitv.
And, in fact, there is a slight tendency for females to have lower scores t.:...1
males on the Protest Activity Index (r = -.06). This relatively weak rela-
tionship is, however, reduced to the vanishing point as we add controls for
social back6Loss and institutional variability. Evidently, then, femaies
are nc less liberated v.an riles for participation in political aao social
protest on the college campus.

Next to the three SES indicators, the three variaolea relu:iaj to ceiig:.
appear to be the strongest pradiconi of prozesz activity among social pack-
ground characteristics. These are parental id-::ntification with "people of
your religion" (r = -.12), no religious prefere:ice of parents (r = .17) and
Jewizh religious preference of parents (r = .12). Thus, protest involvement
ap?ears ze oe more common among youngsce..7a whose parents do not identify wl

religioa reference group, who do nor adae:e :o one of the major religltus
faiths, and who belong to the Jewish miaorl.zy.

Notably, youngsters from fami-es wit:. ao 1).7a/ere:,c,. :,aow -

persistently greater likelihood 0: iavolveu in protesz act:.viz.y

110
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cannot be attributed to other social background characteristics or the kiuesof colleges tatty attend. Indeed, only when we and personal dispositions ascontrols does the effect of this variable drop to a statistically ,nsigni,i-cant level, and even so, its effect is not much below the level required forstatistical significance.

In :he `use of parea:al
a: :uu:

virtually all of its ef4;ect on ?rat,:st
*4the other social background variebIee t'ee reL:ees.ee eeea.-en. on -asvaue, then, it would appear tit ,he e'eeence 0: identi2icuzior. wiza re-,-gious group is of no consequence ay cam?uzison with thu ac.sence of a zeli-gious preference on :he part of parents. nowever, as we noted above ia

case of the three SES indicators, it is possible that tae effects of reli-gious 1.dentification are being absorbed by the religious preference variaele.In view of this possibility, ant since these two dichotomous vari.sbles ere
conceptually and empirically associates, we shall combiae znem ince a tni,;.point "No Religion Index" of parents for use in the next stage of eer eaelys..

Having reviewed the entire _et of social background character
is fair to say that, with one exception, thi.1 do not make aa ineepenaeat cue-
tribution to youthful protest activity. The only one to show a significant
independent effect under controls for other background characteristics, -n.,.::.-

tutional variability, and personal dispositions, is father's education (b =
And, as we have noted in the text, if the three SES indicators are combinee to
form an index of socioeconomic status, the SES Index shows a noticeably stronger
independent effect on protest activity (b = .24). Otherwise, social back-
ground characteristics appear to make their contributions to protest activ,t:'
through the role they play in channeling young people to various kinds of
institutions, and through the effects they have on the personal dispositions
of young people. Table 5.1 gives ee only a gross idea of the way in which
specific background variables achieve their effects. Thus, if the control for
colleges as dummy variables reduces the beta weight of a given background
variable, we can feel fairly sure that the background factor is having its
effect by channeling youngsters to institutions of varying quality (since
effect of quality predominates among those of college characteristics). du:,
if the beta value is reduced when dispositions are added as controls, we e_v,
no way of knowing whether it is ow:ag to :he background variable's relation-
ship with traditional values, or with social criticisms, oe with born.

Our method for examining aecn e4:.fects in more de t-..11 4ill be :u

add selected social background factors to the causal model developed la the
preceding chapter Figure 4.2). The background variables to be included are;
(1) the SILS Index (bases: on the three indicators of socioeconoue.c status as
described above); (2) middle class iaentlfication of parents; %) Jewish eta-a. -
religious preference of parents; (4) the :adex (consz.7.czed

no reliious prefere.ce nz, wife
groups azon6 parenzs). These :Our measur,s ell
characteriseics waich snow carreiatibds .i0 or 6reuter p2ote..;

r
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In Table 5.1. Since these variables can oe expected to influence youngster's
dispositions and the kinds of colleges tney decide to attend, they are enterz,a
as causally prior to institutional quality, traditional values, and social
criticisms in Figure 5.1. The figure shows the correlations among these four
background variables and their.statistically significant causal links to
institutional and dispositional variables.

The first thing to note .

indepenuent of one anocaer. -.mon.; chez.

All of :hem show stronger effec,:s on v-riaoles
than they do correlations with the yk:.".c.: 1:424:01.aQ

are thus relatively independent dimensions of variability in tae social
backgrounds of young people.

Turning to the effects of these backg:cuna .faczars on
and values, the path model shows that t,..ch of tele bc.....k6rou...a 1,

linked to only one or the intarvening variables in the moddl. if
class identification of parents tents to discourage social criticisa,
college youth. The parent's commitment to or striving for middle class
membership does not significantly reinforce traditional values or affect t'ne
kinds of college young people select but it does discourage criticism of or
alienation from existing social policies and institutions. By contrast, che
absence of religious commitment among parents has its effect not by stimulating
criticism of society, but by causing young people to withhold their commit-
ment to traditional values. We have noted that the Traditional Values
is comprised of items that would seem to constitute the core of the "roi:esLaaL
Ethic." The fact that the No Religion index shows a stong effect on traui-
tional values of youth tends to confirm this interpretation of traditiom:1
values as a pattern of beliefs or standards based on relatively strong reli-
gious presuppositions in American society.

The remaining two background factors-- the Jewish ethnic-religious prt-
erence and socioeconomic status-- have no direct impact on personal cispos;...ion,
their indirect contribution to protest Lctivity in both cases comes taroug...
the role they play in directing young people to institutions of hig:. qual-y.
It is easy enough to understand how youngsters from well to do backgrounds
would be able to afford and apt to choose the best colleges and universities.
And, it has been documented that there is a high regard for educational ex-
cellence and achievement among Jews in American society, and that Jewish
youth are especially likely to atteld institutions of high academic i::o.

Of these four social background variables, the only one to make a
ana inaapenc:ent contribution to prozes: acz_vicy is the SAS background
youth. Indeed, the direct path from the I-adex to protest activizy

is about as strong as :he paths from qu-lity, values to

activity. Moreover, this direct effi;ct rey.:7sents most of the over;:i:

ship oj. 3LS with protest activity (r = .32).-
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The addition of the social background variables to the model has
altered the effects of institutional and dispositional variables very lit:tie.
The direct effects of social criticisms and traditional values nave been

changed only slightly (increased by .01 and reduced by .03. respectively).
The paths from school quality to social criticisms and traditional values
are il1:4o only chan:;ea (rec...cec . > ;' .32 and .)1;, respectively,. The
urge:,: chah;e is la the ziva.ty co ?rocest ae%ivi .
which la reeuced ay .Ga. That 4.6 co s-y, Ln :he mo:.el la 4.2, e:le

effect of quality par.:ly incorporates tc.e uaft:CC6 OZ OciekrOk.ac; O:f

as well. Controlling ior SES in izure J.a 16 wAat reduces th errect ei

quality. Clearly, however, most of its Hz......-

tutional quality remain; only a small portion Oi ics e:f:ects are spLi-idel.

?erhaps the most notable addition Lo .11e. model is the powec:ul

effect from SES background to protest activity when we introduce the
background characteristics. While the effects of the ocher background fac4;er.
tell an interesting story of the way in which students' backgrouha concribeuei
indirectly to his protest activity in college, the direct effect of SES is Lhe
only one which adds to the variance accounted for in protest activity. More-
over, the fact that the path is a direct one means that we do not yet know
why or how social class background makes this contribution to protest ectivity.
We can see from the path model that it is not by directly diseoliraginc; L:ZL1
tional values or encouraging social criticisms. Perhaps, there is sometni-h,,

about the family context in the upper social strata of society that stimulates
protest activity. Perhaps, these are famiiiea in which child rearing practices
have been relatively permissive, in which young persons have been encouraged
to act and think for themselves, to readily join in outspoken objection age
action on the behalf of ideals they believe in. Then, let us see whether
aspects of young people's family contexr6 a;:count for the independent effects
of social class background, or add an independent dimension to the explana:ioh
of protest activity.

Family Context

The difference between social background factors and.eharacteriscics
of the family context may seem ambiguous at first. We have in mind the dis-
tinction between the position of the family in the broaaer society and the
more particular environment and influences within the family unit. The
social background characteristics include the social, occupational, economic.
ethnic, religious and political membe:ships and statuses of the :oraily's.
principal members. The family conte%z var:.ables incl-ede zhe suastaat-v..
values and the structure o: reletioas co waich an individual is ex-
posed by virtue o: his membership in a particular family. Since thc:

context variables are more particulazistic and specific in tneir influence-
upon the ln:dvidual, w shall :rea: tr.era as causally contingent upon cr ci-ss

and stat.s variables examined ia tae precedin,; section. .

14
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in addition to questions about class an4 status characteristics, the
interview with parents alao included items about the values of parents,
their orientations toward the family, and their relations with their chil-
dren. In particular, the questions used to measure the traditional values
and social criticisms of youth.in the preceding chapter were repeated in the
interviews with their parents. By scoring parents' response& co these cwt.
rat o: :..-cams in exccrly we the zesi::,.--scIs
ofZaprin,, we haves val,es SZA.4i+
critic «.:i for parents.

The interview schedule also in-' ria.....-
tions coward the family and about tnai: rel,cions
measure parental concern or commitmenz family, we .u.ve chosen L.:a
from the battery of reference group icentiflcations whic'a askew parents
whether or not they identify with "your family." With respect to ?arenc-
child relations, both parents and their offsprings were asked co character-c_
the parent's treatment of the child as he or she was growing up in terms of
permissiveness and leniency as opposed to strictness and authoritarianis:
We have combined the responses of the youth and his parent in a given fly
to form an index of the family context as more or less permissive.

These four family context variables-- the crticisms and values of parents,
their orientations toward the family, and their permissiveness toward their
offspring-- as they affect youthful involvement in protest activity are pre-
sented in Table 5.2. Following the format of Table 5.1, for each of the family
context variables, this table shows the zero order correlation with protest
activity, and the beta weights with other family context variables controlled,
with colleges as dummy variables added, and with personal dispositions also
added.

Looking first at the substantive values of parents in terms of their
social criticisms and traditional values, we find that these two orientations
show quite different patterns of effect on protest activity. In the case
parental traditional values, there is a stzong association with protest activ-
ity (r = -.27) which is relatively independent of other family context vari-
ables (b = -.23) and retains an independent effect when institutional vari-
ability ia parotcst activity is added (b = -.17). Only when we add the per-
sonal dispositions of youth to-the equation does the affect of parental craci-
cional values drop to a statistically insign::.ficant level. Perhaps, the
transmission of traditional values from parenz,, is primarily rebponsibi,
reducing the direct effect of parental values to an insignificant level. AC

cannot tell from this table whether it is youthful values or criticisms or
both which absorbs the direct effect of parental traditional values oa yc,uzn-

ful protest. We shall be able to aa&wer this question when we come :o 2-igur

5.2.

By contrast, parental social criticism shows a relatively wean.

with youthful protest activity (r = .-13) wnicn is reduced to a btatibtically
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insignificant level as soon as we control for other family context variables
(b .05) and disappears almost entirely when institutional variability is
added (b .02). Thus, quite in contrast with parental traditional values,
social criticisms among parents have relatively little bearing on the pro-
test activity of their offspring. Perhaps, the social criticisms index, or
what it measures, is not so much a long-standing value orienta:ion it

a syr.drome attitudes and judgment:, daour :e,.eut social ever .;:s tau
Lions. indde, a number oi Lae itue..e. L. rill cof,:c

...6bLed or proolems against wnicf. protesL, aad .emo:4srrations LJ

in recent years. The fact taut the
criticisms with youthful protest is reneeree wadn
other family context variables means taac tae e.ie: o. tais v.-
primarily a by-product of its associat-on with outer family vaiues, orie:.-
tions, or relationships.

Turning to our measures of family orinetation ar.d relations between
parent and child, we find no evidence that parental identification with zne
family affects youthful protest behavior, but there is a clear indicat-oa
that a permissive upbringing encourages later involvement in political ana
social protest. The meaning of the question about parents:.
with "your family" is, of course, quite ambiguous. It could reflect
parent's investment of time and effort in rearing his child(ren), his per-
sonal interest and involvement in family affairs, his concern for ais family's
economic well-being, his preference for spending leisure time with his fam:ly;
or it might simply be a question that is too vague to tap any such patterns.2
in any case, since the effect of parental orientation toward the fumily as
measured by this item is negligible, this variable will be droppeu from fur-
ther consideration in the subsequent analysis.

Parental permissiveness, by contrast, is definitely associated with
protest activity (r = .24) and that its effect is independent (b = .i9) of
other family context variables-- chiefly the effects of substantive value
orientations of parents. The effect of parental permissiveness is reouced
but remains statistically significant when we add institutional variability
to the equation (b = .14). When we add personal dispositions as a control,
however, the effect of parental permissiveness becomes statistically insig-
nificant. Thus, a permissive upbringing appears to have its effect on pro-
test activity through the kinds of colleges youngsters with such upbringings
are likely to attend and through the effects of such an upbringing taeir
personal dispositions. We shall have a clearer picture of chis ;rozess
momentarily.

On balance, the family context variables add little to toe variance
accounted for in protest activity, since none of them show effects wnic:.
remain independent and significant at ter we add contro:b for the pd:bona-
cispositionb of yoL71.. SpeciFicaliy, :ne m.ilzi2le correlation for insLit.,-
tional plus dispositinal variables is .56_ snown in Tao 4.:2; w'nen we

add the family context variables it rises only to .5'3, as

5.2. This represents an increase of oni/ one percent in v-riince

al. J. I
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for.

Instead, the role of the family context variables is to provide causal
links between the variables already in the developing causal model, and to
account more fully for the institutional and dispositional factors which dis-
play substantial direct effects on protest activity. This role of iamiiy
context variables is shown. in Figure 5.;:.

No:e firs: that cae direc, an i,-ar
iaentical to those in iigure 5.1, wi tae eacea:aoa aac
school

e

quality to protest activity nee -.:%:ULLCutt:. Z.:7,m .17 to .ao. eia.a
this minor exception, then, the iatroeactiea o; tae Lazily center: verle'alea
leaves tais part of the model uncnanged. Consequently, the residual varianee
in protest activity is just what it was in Figure 5.1.

addition to the very slight reauction in the direct effect of s.,..1:y
(by .01) there has also been a slight reduction is its ineirect efie.:a
.03). Although the paths from youthful values and criticisms co pro:es
activity are unchanged, those from quality to youthful values cad
are reduced by .09 and .06, respectively. This reduces the total indirec.
effects of quality from .12 to .09 between Figures 5.1 and 5.2. Aotably,
the introduction of the social background variables in Figure 5.1 reduced the
direct effect of quality by .05 and its indirect effect by .02 from their
values in Figure 4.2. Thus, with both background and family variables in Lae
model, the estimate of quality's total causal effect on protest activity has
dropped from .36 to .25-- a sizable reduction, but at the same time, a siaaale
remaining effect.

Of course, the family context variables provide a number of causal .inaa
between social background variables on one sine and institutional ana dis-
positional variables on the other. The best example of this articulation
between background and foreground variables is provided by parental tradicianal
values. Thus, all four of the background variables contribute markedly (p is
at least .20) to parental traditional values. In turn, parental values co :.-
tributes moderately (p ranges between .14 and .18) to school quality, youth-
ful criticisms and youthful values. In substantive terms, traditional valee:,
among parents are encouraged by identificatlen with the middle class aad al.-
couraged by high socioeconomic class, Jewish ethnic-religious preference ana
no religious preference. For their part, parental belief in traeitional
American values encourage commitment to such values on the part chair
spring and discourage social criticism and attendance at institutions of :sign
academic standing among their offspring.

2arentel'permissiveness has a somewhat more restricted role in the moee....
it is affected 0) only two of the backj:aenci variable:. and it affects only
two of the foreground factors. :h ea nagn socioecenomic status and Jewis:.
families tend to provide a more 2ermisalve uteri: gold or family eaviroam,..
In turn, parental permissiveness apparently" team to cat choice
quality academic iaatitetiaa for or aaa eiscoara,,ea
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from commitment to traditional values.

Still further restricted is the role of parental social critleisms. 16is affected by only one background variable and it aZiects only one focegcouau
variable. Thus, middle class identification on the part of the paten: ten..:.
to discourage parental social criticism en.i lower levels eoc ie.

paren.ze zo ..)70uc*
ZISZ among taei: offspzin-g.")

'hat has che introduction ei ZaL...1> ver...eies eo.-.4 co
direct causal links between beckroene ene :eregroune ver.a'clee, do
shown in Figur= 5.1? tne di:ecz effects of 6ZS anU Sewish beckgreeee
on insticutionai quality have both eeen deminishea beceuee of the emergehee
of indirect links through permissiveness and traditional values of parent :..
Secondly, the cirect effect of the No Religion Index on youthful traultionai
values has been reduced only slightly (from .29 to .26) as a result of the
intervening role of parental traditional values. Thirdly, the direct in
from middle class identification co youthful social criticismi has been
placed altogether, primarily by a link through parental socia: criticiels ene
secondarily through parental traditional values.

Finally, it should be noted tact .:or each of the family context varida,kz,
more if its original association w: to protest activity is Lracedble throu8n
its associations with social backgrounu cnaracteristics than through inuirec:
causal links. in other words, most of the effect of each of these variable.
is spurious according to the causal assumptions of our model. These family
context variables give a more elaborate aaa detailed picture of some of me
causal links between background and foreground variables; they provide bome
l7 (two step) causal links between background and foreground variables. Ana,
they are mechanisms which add in their own right to the variance accountac
for in the foreground variaoies; the resieual variances in school quality,
youthful values and youthful criticisms are reduced somewhat between Figure:,
5.1 and 5.2 with the addition of the family context variables. They mos:,
therefore, be regarded as important for their interpretive role between beck.-
ground and foreground variables in our aeveloping model, and for their con-
tribution to variance in the foreground variables, even though they make no
independent contribution to the variance in the protest activity of studeate.

You :h Culture

At :-ts point :La our dnal.,is, :3C116 shifts from backgroena to fo:-
ground. This sction and tne next one aedl with current involvements dna :....)-
mitments of young people rater than past experiences and influences on fro
eczivity. 71.ls 51:10:- is devote:, to rout:. cultural involv,tmenzs and

occupa:Ione_ commit:Lenz. --
tluences ta,:t can be expectec to dt.:ea.: ?:o,:est _awls ::eat a:;.eng
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We refer to these two areas of involvement and commitment as "extra insti-
tutional" contexts or influences because, while they may be affected by the
college experience, they are not explicitly or exclusively the product of the
formal educational program of the college. Instead, these are involvements,
commitments, decisions, and choices maae by all young people, whether or not
they have been exposed to the college envic:e.:. Of cour,,e, ay.:"
stance of college educ..tion .lull -v.;a :ailu,aceb ,

campus may very weil at feet SLen . V 41.%a %:11%;. teli%.. .1 . .tt

these extra institutional areds o: inv::.1..J.4.ent and zommi.ment
contingent on the collee experience ..:. tau slabu t.4ac is :61)6 .'s

provide opportunities and perspectives which contribute to the choice of
occupations and involvement in youth cultural activities.

We also make the assumption that youth cultural involvemeat and oeca-
pational commitments are causally contingent upon the traditional V4...*
social criticisms of youth. We assume Chat these personal dis?asitidn4
resent relatively enduring value orientations which tend to shape the aoze
immediate actions and reactions of young people to various opporzuni.:1.s
influences, including opportunities for youth cultural involvements and In-
fluences toward certain occupational choices. This assumption is, of course,
subject to challenge, perhaps more so with respect to social criticisms,
which may be more responsive co recent historical events and personal ex-
periences, than in the case of traditional values which appear to be more
firmly rooted in the social backgrounds and family contexts of young people.
(Notably, the path diagrams will ordinarily provide sufficient information
with which to estimate parameters disregarding this causal assumption.)

The assessment of youth cultural involvement presents some difficu.A.Lies.
It is not aimply a matter of membership in any formal sense, but rather it
is a question of the extent to which young people subscribe to a die zinc iv..
or unique set of values, styles, conventions, and normative standards.
requires us to identify basic normative elements of the youth culture walca
have distinctive social meanings for them. And, it requires us to fina indi-
cators of these dimensions among the questions asked in the CBS News survey.

In addition to the distinctive values, attitudes, and :,ehavior
characterize the youth culture, involvement in it also implies a sense of
separation or alienation from the dominant culture of established sociu:y,
from the conventional manners and mores of middle class America. That is,
as they become more intensely involved ih youth culture, young people are
apt to find it difficult to accept prevailing social norms and exist-mg
sources of authority within the dominant social structure. Hc.-.ce, for the

assessment of youth cultural invo.,vement, we need to find two kilos oZ mea-
sures within the CiSS News survey th.ta. reflectini, the alst-l.r.ctiv,
normative elements of youth culture .hiatad by yon people
an active part in the autonomous yoLz colcLre, ,.ad 0) ::tee::, v1.c.c.

a sense of separation from the dorm a:,:: socio:y, irom
sources of influence and control, and rejecting of established bases of
authority.

4.21
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Fro.the various batteries throughout the interview schedule, we have
selectee some fourteen items pertaining, in one way or another, to these two
dimensions of youth cultural involvement. These fourteen items have been useu
either singly or in combination to form the eight youth culture variables
which appear in Thole 5.3. The first four variables in the table are coa-
structed from items that tend to reflect tne aa...erace of youth
styles, orientatlo.-.6 ast-nutiv_

construc..ad to rei..eur

estrangea, or aiienutaa from Lne the clau,,
parents, and establishea SOlk:Ce of -utnority soziety.

More s?ecifically, to aSsed6 ait.tinct.lve areas r e-emen...s y0a...
cultural involvement, We have constraztea the followin; -our Aei,sureQ.

.oware drug use; orientation towa:a sex reiations, acceptance o: ua:0:1-
ventiohal cress and grooming, ana a :,:ei.-expression index. The flzsz
variables indexes the respondent's ob:euzi0:-. :c constrain.:s
use of marijuana, LSD, and other drugs. Tna :ie.:0nd one combines
indicate that the respondent would "we,.come aore sexual ..'reedoild At..:

believes "sexuel behavior should be bound 1,y mutual feelia6s, not by formal
and legal ties." The third measure coded favorability of responses to ar. open-
ended question about recent changes in styles of dress and grooming among
young people. And, the fourth measure combines an item about the importance
of "doing your own thing" to the respondent, and one about his desire for
"more emphasis on self-expression" in society.

Likewise, to assess the estrangement or a;.ienation of young people
various social reference groups or sources of authority, we also employ four
measures: separation from society; separation from parents; rejection o.
social constraints; and middle class ieentitication. Separation from society
is measured by a single item that asks respondents whether their "own personal
values and points of view are shared by most Americans today." Separation
from parents is also measured by a single item which asks respondents about
the "differences between your values ana those of your parents." Rejection
of social constraints indexes the difficulty respondents have accepting 11+.4
you don't agree with," "the power and autnority of the police," arse the
"authority of the university administration." And, tae final measure of _-..:-
tification with the miAldle class is reflected by a single item arawn from
battery of reference group identifications (examined in Chapter 3).

Looking first at the four variables that reflect distinctive youtn Lul-
tural involvement in Table 5.3, we find reasoaably strong associations with
2rotest activity. This is particularly so Zoi orientation toward drug use
(r = una orieateion toward sex relacichs (r = .34). Sut, when we do--
trk,1 fo: other youth cultural v.alao_es, ci..a beta weii;hts for these 41ei..-

s..:es o: youth cultural dro? 'below :weir zero or,:.e: co:-
rel,Itions; orientation toward a:u, use zh4 ohiy
that shows a significaat inda2eadent on ...r,;e..t. activ;.:y (a =
When we add ti-e control for va:.--o*llity, none of

-nuu?enuen.: Co
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greater than .07). And with personal dispositions added, the beta weights
drop a bit further (b no greater than .06).

Among the four youthful alienation variables, the pattern is aomewhac
different. Their overall eorrelations wIth protest activity are abouc
sLrong as eaose or tr.e yo:. r.f.:1

o o, I. %.

turai variabiea concro.ieu, v. ,..4..e

:icaliv effects -ht ._- L. -0: ..-

Dies; wn.en we add colleges as olasa
retains independent effect Cant -,;reater ioz

vuziablea); anu, evea with personal dis:)ositions added, middle zless ivea-
tificazion continues co have a significaat independent effect (b = -.17).

Xoreover, the three youthful alienazioh variables whiich scam srvi.agvv:

independent effect on protest activity
either .35 o: .36 for each ?air) . :a e:fect ;:aese :nree

different aspects of tae same underlying dimension of. youtaiul
To examine this possibility, we nave coastruccee a path model is waich ;'ae
three measures appear as dependent variables, in which all variables except
protest activity in Figu:e 5.2 have been eaterred as possible predictors,
and in which the residual correlations among the three dependent youthful
alienation variables are shown with curved arrows on the right hand side of
the path mote: in Figure 5.3.

Notably, only four of the ten predictors in the developing causal move
figure at all in the determination of taese three measures of youthful aii%.ae-
:ion; and what is more, two of the have a prominent and comparable ro.Le
the determination or each measure or alienation. Thus, traditional values
of youth is the strongest predictor of each the three measures of alieav-
tion and youthful social criticisms is the next strongest predictor in ea:::
case. The No Religion Index and middle class identification of parents t.v...a
affects one of the alienation measures, but in each case their effects are
relatively weak compared to those of youthful values and criticisms. 1..

effect, Figure 5.3 shows that each of the measures of alienation la preuiv...z.
by the same principal and secondary determinenzs, with little or no eLfect
from other variables in the model.

In addition, the figure snows the including these three measa:ev of
% .

alienation in tne same path model reduces the resiaual correlations among
them to a statistically insignificant level. The fat: that they a:e przld.--
ced by :he same two veriaoles vent chat they lose their intercbrze-
leLiona wizhia the :rameworK '2ig-re 5.3 impll.es that these u.:e,
ihdeec, reiacively zerch,:aaa'bie measure:: el.ienation waica are a prov.....,

of the same basic causal processes. is eZfect, t.ley ca: be usea ih
one aaocaer o combined to form a oi yo-t:....-

aliez.ation without alteri:lc; or --. ,.:.;_terh o. _
the causal =dal. 3Lr

a single iaaex of youtafui aav et.arme eZfeccs

tt 118
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developing causal model as shown in Figure 5.4.

Figure 5.4 shows the model of factors contributing to protest activity
with youthful alienation added as an intervening variable in the causal
order between personal dispositions and protest behavior. Note that inero-
ducing youthful i:lienation adds only three he1.4 paths co the aeu, -,

but sigaifieantly, these three ol

Figure 5.4. Thus the iiree...

?rotest activity (p = .30) is eeciaeeli cae

predictor of protest ectivity. une crueitionaL vuleee
social criticisms of youth to youth.fel e:..ienation itself (p .LG .3G,

respectively) are quite strong by eo.....parison with tne other causal :inns -a
the model. (The effects of no religious come.litment ane midal class iden-
tification of parents on specific components of the youtnfLi ulieau -on
sure, as shown in Figure 5.3, are attenuateu waen the components comb -aed

to form the com?osite alienation measure useo in Figure 5.4).

Thus, youthful alienation is quite evidently a mechanism
ihe effects of personal dispositions on protest activity. In fact, tae
presence of youthful alienation totally acl:ounts for the effect of tradi-
tional values on protest activity; the direct path from traditional values

protest activity is altogether displaced by the indirect path from
traditional values through youthful alienation to protest behavior. In
substantive terms, then, traditional values appear to inhibit prozasz
behavior primarily to the extent that they prevent young people from deve.,-
°ping a sense of separation from the broader society, from withholding iden-
tification with the middle class as a reference group, and from rejecting
the power and authority of laws, police, and university administrators.

In the case of social criticisms, however, youthful alienation is a
less. important interpretive mechanism. Social criticisms achieve some of
their effect on protest activity indirectly through youthful alienation
(.30 x .30 = .09) but most of their effect an protest behavior occurs airy
(p = .17). Thus, only a minor portion of the effect of social criticisms
comes about through their power to encourage a sense of separation, alien.:.-
tion and rejection of established authority.

Nor is the role of youthful alie.-:ation limited to that of an nter-

pretj.ng mechanism. This is evident in the :act that including youthful
alienation in the model add :o the variance explained in protest activity,
increasing it from 31.4 percent in Figure 5.2 to 33.6 percent in Figure
Within the causal model this is represented by the fact that the substantial
direct effect of youthful alienation exceeds the sum of the (two step) in-
direct effects whici% occur through youthful alienation. That, is, the in-

direct paths from traditional values (.33 .; .:a = .15) and. from social

cisras (.30 x .30 = .C9) are :age-chez less (.-5 .09 = .24) than the e:..ree.

effect of youthful alienation (p = .30). gnus, not only is alien,Ltion a
mechanism through which personal aispostions, particularly traditional
achieve their effects on protest activity, 'out it is also an independea;
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source of variation in protest activity.

The importance of youthful alienation in the developing causal
model is apparent. However, its role in the model raises a question
about its conceptualization as a youth culture variable. The
taat it is depenaent only on ?e:soh:.1
it functions ...argely to inter;:ei.

suggests that it might more api,ropriately be regi.rue:. as acc--
tudinal or uispositional variaele ".an as an aspect yoe-ta CIAJ.-

tural involvement. Furthermore, the substantive coatent tae mea-
sure we have termed "youthful alienation"-- perceiveO value uif2er-
ences from the mainstream of society, lack of identification witn
the middle class, and the rejection of established authority-- ":162,4
no necessary connection with youth cultural involvement. Such
feelings or attitudes may arise as a person begins to lose -1..6

faith in traditional American values or ro develop critical per-
spective on society, without hib having ay.)/ contact with or invcive-
ment in the youth culture per se. Of course, such feelings caa
attitudes may also be the outgrowth of youth cultural involvemen--,
but this is not the same as saying that, they are an aspect or neces-
sary ingredient of such involvement.

The proper conceptualization of youthful alienation is an issue
that is difficult to resolve empirically. And, indeed, its impor-
tance can be exaggerated. In oraer to make an estimate of the
unique or independent effect of youth culture as an extra institu-
tional context, we must decide whether youthful alienation is a per-
sonal disposition or a youth culture variable. But this choice
will not prevent us from elaborating an explanatory model of pro-
test activity in which youthful alienation plays a prominent part.
As a matter of fact, by elaborating our causal model in Figure 5.4
one step further, we may gain useful information with which to make
the choice.

To this end, we present a further version of the eevelopia
casual model of protest activity in Figure 5.5. Specifically, we
have added to Figure 5.4 a measure of youth cultural involvement
which is based on variables that express or reflect distinctively
youthful orientations. This measure of "youthful distinctiveness"
has been constructed by combining three :iistinctively youthful orien-
tations which show reasonably strong intercorrelations: orientation
toward crab use; oriei,tation toward relations; accep-
tance of unconventional dress anc. (Aa analysis simila:
to the one presented in Aoure p:ovidc6 Lustification for com-
bining these three measures) . :aaasure of youthful ai-_-...a-

tiveness is introduced as cans --ly ;rior youthful alieha:Lon
(since youthful alienation :lore ?rope:1y ae regareed as caus-
ally contingent upon yout:. involve:-ant) and on a par

eutles.
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as shown in Figure 5.5.

Youthful distinctiveness snows do direct effect on protest activity,
as we might expect from the analysis of its components in Table 5.3. It

does, however, show an independent effect on youthful alienation (p = .26)
along with traditional values and social criticisms of youtn. :n fact, intro-
ducing youthful oistineciveness as a measure of youth cultura..
reduces the ?aths prom Lraditi_vadi vd.des do you:a:di.
to .36) and from socia: criticisms :0 yodte.;:di -o

between Figures 5.4 and 5.6. This !....,;,;es ..Ls cdldurd:

independently contributes to a sense o2 alidnat:.oa
established society. At the same time, the association 'aerween d:.s.c.,-.(d.Nd-

ness and alienation as reflected in tae path coe:ficidn: linking t.-.em is
hardly strong enough to suggest that they are both aspects of the same unde:-
lying dimension. In fact, in terms of the path coefficients, she measure
traditional values is more strongly associated with youthful alienation than
is the youthful distinctiveness variable.

Whether the reduction in direct effects of traditional values and soci:_i
criticisms on youthful alienation in Figure 5.5 is attributed to spurious or
to indirect causal links depends, of course, on the location of youthf-: as.-

tinctiveness in the model. Having placed it on a par with personal C....61)06...-

tions causes the reduction to occur through prior causal factors, chiefly
institutional quality, and secondarily socioeconomic background. But,

whether we place distinctiveness before, after,.or on par with personal d:s-
positions. its presence in the model as a determinent of youthful alienatlen
indicates that the direct effect of personal disposition variables on youth-
ful alienation as shown in Figure 5.4 are exaggerated. Thus, traditional

values and, to a lesser extent, social criticisms would appear to incorpor.,,:e
the direct effect of youtn cultural involvement unless a youth culture vaz--
able such our composite measure of youthful distinctiveness is included in
the model, as shown in Figure 5.5.

In turn, youthful distinctiveness is affected by social background and

institutional factors. Specifically, no religious commitment, middle class
identification, and socioeconomic status level of the youngster's parents
and the academic quality of the school he attends all show significant efid,:ds
on youth cultural involvement, as reflected by the youthful distinctivenes..

variable. A similar analysis of the deterninents of youthful alienation
fewer and weaker links with social backgrounu -ad institutional factors.
short, the measure of youthful distinc-diveness appedrs CO nave stronger rd.-dzs
in the social backgounds and college t:;xpeciences cf young people as we :1.6;..:

expect of a variable which is supposed to reflect extra i.-:stitutional involve-

ment in the youth culture; whereas, the measure of youthful alienation is

relatively free of background and institutional factors and is more close_y

linked with traditional values and social criticisms of youth as we right

expect of an attituelnal or disposizonal variable that contributes more

directly :kb prates.: activity.
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We recognize that placing youthful distinctiveness on a par with per-
sonal dispositions, as we have in Figure 5.5, violates the assumption statea
at the beginning of this section that youth cultural involvement should be
regarded as contingent on personal dispositions. Nevertheless, we believe
on the basis of the analysis in this section that model as presentea in
Figure 5.5 is a more accurate represeacation of the causal secceLce
both youthfu:.-distinctiveness as a .T.ea-re :A.11.7al -;_

youth u: alienacioa as an atLicuei:.,:.

aativa of leaving out :he yoacaful variiie, as 1J.:,se:..:uk.

Figure 5.4, would appear to leave yoata iavolvemen: larosiy iar.;?..e-

sented in the model or to require that youth2L1 alienation be regarded as
measure of youth cultural involvement, which iaconsisteLt wita
developing interpretation of this variable. dith these alterations i:. cat.:

assumptions affecting the interpretation o: youchful ea,

causal position of youthful distinctivenes,. w, ar,
to proceed with our analysis of the effects of occiipational comm:.tment is
a final area of extra institutional influences.

Occupational Commitment

Conventional occupational commitment might be expected to inhibit
test activity by establishing links or bonds with the prevailing social
structure. Of course, occupations in which people are exploited or op-

pressed may, as Marx has argued, generate a sense of aliena-cLon which, 14
turn, Lecomes a source of protest activity, but college students do c.ct
typically hold or aspire to such occupations. There are, however, (4.-

cupations appropriate to college graduates which have the potential for
social and political reform; commitaent to such work in the future may be
conducive to protest involvement in the present. There is also the possi-
bility of making no specific occupational commitment or plans, a condition
which may liberate the individual from sociai bonds that might otherwise
inhibit protest activity. Furthermore, apart from specific occupatiohai
commitments or plans, the desire for any kind of work :.ha;, ?emits thc.
individual to pursue social or political reform might be expected co con-
tribute to or support protest involvement. By contrast, a desire for
economic security or personal advancement in future employment might be
expected to make a person more relactaat to engage in protest, either
because he believes that the prevailing unreformed social structure
the best opportunities for security and advancement to the college 8rad,ace,
or because he fears that such involvement could jeopardize his chances for
mobility through conventional channels.

In this section, we shall e: .:. :=:.e ic,.ab people's .fae

of the interview, their futL.re com;a:Ie specific ozct..1:az.:.,

more general characteristics of the 4i:1.th :).f work they wis

occupational commitment as we consider is here includes pot;; ?rebenz
both specific and general commitments for the r..ture. nor colle6e stucea.,,

r I I
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however, full-time employment is primarily a future prospect. Our ana4sis
of the effects of occupational commitment will, therefore, be concerned with
differences in the kinds and characteristics of occupations to which college
youth aspire. Table 5.4 presents the effects on protest activity of various
measures of occupational commitment available in the CBS News survey.

empleya.eat gezezally ce.nes t.) - .o

structere, we ui.ght expect te
ciae basfes during their college year., *..C. oe-e.Le

protest activity than taose who are no.: e::Qleyec. The fi:st occupazion....

commitment variable in Table 5.4 laececes whecher the stucent was employee
at :he time of the survey. Note taa: present empoymeat snows o -y v vezy
slight negative association with protases; activity which becomes even weaker
with increasing controls. Thus, at least among college students, we find
no evidence that part time employment inhibits protest activity. O cour6e,
this does not mean that full time emploreent, especially as aa e:,terdative _o
being a student, does not discourage protest ac:Ivity. Thus, it z.,.y

employment has a constraining effect oa protest only when it sever-:y
the time available for such activity or when it becomes the vocal poia: ei the
individual's social identity.

What about the rejection of commitment to conventional occupations as
a stimulus to protest involvement? The sec .1 occupational commitment var,-
able in Table 5.4 identifies students who choose no specific conventional
occupations of the set presented to them in the interview. This measure of
"no future occupational commitment" shows a significant effect on protest
activity which remains independent when other occupational commitment vari-
ables are controlled and when colleges are added as dummy variables, how-
ever, the effect becomes insignificant with the addition of personal dispo-
sition variables to the regression equation. Notably, the number of individ
uals who indicate no realistic occupational commitment is relatively small,
thus limiting the variance in protest activity this variable can account
In other words, it seems safe to say that rejection of conventional occupations
does tend to have a liberating effect, but one which is confined to too few
students to be a statistically significant source of variation in protest
activity.

Another possibility is that commitment to certain segments of the occa-
pational structure may actually stimulate protest activity. Thus, occupae.oh.,
which specifically afford opportunities for social cange and ?olitica-
reform may tend to reinforce current reform interests of students. The
occupational variable in Table 5.4 combires the two realistic occupational
choices of young people with the highest levels of protest activity. Spec--
Zically, the variable combines commitment to social work which has a long-
standing tradition of social service and social zeform and ceimmitme:-; to
politics which, of course, preovides opportunities or
and social reform. As in the cuss. of ao occupational
the effect of politics/social wo_ti is not strong because :elatively few s --
dents make these specific choices. a1 c;:se, the effects on p.otes:
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activity are not significant when various controls are Introduced, out
is noteworthy that the beta weights are not reduced much with the addition
of other occupational commitments, institutional variability, and peraonei
dispositions. Thus, while the effect 7.s limited to relatively few students,
among this group it appears to be relatively independent of other sources
of variation in protest activity.

;hat al:out oc-n..pat;.oaal ,::-..::.

stuaents nave not yet been Genie:i
measure their actual frustration
effect of disappointment in terms o: L",:;

ideally like to have a:w ,:he ones they exiee .o oeo. A ..--
thus far considerea only their realistic expectetiona ;in the secono eo,
variables in Table 5.4) but student:: were also asked whao occupacoons
would ideally like to have. The fourth occupational commitment variar.,.e
in Table 5.4 distinguishe:s between those whose realistic expectat-oas 000
idealistic desires are the same and those for whom they cOffer. Tna taz-,
makes it abundantly clear, however, that the discrepancy 'oetweea ioeol ano
expected occupation plays no part in protest activity; St:co frusore.00a o:
disappointment has no effect on the extent to which youngsters become
involved in protest activity. An important implication of toffs finaiog
is that the rejection of coawantional occupations and the choice uf pelitoos
or social work (as indicated by the preceding two variables) do not achieve
what effect they have because they are decisions at odds with what the stu-
dents who make them would like. Instead, their effects are related to the
substantive nature o.. the commitment.

The final two variables in Table 5.4 reflect not co specifio occepaoo..
choices, but more general characteristics of the kincs of work youob
would like to have. The fifth varieule consists of a single item to w:o.c.
respondents indicate how important .c is in their lives to have work the, woo_
give them an opportunity to "change society," and the sixth variable is
index composedcomposed of three items which permit respondents to inaicate the ifoio;--
tance of economic well-being and job security to them. As the table shows.

the desire for work chat can change society tends to encourage pro :est -

ity and the desire for economic security in one's future occupation zeno,
to discourage such involvement. Furthermore, these two variables chow
effects on protest activity involvement which are independent of the other

occupational commitment variables and of college variability in prozeso

activity. With the introduction of personal dispositions as conzzo..4.,

ever, the effects of these two variables drop to statistically insigne
levels.

Now, it will be recalled that one che three personal disposoz000

variables examined in Chapter 4 is 2oungster's orientation coward

wnich distinouishes between those-. 1.41-..) value college education becaose it -o-

nelp em "earn more money, h.Ave inzerscia, career an:. er.joy _

position in the society" ,old chose
can give them to "change oains;s out well
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system." The choice between these two alternatives obviously incorporates
much the same content as do the cur occupational commitment variables that
refer to "changing society" and "conomic security." The fact chat we nave

carried the college orientation variable, as well as traditional values anc
social criticisms as controls in assessing various extra istitetional effects
in Tables 5.1 through 5.4, coaa &CC.Y.41: fa::lure of occ..-

pational commiar.ent varia te .ii;;;aif-cant af:.gct,

oa protest activity with 0L ?urac...al .n,

equation. ..n view of Z:ka16 posszy, we nave includea 4.---

ety" and "economic security" in the ueveioping causal moue factu.:s to;.-

tributing to protest activity in Figure 5.6.

The figure shows that a commitment to work which of:!ers
for changing society does contribute inae?ea...eatly procts: aut-v:ty
a significant level (p = .13); whereas, n.deesire for wo:1( thaL
economic well-being and security does not. '.'aus, the removal of

orientation variable permits at least one of the occupational commitment
variables to become a direct contributing factor in the developing causal
model. The fact that the independent effect of college orientation lb no:
large (as shown in Table 4.12) means that it alone could not cause a huge
reduction in the effects of either of these two occupational commitment
variables. However, its presence was eviaently sufficient to alter the
statistical status of the changing society variable from a significant
to an insignificant contributor to pretest activity.

It is interenting to note in Figure 5.6 that the desire for economic
security and the emphasis on changing society are by no means opposite enc,r.

of the same coin; they have quite different roots in the causal structure
of the model. The desire for economic security in future employmeat
directly affected only by traditional values, but notably by such values

the part of both youth and their parents. :he fact that such a commitmt
is linked not only to traditional values of young people but also .c
of their parents suggests that it is deeply rooted in traditia:..1
values and reinforced by family pressures.

An emphasis on changing society in iutu:e employment, by coz:4st,

linked with an altogether different set of variables. Naturally itaou6.-.

a critical perspective on society and its institutions contributes to
desire for work that will provi.ie opportunities for changing society ,?
Also, youth cultural involvement as reflectec in the youthful d:.stinciv,-
ness measure indepenaently contributes to a aesire for work tha-.-. can caa;.L,

society, perhaps to conform more .early :o norms and values of zae

culture to which they subscribe (? = .21) . Significantly, SC0C-Oc.:....

status tends to discourage an interear in the is of wore. that :rov-u,

opportunities to chaage society (p = -.-5). ::hough acz particu-a:ly

is one of only twc uir,ct :.7oa foreround variao-,s;

other leaiin.; to youz.-.ful ci;.s.ccveauas. .2hapcer 6, We shall ueai

greater -ength with he ;.nplicazicas of c:.e fact that Si.:S as very

effect on the .,;ersonal values, oriencat;uns, or dispos-tions of young
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At this point, we simply note that the one direct causal link oetweea Se.:r
and a foreground variable that directly affects protest activity is one chat
ands to inhibit the kind of orientation toward future occupations which
promotes protest involvement.

The distinctly different causal roots oI the desire for ecorabaie aezeri,}
aaU the empaaais on ehea6ia,,, sceie.4 Lecapazionel eomLit-e7.0
21.;ure 3.6 su6gests that ene .:ortee ena-ce
the college orientation varieble

would appear that the eollege va:iab-e - . ..-
rween two relatively independent orieatleas whiaa
in the experiences and backgrounas ycetn. etween
and changing society as occupational cota...::.r.meazs r le only -.14, :,eeaaae

the college orientation variable covers dizeasions quite ze zacse
represented by the two occupational commitment variables aaa Oec.24se
appears to force a choice between two relatively independent Gialc"Abl0A6,
will be dropped as a personal disposition in the final sec it-J:. 0/
ter where we attempt to partition the variance in proses,: aecivicy aaeag
institutional and various extra institutional earegories o.

Despite the fact that none of zhe six occupational commitmaaz veriaba
show significant effects in the final column of Table 5.4 and that only one
of them shows a significant effect in the causal model in Figure 5.6, tnese
six variables as a group make a definite contribution to the variance ex-
plained in protest activity. Above and beyond the variance attributable to
institutional variability and personal dispositions (Table 4.12), these
six variables add 2.4 percent to the variance in protest activity; and, of
course, slightly more when the college orientation variable is dropped f:ci:

the personal dispositions. Their collective contribution appears to reiiee,

the fact that four of the six occupational commitment variables sho%*
which at least approach significant levels even with institecionel varia-
bility and personal dispositions, including college orientation, enterree
into the regression equation.

The fact that the occupational commitment variables with the scronges.
independent effect on protest activity is a general charaeteristic of :;utu:e
employment rather than a commitment to a specific occupation or ac 01 oeea-
pations, and that making no occupational choice ass at least as scrcng en
effect as choosing politics/sociii wank, are inconsistent wiz:: tae argu:i.en_

that articulation oetween the eeucazionel ae SU-C,L.:e6
for much of the effect of occupational_ commitmeacs on protest beaavior.

Instead, it would appear chat young people believe work is availeble t.-AL
2rovi,-.e6 opportunitiea for chengiag aeciecy, and perhaps more so for

&raQuatas, btAt :he./ are relazive4 ,:acezt,-.:LA about precisely cccupaLiaa.,

provide Duch opportunities.

Finally, the role of 0,:eu3-a.;.:.cdaa.. ;:t;:e.6L

a more important one chat che
at the beginning oi th-a aection, ena aa-coliage yoeti.

.37
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distinguished more by their present employment status than by any ocher of
the extra institutional tractors, that we have considered here. Arlo, will
also be in terms of occupational status level that these two groups will be
further separated once the college students graduate and eater the labor
force. Obviously, any i.ttempt to account for the differences in
activity between college and non - college eaec reten vice
ences in occupational comiment betwe.,.e

.;.-

tributing factor. The analysis of differenees is fetere ectupeal
raiment among college youth conduczee here, ...14442 covers only 6Cogle che
possible effects of occupational commitment: oa protest activity.

An Assessment of institutional and Extra Iasticetional Effects

in the next and final chapter, we snell review cne causal moael de hay.
developed in this chapter and discuss some of its implications rot existin;
theories of protest activity and for further analyses of these date. In tee
remaining few pages of this chapter, we shall make an overall assessment of
the effects of the various categories of variables we have examined in this
chapter and in the preceding one. That is, we shall estimate the extent to
which personal dispositions, institutional characterisitcs, and the various
extra institutional contexts contribute to protest activity among college
youth.

The estimated effect of a given context on protest activity will depeae,
of course, upon how well the available aaca in the CBS News survey cover
of the factors in a given context which contribute to protest activity. .:or
the purposes of this analysis, we must assume that the relevant contributors
to protest activity have been covered equally well in each of the contexts
under consideration, and that the survey questions have measured the variables
equally well within the various contexts or categories of variables.

Another problem is the proper classification of the variables in terms
of the contexts or categories used in the analysis. There are, for example,
no sure guidelines for distinguishing pewee-a social backeroune and family
environment variables or between youth culture ana personal dispositioh va.:_-
ables. At several points in the analysis, in fact, we have specifically se,:,-
bested that our initial classification of variables was mistaken. For exam;::e,
in the analysis of youth culture icfleences, it appeared that "youthful alieaa-
tion" may be more properly regarded as a personal disposition than as an inc.-
cator of youth cultural involvement.

asseaamen: of iaszitutioca_ ace extra institutional effects
follows, wa have classified the variables actoreing to our firyll rataer the:.
our initial judgement or the cateaorias -o which :hey belong. This raises
tne following changes in our initial elassifieation of varial,les:

Among institziz,nal in 7eble 4.7: Soet.-.e::.

9!1 14
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Regional Location has been dropped from the analysis because it seems
quite likely that its effects actually reflect influeaces wh.,.ch are
not specific to the college context (see pp. 104-105 above).

Among Personal Disposition Variables in Tab. c; 4.12; Ori.ehzazion

Colle6e has Jeer. cropped iL

sLbsta.htively red.na,th. w.t-

2c-.7zei 1..etwean a-.

oriantacion toward the fut...re

tion variables have also been z..c.eu. caze.zory as aesc:iod-

ace..y below in the discussion o: '.7,duza Z.alure

Among Social Background Variables i No caah;i.a.

Among Family Context Variablos in T.ble 5.2: No change.

Among Youth Culture Variables in Table 5.3: Four youthful alienation
variables (numbers 5 through 8 in Table 5.3) have been shifted from t.:,
youth culture category to the personal dispositions category oa the
grounds that they do not specifically measure youth cultural involve-
ment, but rather reflect personal orientations of a2.ienation, separ-
ation, and rejection which are more properly an aspect of persoaal
dispositions.(see pp. 128 above).

Among the Occupational Commitment Variables in Table 5.4: No change.

With these revised categories of variables, we have performed step-
wise regressionanalysis of the variance in protest activity attributabl,
to each of the six categories of variables under consideration. S2ecif :-

cally for the personal dispositions, institutional contexts, an:, each C.
the four extra institutional contexts, c:,:e step-vise analysis show .the

percentage of variance in protest activ.ty attributable to the variables
in each context: (a) with the effects of nc other variables removes; (b)
with the effects of personal dispositions removed; (c) with the effects
of personal dispositions plus institutional contexts removed; and (d) with
the effects of the five other categories of variables removed. The results
are presented in Table 5.5

When we consider the contribution. eaca --Itegory of variables
makes alone (column 1), we find that personal dispositions are a .:.-ronger
predictor of protest activity than any of the institutional or extra
tutional contexts, accounti& alond al-.Lost 29 p-rcez of tne variant,.

in protest activity. Next cones yo_za c-11.-ure variable: whion alone
for almost 20 percent of :ne variance in ?rotes:: activity. Thd. tot::

categories of variables show cLite compi.rable contributions, they accoan.:

for between ii and 14 percent of cite variance in protest activity. It is

not surprising, of course, to find tna.: the personal attitudes, and orieata-

i4r 15
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tions of young people make the strongest contribution to protest ac,:ivicy,
since they are pervasive continuing influences and since they may be
expected to act as intervening variables which convey or mediate the effects
of various social factors associated with institutional and extra institu-
tional contexts.

STSP-WISE ANALYSIS OF VARIAW:i. 2AXL.:1'

SEX CATZGOA.I.EL Oi

Percenc,:.ge of variance accounter
removing variance attributable

No Other Personal

for after
to;

Personal
Dispositions
and Insti-

L.rsc

The.: ozhe:

No %Lace-
Categories of Categories Disposi- tucional
Variables of Variables tions Characteristics

Personal Dis-
positions 27.9 4.i

Institutional
Characteristics 14.3 4.6 3.L

Social Back-
ground Variables 13.5 5.9 4.9

Family Context
Variables 11.3 2.3 1.4 ).3

Youth Culture
Variables 19.7 2.2 1.2 0.3

Occupational
Commitment
Variables 12.3 1.7 1.3 "9

Multiple Correlation= .63

:70 assess the effec?Is of the contexts above and bayonet th,:ir

associations to personal dispositions, we have therefore calculated the amoulic

each context adds to the variance at:ounted for by personal dispositions
protest activity (column 2). With pitrsun,11 disposicions removec., the coazz..-

butions of the various co:ncotL o:37 co lovels,

14C,
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much of their effect is joint with personal dispositions. Social background
variables'add about 6 percent and institutional characteristics slightly
less than 5 percent to the variance in protest activity. None of the other
extra institutional contexts adds more than 2.3 percent to the variance in
protest activity. Note that the youth cultural variables are AOW =ACAS :%1
lowest contributors co protest activi.c.y. much of tc.c
overall effect of you .a cultural veriaa.es throua:.
with personal dispositions.

Concerning the contribution to
extra institutional contexts above anc beyonc chc u;:feczs of
tions and institutional characteristics column 3), we find thac aoo:al
ground variables clearly dominate among extra institutional factors. 1a :mat,
the 4.9 percent that they add to the variance in protest activity is greater
than the contributions of the other three extra institutional categories o.2
variables put together. It is noteworthy that with institutional ch-ra;:ze:-
istics as well as personal dispositions removed, occupational com..titment
variables now contribute more strongly than either family conceit or you.:n
culture variables.

Finally, when we consider the unique contribution of each of the 61A
categories of variables beyond what the other five contribute, it is cleza
that personal dispositions, social backgrounds and institutional contexts
have a substantially greater independent effect than do family context,
youth culture, or occupational commitment variables. In particular, the
contributions of family context and youth culture ariables have fallen co
less than half of one percent in each caste. Thus, what little effect family
context and youth culture variables have after personal dispositions aac
institutionaJ. characteristics are removed, all but disappear when the otae:
extra institutional contexts are also removed.

On the basis of this analysis, then, we can safely conclude that soda...
background variables play a relatively important part in contributing to
protest activity-- a more important part than do the institutional character-
istics we have examined he By contrast, the other three extra institu-
tional contexts play.relat_vely minor roles, with occupational commitments
having a stronger impact than either family context variables or youth cul-
tural involvement. Indeed, all three of these contexts together have less
independent effect on protest activity than either institutional characzez-
istics or social background factors. Neealess to say, personal disposition,.
show a stronger independent effect than any of the five categories of insti-
tutional and extra institutional influences.

There is a.L interesting parallel between the effects of specific vari-
ables in the causal model s:own in Figure 5.6 and the independent contriou-
tions of the various categories of vari,-;ol,a6 showa in Table 5.5.
independent contributor to protest figure 5.6 is youth2ul a:.:.ktn--
tion, a personal disposition variaole; we 6t.: ia. Table 5.3 that peraonl

Cf: I 152
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dispositions as a category make the strongest contribution to protest activity.
The second strongest independent effect in Figure 5.6 is produced by the SES
Index, a social background variable; we see in Table 5.5 that social back-
ground factors as a group make the next strongest contribution to protest
activity. The third strongest effect on protest activity in Figure 5.6
attributable to institutional cualicy, 5.5, wL 6:

characteriscius a4 a .raap C.:4... -.

protest activity. None of the faa,-y oc yout:. cuLture
rigure 5.6 show a direct effe.:c on ,,roceu. aucivicy; al.,: we 6%:e.

that each of these contexts adds very ,itt,L, ,neeea, co the variance
test aczivicy. And, finally, there Is a weak but ie.:enuell_
one of the occupacionai commitment variables co protest activity La. ?iisare
5.6; and we see in Table 5.5 that the occupazionai vacziables as as cacso...;

make an ,adependent contribution that is weaker thar. personal diaocs,,e;.s,
social backgrounds, or institutional characteristics, but stronger
family context or youth culture variaoles.

In effect, the broad categories of variables examined in Table 5.5 cuha
to have their effects on protest activity through single dominant var-..ao-es--
thc ones with direct paths to protest activity in Figure 5.6. Only in zae
case of personal dispositions are there two independent contributors-- yout.-.-
ful alienation and social criticisms-- in Yigure 5.6.

Thus, while the results in Table 5.5 provide a useful summary of Lhe
contributions of broad categories of variables, the parameters in FigurL 5.6
give a clearer and more refined indication of aow these effects come about.
It identifies the specific variable(s) witnin a given context which Acccun,
for most of the effect of the entire context. And beyond this, of course,
the path analysis presents causal links among variables which do not make
direct contributions to protest activiLy, but nevertheless help to interpret
and explain the relationships which indirectly contribute to protest activity.
And, perhaps because of the greater re:inement and specificity prov,ded by
the causal model, it raises some serious questions about existing theories
of protest activity and suggests some promising directions for further
research with these data-- issues that will be the subjec: matter of our
final chapter.

Notes to Chapter 5

1. It should be noted at this point that the beta weight for SES on protest
activity with controls for all other backg:ound variables, institut,onal
ability using colleges as aummies, :ant persona l dispositions (b = .2') 1s
,,reate: than the path coefficienc fro:. JGJ ca ?rocest activizy 21;a1-, .. -

wit:. fewer bacK;rouna variables con:ro_IeU, insciLaLlo...41

:apresentea only by quality, dna ohly two o, t; tn:ee pe:sor.a- a. -Silos

tions variables in the equation (p = .23). iu:cher analysis will be requizae
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to discover specifically which variables ...alonb those repres.:Ateo t'nu

regression equation but not included 4n ti.e ps.:h analys...s 4cad

mask the direct effect of SES in figure :a any case, it shot._:. be

clear that with additional control variiab4es from the t:-.ree

far introduced, will tend to incre;.z. r.z.her than decre4se tae

of SES on ?rotes,: acciv.:ty.

LAi

wdtever aispositionz exist az a re.s...
protest among those dis7oseL :o
those disposed to resist it. A
however, turned up empirical support or

3. It is at least conceivable ch.,: ti..: soclal criziciss of ?a:eLts .:e

influenced by the critical attitudes and persr,edtives
through a process of "reverse socia:4:4zazion." This possibilicy
with the fact that parental criticisms show :Iew links with backi,:o6no a:
foreground variables and no independent effect or. protest activity. Me.:
personal dispositions are controlled, :urns slightly ne,e.tive

the final column of Table 5.2.) ZvidencQ of reverse socializ.lzl.o.:

be developed by examining the associ-zioA bwee.-. social cril....;.is:z

and youth under varying conditions o.1. commua-c,. zioh and compi.ca.c...1:cy

the family.

A. .P
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CHAPTER 6

IMPLICATIONS AND DIRECTIONS FOR FURTHER ANALYSIS

C.44,:;e:
L.16 A:,;c Linue:sL4at..;.b

..uvz
to -Lae youmful ?t0.4 aeLiAllty Of .UdoCb. Au :nut sce:e:-.
fundamental questions .-emain to De aazW...1:-:: t%';

theory of recent youthful protest ?rese;.c.
che limitations in existiniA theorieb s G le-as co alzeznu-..ive
which more nearly account for the protL0L invo.ve.Tdeai: oceurr,I.
are, however, formulations which neea fur tae: elaboratioa anc specitIcatlo-.
To this end, we shall outline some of eaa areas in which further 4aalipi6 v.
these data should be conducted.

An Overview of Findino

Much of the foregoing analysis is consistent with previous thias.ihg
the sources of protest behavior in society. In broadest terms, tcae analysis
indicates that adherence to traditional o: estaDlishment valcas in society
has an inhibiting effect on protest behavior and that a critical pers?ective
on society and its institutions is conducive to political and social proLes:.
Adherence to traditional values will, according to our analysis, tend to
forestall a sense of alienation or separation from society which, in turn,
appears to be a potent source-- indeed the strongest single predictor in
analysis-- of protest activity. Social criticism, on the other hand, appea:s
to be a relatively activating disposition which transforms the individa.l
into a ready participant in protest behavior, anc aisposes him to project
such behavior into the flAtura through a choice of an occupation that ca: aay.:
some role in changing society. And, such a change oriented occupational com-
mitment independently contributes to the individual's protest involvement,
apart from his critical perspective on society.

Our analysis has further revealed that the social backgrounds and fami.y
contexts of students make an important contributicn to their critical per-
spectives on society, aad especially to their b.:111.ef is tradition,..1
Youthful traditional values, for inscance, are directly adfteeted by
permissiveness, parental religious commitmeat, aad the traditional
the parents; they are indirectly linked to oz the social backe;rounc _-
abler in our model of factors con:::-Ou ?:.czast activity.
cional values and sozil to . :raasmitted z1-.e

family context from parents to che.r oftsprings, yet this is not che only
way w'aich consistency between tae 6te.:..tions comes about. Ths, the
traditional values o: youth un,' ?: .zs alsc toad to c.::res?oni.
young ?:-..o?ia from

high quality colleges an,

1S5
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values among students. They also tend zo correspond because lack religioue
commitment on the part of parents indepencently discourages belie: in tree,-
tional values among both youth and their parents. In the cash of eocial
criticisms, most of the agreement between youth and their parents comes about
directly, but there is some question aboe.: whether the direction of :re:4e-
mission is from ?ereat to offs?ria6 e: verse.

Thus, the eoeiel oackgroezea ane
effects oa protest activity ze.ree,,a wit.1 t"eac
aispositions or value orientations yoe:a. :tee-reeve:,
generally consistent wit existing expieaeoloau of protest .c.tivity in ter:t
of the transmission of political aad social values within the &Lily conteAt
and the liberating and alienatin; ef.f.cz:s ol aurginal bac'aground or poaition
in society. Yet, in a very real sense, ouch processes involvini; the forma-
:ion and transmission of values, criticisms and dispositions-- we snail ce,fe:
to them as "value interpretations" of protest activity-- are only half the
story. Tnese value interpretations leave out two extremely imporzaaz factors
which contribute to protest activity quite apart from youthful value orien-
tations. The other half of the story, as it were, lies in the non-veluu
effects of socioeconomic status and institutional quality.

Investigators have repeatedly found an association between socioeconomic
status and protest activity. Some have cried to explain it in terms of 6C:UC.-

tural and historical changes in the nature of social class in American society.
They have argued that the upperstrata in this recent historical period o.
post-industrial society have adopted humanistic values which are concernen
more with social welfare and equality than with personal well-being andae,,-
interest. This liberal humanistic orientation, they argue, is especially
prevalent among young people brought up in the permissive family environ;.le".
of the educated upper middle class and soill tree of the constraints impoi-e
by family and career. Yet, our data proviae support for this in.-er-
pretation of the relatio-nship between SES and protest involvement. It is

true that we find no direct in between socioeconomic status aad tne two
major value orientations affecting protest activity. SES does have aome
indirect effects on traditional values ant social criticisms of youth chree
its associations with family permissiveness, parental traditional value;., a"a
the kinds of schools young people select and attend. but all of tail le
little consequence by comparison with tne stronz, u4inzerpretea e2fec: of
aecioeconomic status on protest activi:y-- an effe::: which is appare"oly
independent of the dispositions, oriearatioas or values of young people.

:nstiturional quality is the o:ne: factor wh16. appears to encoura;;e
protest activity indepencently, in large meaaure, of its effects on the vii-
enc criticisms of youth. Good schools nave traaitionally been Caougnt to
eneourage critical pera:lective on society and to cisocurage acherence to
creditioaal values by sue ecting steuen:a oo an ooLective, eispessioaue
analysis of social institutions and trauitions. Aad, :.:.teed, we nave ioane

evidence of such liberating effect:; In :rolz inatitut.oaal

traditional values an socia. ia oe: aewevez, ."-
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for present consideration is.that such value effects of institutional quality
leave most of the association of quality with protest activity unaccounted
for. Good schools have evidently contributed to protest activity coace
independently of the value effect thay have on young people, or the fact :ha..
youngsters with values conducive to prozest activity tent to be conceacraz,..
at such institutions.

It effect, it appeers, that a :ea.;or ?e:tioa the protest behevic.: 0;
young people in the laze 1960s occurrea ifor reasere quite ::part from their
liberal attitedes and values, their a.Lienatioa from the aominen: society,
their commitment to occupations involving opportunities to ea.:age society,
the values and permissiveness of their taily environments. Although :.11
these factors appear to have contributes ih varying eegrees to yot....fu:
test activity, they largely fail to accoent or the ?rotes: invoive.ze-n.
the elite of America's youth-.. young people from the .nacion's
and from its "best" colleges and universities. The events of the le%-)s see:.
to have made them political activists without making them ideologically com-
mitted political liberals, radicals, or leftists.

Alternative Interpretations

Surely a variety of interpretations could be offerred for the indepeneen.
effects of institutional quality and socioeconomic status. In this section,
we shall briefly sketch two such interpretations. One stresses the organi-
zational and recruitment dynamics of a direct action political movement; the
other focuses on its relevance and implications for the student status in
society. These are not mutually exclusive formulations in the sense that the
processes postulated by each may be at work simultaneously. They do, however,
derive from somewhat different conceptions of the nature of the protest move-
ment of the 1960s, and therefore offer .competing, if not incompatible, expl..-
nations for the observed effects of quality and SES.

The Dynamics of Disorderly Politics

In the face of increasingly forceful and disruptive demonstrations in ine
late 1960s, authorities responded with increasingly repressive tactics. The
Columbia University takeover in the Spring of 1968 was ultimately ended witn
a brutal police assault on the students occupying Aamilton The yc,th-
ful supporters of Senator Eugene :JA:Ca.:,;...iss biu for the presidential nominati.;.

at the Democratic National Convention in cae Smner of 1966 were brucalizee
by the Chicago police while the pebli: television. Ar.%4, ele--
tion of Richard Nixon i4 the rail of zo enac:se "here het
methods fu: dealing with yrotesce.is. rtes.: eveats uncoubteely hae the
of polarizin& tne attituCes 0: yon.:,; ?so?le towazd.protesters; in some cu.:r-
te.:a they gene:ated a sense O., symp,.chy ane su?por.r. for protester,i, in ()the:a

they provoked feeliags of hostility ana antipathy toward protesters.

-157
t:



PrCT COPY AvAIMILE

By the Spring of 1969 when the CBS News survey was conducted, there was
leer evidence that support for the aims and tactics of protesters was mere

prevalent among college than among non-college youth. For instance, coi.ete
students were much more likely than non-college youth to say "I am in sympathy
with most the activists' objectives, bue hot all of their caczics" 2...,
and to feel :..:ac Ii.e.siazine, or ilib,Aey% w. .....

tactic (tab .,e 3.1) . Indeed, a ma;,.,:- t; ....:.-pre teatera la .

that such a tactic was jusciiie.

There is reason to suppoee the e:.i-are s.piorz 2ret-ac
was even stronger at higher quality inscice...ons. We hove seen Za6V. procesz.::.
were proportionately much more numerous at the action's leading schoela In
1969; fully half of the students at hi r. quality institt.tione haa enba6ee
some form of protest activity as compared CO only about a fifth o2 :'nose az
schools of lesser quality (Table 4.2, index scores 3 and 4 vs. all otner,
and about a tenth of the non - college sample (with blacks excluded ss they a:e
from the college figures, see Table 2.9) . The concentration of procee-eere st
high quality schools during this period polarization implies that non-
protesters and ideologically uncommitted students at such schoo...s are e:e
likely to have friends and acquaintances among protesters, ana hence the.:
sympathies are apt to be reinforced in their personal relations.

Furthermore, the presence of relatively large numbers of protest oriented
students at high quality institutions can be expected to generate an organi-
zational substructure supporting protest activity (von Eschen et al, 1972).
Such campuses will be more likelu to have active and effective SDS
and more numerous and well-attended meetings to organize any
specific protests. As a consequence, they should provide mare oppo:c4.--;...r.
for the ideologically uncommitted to become involved, not to mention the
fact the presence of relatively large numbers of protest prone stuaents w...
probably also subject the uncommitte to mora intense informal pressures c,
participate, regardless of their personal dispositions.

According to this argument, then, the independent effect: of
quality on protest activity may reflect 0%. dynamics of che protest
during a period of polarization in which normative support for procesi.
and an organizational substructure to facilitate such activity are morn
to develop where protesters are concencratec. UnGer :hest circumscar.c..ts,
young :aople who are not ideologically oommitted may nevertheless be affozuec.
numerous opportunities, subjected to informal pressures, and ',iberazeo oy a
generally favorable or sympathetic climate to become involved in protest
activity.

As for the inoopendent effect J. 43.7.....0M1C status, s.:uclies ::,-
viausly shcwn that high 5E5 people c,:c. ,;:pe...ly likely to 10.:1-:.-

tart associations, to t recru.Ltee z:ne ?::.zea as 1;articipants, Le a:
and effective in organizational acz,vity, cc be less
by the risk of failure or emberrasamenz. ?articipants and
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ous campus organizations and activities, students from high status back-
grounds may have found themselves under increasing pressure to join in pcoteaL
activities, regardless of their own ideological po.icions, as campuses became
politicized. For example, fraternities and sororities-- not nozoradea:v
radical groups-- may have become involved in protest ....ctiv.cy
requests from other cdmi)us :c - _
aUS " t %air: rro:7.

, ,

,:tanstrainea ay a priasp,.....:L of gectin6.1.41 with
..fa are 1.oce

:heir preen: azuca.:ioa,f,1 success, anz zaeze;:oce. -eeb vr.i..iho co
it by Lazo:Ling invo..ved in sit-ins, scr.46.s, -;
are not ideolozically disposed to do 60.

The Political Incoraordtion of tr.,:

In contrast with most ocher nationa, the system of hither eauca-ar. _a
America has remained relatively unincorporated at tae national leval
and Rubinson, 1972). In this country, higher education is relatively f:ee
regulation by the federal government. Accreditation is primarily a region.:-
function. Curriculum is approved by academic rather than political authori:_es.
College graduates are in no. sense guaranteed membership in the national ?ol-z-
ical or social elite, as they are in many countries. Political partea C.GiVc
no well articulated links with student political activity, no branches aa
campus, which provide direct access to the national political forum or SUbbe-
quent careers in national politics (Weinberg and Walker, £969). :oliLica.
involvement typically begins at the local or acate levels in electoral poli-
tics. As a consequence of this lack of political incorporation at the
national level, according to Meyer and Rubinson (1972), American college
students as a whole have oeen among the least politically interested or
active in national affairs in the world. To be sure, there have been pecioaz.
of student aggitation and activism in the past that bc2r many simila.:_ciat.
to tna activism of the 1960s (Upset, 1971), Of.: none have tae'.4ieved :aas-
sive student participation witnessed in the 1960s.

One thing that distinguished the 1960s from earlier periods of youtLial
protest was a movement toward greater political incorporation of higher eau-
cation in America. The 1950s witnessed the beginnings of an enormous expan-
sion of higher education with extensive federal support, especially for uai-
versity based research. In response to the advent of Sputnik in 1957, the
educational establishment began to be seen as an instrument of national policy
that woula enable the U.S. to catch up with and .urpass the U.S.S.X. in race
exploration.

The decade of the 1960s began :a, of i.anneLy,
America's most youthful ?resideat who ahoctly 1:.vizaa cr,e ,-6_
and brightest you;.:, of the nat-on to Lai:. .tae work of his acL-histr.:t-o:,.
In the Peace Corps, with its mission af service to other nation in tae la:L-
rest of peace, he created a form of political involvement and responsibil£ty

15,
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specifically designed for young people. This development, perhaps more than
any other, symbolically conferreo a new p. litical dimension upon tne status
of youth in our society. In reality, tae oppo:tunities for such participation
were initially available only to the elite of the youthful generation-- rela-
tively few exceptionally talentea your. -peopie, largely init. :he aat:o...'s
leadin6 col lazes ano zne imporcar.,

.Lnnounciag the aeed for youthful p.,:tkci?ation .a 4.41e a,:zulr's oz

During :he early .960s, then, .nere Ztlise:e o zrow.e.,

of higher education by the nationa scructd:e, cii&J es..*

ular,.a growing charter for the po"-'-a, inw.,vee.Ae.:c of yok.,:h .a
affairs. There were ocher visible sins o. nee:a:nu:. ineor?ora..n
higher education, including the recru.tme-h: of u.....e.m.cs :ram --i.-_-

versities to positions in t:ie Kennedy a&:.:.niszt-atl.oa.

recc evidence in the administration's o.:ten implicit backini; tne
Rights Movement. Furthermore, many of zaase .mplicac.on ?ersIsteo,
became even stronger, in the Johnson administration with the 1964 :._Vii
Rights Act, the declaration of "War on Poverty," and the creatine, of
a domestic counterpart of the Peace Corps. In other words, the henredy and
early Johnson administrations established and sanctioned a charter ;:or the
political involvement of youth which had not previously existed and w".7:.e
could not be constructed and legitimated by young people themselves.

Because the newly created forms of political involvement were enacwed
with a pecial meaning and mission and were reserved for exceptionally
talented young people, they became high status forms of activity that cu.-,
ferred distinction upon those who became involved. Hence, they are :.tkely
to have attracted young people from high status backgrounds who aspired co
positions of leadership in society. And, because these newly created in-
volvements stressed leadership, service, and responsibility within the
American system of values, they are likely cc have attracted high statuo
young people who were not especially alienatea o: critical of the Aitezic..n
system.

Furthermore, this grant of political stz.:us established a basis for the
more widespread and dis-:rderly protest activity that followed in the late
1960s. The youthful ,.csponse to the newly established charter went far beyona
the capacity of the national administration and established social institu-
tions to absorb the ideals and energies of youth. Although youthful polis
became disorderly and more disruptive in the lat. 1960s, it does not 2ollo
that all of those who engaged in such .dtivity, especially over a per.;,:. o
several years prior to 1969,1 did 6o bf a sense of el.enaz:.on or re:ec-
tion of American values. There were sc..: o.;?orzwnitles for
service and leadership that mint ,.z_racted

status backgrounds, iac.ependently of ene.r positicas in ze...:»s b:

traOicional values, social criticisms or youzai..1 slienatIon.



BEF.T COY riallamE

This perspective also provides an interpretation for the :ion -value
of institutional quality. .sigh quality colleges and "universities claim co
provide the skills and orientations required for elite.status in society.
In effect, the leading institutions are supposed to prepare young people for
membership in a national elite.2 When national political involvement oecome.,
a new right and expec:ation of yo'.461, forms

the L. .

otatua in socie:y W13 c.:co%.ra s.-4 .

these sc..lools may :lave oil the aoti.1

tations of their students. The raspo:.s:: L.

more in tern of :he rights arc responsibilicies of scat.s tan
of ideological commitment.

This possibility that the leading lastitucions will iaaepeacently encee:a.d.
political activity on a status as well as a value basis suggest::
non-value effect of SES may come about. Previous re:iearcn (4ahr. aa
1970) indicates that high status stuaents dc institutions of lesser
particularly those one step below the leading institutions, show ?rotes:
behavior which corresponds more closely to the lc vet at high quality coilef,e,
than to that of other students in their own concects. This suggest tnat hi.;a
SES youngsters may be oriented to the norms and pactices that prevail
nation's leading universities and colleges. ro the extent that their motiv,.s
are to conform with their peers at the leading Institutions, and in so dol. : ,.;

perhaps to gain status at their own Institutions, their protest behavior shoa.,
be relatively free of the value orientations and personal cisposicions
also contribute to such behavior.

One further argument is implicit in L.le causal model that we helve eevei-
oped in Chapter 5. One feature of the model we have no: discussee i.. any
detail is that both SES and quality :.ont:ibute ineepenaenzly alon&
other factors) to "youthful distinctiveness," our measure of youth culterai
involvement. It will be recalled that this measure combines attitudes towar.
unconventional dress, sexual freedom, and drug use. While it is clear from
the model that youthful distincitiveness does not contribute to protest
activity in any substantial or direct way, it may be that both the yourn2u.
distinctiveness and the protest activity veriabies reflect the desire 7e:
distinctiveness and, by implication, status amone youth. I: effect, yrobe:
involvement may be sought for its status value alzong high SES stuae:.ts
high quality schools, as well as for it:: :weaning in terms o2 the persoa,,
values and political ideologies.

A.:t.%er for the AnalysL,. o: ;h.:se 1.):..c,1

seems likely that a thoro;....6o.t.a4 exp_aation ci the . .

effects or socioeconomic status sac instiLutional quality :tay zoa..
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combination of the processes we have discussec in this section. Indeeu, we

may find that some students become involved in protest behavior as a result;
of the dynamics of disorderly politics while others get involved as a conse-

quence of processes associated with the political incorporation of the stu-

dent status. Moreover, to account for the full range of protest behavior,

we will obviously need some combination of what we have referred to as

"values" and "non-values" inter?retations. It may be, for example, tha:

we need to consiar 0.40 difZerent: i1.0k:IVZ.t....glo for -.3..ates: dctivizy

result .n zwo distinct zypes of zhe !co-

:esters and the "status or-enLed" -?:stesLers.3 7nese ?ossibilit.es ss

as a number of the issues raised id tne isedssion
need for further analyses of these data and Cj soL.e at

such analyses might be directed.

A number of 6evelopments and rciinements tht: a.dalysis prd.,dn-dc

this report remain to be done. This in2ormation on the disruptive .-.es:,

campus political activity in the 1966-1969 academic year (drawn per.-.ai:s

from school newspapers) and information on the numbers of valunzeers to tae

Peace Corps and VISTA in the early 1960s from the sample schools might ce

introduced to help interpret the non-values efiect of sc:-.00l
examination of the specific components. of the SES index and replioation d:

the causal model developed in Chapter 5 for high SES students might -..-eveal

factors contributing to their protest activity more clearly.

The model should also be replicated for non-college youth (excluding

institutional quality, cc. course) to see whether the processes that acti-

vared students also activated non-college youth. Replication for junior

college students and for youngsters who have been influenced by college,

as opposed to those who have never attended college, may also help to

clarify the extent to which the protest movement of the 1960s was a "stu-

dent movement" as opposed to a "youtll movement." Replie:ation within age

and sex categories may also help to specify tne working of the model.

example, the non-value effects of SES and quality may be chiefly evident

among older ol more advanced students, thus suggesting that the working of

political incorporation played a more important role in the eel:11er stages

of the protest movement. And, although we have quite small samples of

black youth and college revolutionaries, ene replication of the model :or

these subgroups may at least give an indication of broad differences that

may exift in the dynamics of protest activity among different segments of

the youthful population.

There are also additional data which shouln be introducec to devalo,,

and refine our unde:standng of he protest movement. The CBS News sdrv-_,

incld:.ed questions cn tne impact cf v.:rious historical events sucn as

assassination Oi Pre&ident Kennedy and the clash betweea stddents and po._,,

at the Democratic National Convent.:on id Cnigao. examining tne

impact of these ::istorical events on :he attitudes and or--datacion o: odn

people in varying institutional settings and between college dnC non-col le;,;

youth, we may 'oe able to sae how chase events were interpreted by yo;..:;,

151
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people Li social; con.:exts. in addition, sci.lewnat coxpa-
rable information on youthful .glen[::; ):1s and involvements :a prote,,..-.
Activity from surveys of college studeats :onducted each yea:- f:cc. ltio3
through 1971 by the Daniel Yankelovich or6anization. By rep:
model we have developed here insofar as with
other surveys, ic sho,;i, Jc ?ohhi. ,"

.

/ kJ: . .' . I ..5 : : . . .
Q-4;:u 6v:Ve " ?.&44.7.

:..mace support.

Notes to Chapter 6

1. This point implies :aat we mi,;n: iind stfongdf non-value effe,._, of
among mo:o ac;vanced students whose re2ar:,tc, ?rotes:. activiLy -,)0.)

reflect behavior which took place several years prior to that date.

2. It is beside the point that they are not :Lily effective or that
claims are not fully institutionalized (as discussed in some detail by :.(;yi.
1971).

3. We silould not overlook the possibiliy znat the con-value
socioeconomic status and inscituticna.. suai.ity may tend to dLst:;.a6,,.
tween protesters and non-protesters; wnereds C.-se values effecz:m
with youthful alienation, social ci-:Liaisms, and traditior.1 values,
tend to differentiate between occasional and advanced protesters.
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