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The U. S. Envirpnmental Rrotection Agency (EPA) has the immense
task of defining, evalwating, promulgating, regulating, educating and
coercing activities which have a positivé effect on environmental
quality. The sodial and economic~ impacts of environmental dec1s1ons in
the above categories can have a wide range of effects on human life and
Tife{styles. The staggering costs of corrective action to Governments
and industries could force a shift in policy toward educating and
coercing people to lend a greater-hand in developing and imp]em nting
abatement programs.

. In order to devélop effective abatement programs, the EMEF mM§t have
a haseof information on the attitudes, preceptions and willingneys of
the populacer to cooperate. ‘This report presents quantitative datd on
these vartables and shows the stratification of each variable in-a range
of economic and social settings®in the inner-city, suburban, and rural:
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A. C. Trakowski
Deputy Assistant Adminjistrator
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N | ABSTRA_CT'% o

, Americans are less than three generatlons removed From an era when
virgin land, clean.water, pure alr and quiet neighborhood.were an integral |,
part of the nation's life style.” This era, -however, has passed. .A host of
problems, :ncluJ:ng ove.crowdlng \unc.ean air, impure water and high noise -
tevets, has formed what is known as ''the eﬂv»ronmental crisis.'

In confrontlng this crisis our‘government is faced with differqmf op-
tions. And, as the nature of our political system is such that public
attitude are important influences on pol|cx outputs, indeed, that public
policy is expected’ to reflect pUbllC vaéges it is essght|al that the enviroh-
mental at}ltude of the American pul\ i-c De knowns This study focuses on the -
environmental attitudes of residents in the San Antgnio SMS%Q .

The data indicate that, while the respondents belijeve the environment

is deteriorating, they g6 not believe environmental problems are _atong the
most important faced by the nation. We found also that our respondents view
the eﬁvtronment in both physical and social termss espondents believe
television, from which' they derive most.of their informdtion relating td -

environmental problems, is the most accurate_ source of »nformatlon (with ‘\\
radio a distant second source) - » . /
We found sug rticant relationships between environmental attitude and

area, ethnicity anNSES. Our data indicate that concetn with environméntal
probiems decrease as one moves away from the center City to the rural area.
Suburban respondents are more opTimistic about current and future environ-

mental cond»tnons than respondent? living in the center city or rural areas.

Mexican-Americans rank enVirﬂnmPnta;vggqcerqc higher than Anglos.
Anglos, although more optimistic about envy?ironmental condst;ons, are much more
aware of and active in obganizations (both public and private) which focus .’

on the enviromment. i . . - .

, -
High SES respondents were more aware of envaronmental prob ems and more
actively involved in environmental organizations than(3?~ er midele SES °
respondents . . .
P - . -, : A

(

’

This reportawas submi@ed in fulfillment of Contract No. 68-01-2683 by
Pan American University¥under the spogsorship of the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agemcy. This report covers the period Septembey 197& to
September 1977, and work was completed as of May 16, 1878, °
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Amerleans are less than three generatlons removed grom an era when
land, clean water’, pure air and QUIet neighborhoods were an integral
part of the nation's Iife style. The nearness vf this historical link . X

explains,, in bart, America's surprise at the recent emergence of envifon~ «
mental quality as one of its most viable domestic concerns (in January, 1971,

'

Time magazine identified the environment as ''the issue of the year").
T, ®

‘.

/
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\

AY

. A host of problems, including overcrowding, unclean aif, lmpure water

and high noise levels, kas formed what is known as ''the environmen! crisis."
The energy cgisis of 1974-75 added the element of scart’ity to the expanding
list of enyironmental prgblems. ' '

F . M =

fn response to this crisis something nebulously called "the-environment
movement''. has developed. Americans have begun seriously evaluating their .
role :in the -human environhent system, defined by the-Council of Environmental
Quallty as including not only ''the éarth, its surroundlng envelope of life-
giving water and air. " but also the public's inpteraction th its natural
ang arttfnclal surroundlngs ) . ’

» -

T . -~

Wi

. -
o~

PN

Thg present environmental ''movement' is not the first time Americans
have evidenced awaAreness of their ecology: In the 19th Cenfury legislation
existed which prohibited the potluting of.water and required forms of land
use (see, for instance, Euclid v. Amber Reality Co., 272 U.S. 365 (1926),
for ‘a concise history of early 14nd "use legislation).w Additional legislation
relating to air and water pollution appeared more than a.,genera@n ago.

¢ ) 6 .
Most of this e€arly legislation, however while recognizing in minor ways .~
a\ﬁbed to protect the human environment,.was predicated on the traditional
values of the period in which the legislation was passed., These'beliefs
included. the sanctity of property rights, the non-interference of government

in the‘economy and the pyrsuahce of economic success,

even at the expense of

envuronmental

destruction.

The Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899, for example,

prohibited throwing refuse into
The pruposé of the Act,®however,

s not to provide clean water, but rather

to ellmunate potentlal shipping haczards.

T;zoﬁabnqable waterway of the Unitey States.

v

. L/
. To be sure, e values still are ggiﬁent today. - However, the contemp-
orary environmental movement has taken L “di fferent tack. The presentdorien-
tation is more toward social, rather thdn economic needs. The writings of
Rachael Carson,, Lewis Mumford and William Douglas have focused on the rela-"
tionship of environmental factors to the quality of life, andthis focus was
. 1. , ”
. » -,
Q < T
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'5§mbraced by the activists of the\lﬂ60's. ' ‘,,ﬁﬂ

. * . @. ‘:
\ . a

. -

. L ~ ‘ * -
Nonetheless ,* the energy crisis of -the 1970's has demonstrated clearly
that the eu..ronmerta‘ ysten canngt be divorced from eithér social aed/or
econamic consideratlons. The public mast cohsider what qualitative and ’
monetary tradeoffs they are w1ll|ng to make for envirenmental imprerment
They must strive for a balancea between a qualltatnve env:ronment and a V|able

.

economy . . . B . .
, U P .= ‘ '
And, as the nature of oufr polntxcal system is such that publbc attitudes
are 1mpdrtant influences on policy outputs that public policy indeed is
expected to reflect public values, it is essential that the environmental

attitudes of tha\\:erlcan public be known. P

. ' e
This {tuay\ho es to contribute fo this knowledge.

.

s

Ameriean attitudes toward the environment already have been the subject
of fmueh inquiry. Many public and 6¥ivate surveys have added to our know-
ledge of. how America is reacting to environment problems. In genenal, surveys
have shown: N ’

-
.
.

Between 1965 and 1970 the percentage of Americans who identified

our pollution among the three major public problems increased 300
percent. No ‘other issue about which the publ:c was polled evidenced
such growth |n recoqn|t|on

After 1970 the public respon

tegan t¢

5
be tempered wit! am incrcascd - [ ial econoric

costs of resolvifig these probl ;7 . .

Y . . g . . . . . 2
Americans believe the &nvironment is continuing to deteriorate; ¥

.

meri lieve our problems are more or as important as welfare,
. . \ . . ,

nation dung}and taxes,. but less :important than ipflation,.-

natiqna eurity and cnrruption,}n government;

-
-

Although few. Amerncans are willijg tq pay the necessary ''personal
costslt to “achieve economic goals, they do believe the -current public
expendltures should not be decreased;

Americans view environmental problems primarily in terms of wate?
and air pollution;

-
.

Communities characterized.by higher income and education levels are
more sensitiwe to environmental problems and are more willing to
act, or support action, to improve, environmental conditions;

B

8. Most Amerucans sely on television and radio for |nforma;|on relating .’
. to environmental quality. ' g

~"W||§nm,

L .
. This knowledge is important. If not only informs us, but also aids

-
~ public agencies in their efforts to addrdss the problems of environrental

8

\




quality. The mbst
environmental policy,is the United St

important pqplic agency in ‘the development of our national

es Environmental Protection Agency.

] The EPA needs to knowfwhat, why and how the public perceives environmental -
. problems il it is to execulé i3 tasks effectively. .

[f the EPA is to control the cause and effects of environmental problems,
if it is to establish national standards relating to the use of the environ-
ment, and if it is to enforce these actions it must know what the public:

'-/ thinks. 3 . —
, . - .,
Public opinion is not static; it is continually in a state ofy flux.
That is why we fMeed to continually ascertain the publicfattitudes toward the
T environment. We reed td ascertain what relationship, if ény, the public's
‘awareness of-environmental conditions has with respect to its awareness of
other problems, e.g., Wnflation, udemployment, taxes. We need to know at
any given time what cost trade-offs the public is willidg foraccept in return
‘ for environmental improvementa t

-~

-

We need to know also how the puBlié perceives the eRVLronment itself and
how this perception relates to individual lifestyles. We need,to ascertain
the influence of the news media on the formation of environmental attitudes,
and which specific area of the medéa has the most significant impact.

. - . ) .

The diversity of the American public has important consqu?hcpg for
agencies invelved in developing public policy. People living in the same _
area do not necessarily think alike. Theretore,.we negd to know what effects
this diversity has on the public's perception of 4 environment. Uo people -
living in the same spatial regions, but residing in different spatial ‘units
(e.g., inner city, suburbs, rural) perceive their environment and environ-
mentasd problems differently? What are people willing to ''give up' to
initiate environmental change, and how does the willingness vary from one
segment of the population to anather? Are percepti of the environment
affected by-ethnicity? Bysincome? /

Ielaks
onos

’

the general types of questions which need tos.be asked about
nt, and this study is directed toward these questions.

These ar
the environ

The second section of this report explains the purpose, scope and
methodology of this study. The third section describes the general frequency

O

E

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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of responses to the-survey instrument.

results of the survey as they relate to
rural areas.
income and survey responses.
the media on the respondent's attitudes.

The fifth section addresses the relati
The seventh section expQores the i

The fourth section explores the
people living, in urban, suburban and
iSship be twe SES
ntluence of
The eighth section employéﬁ‘the

tools.of multivariate analysis to Iearm?ptﬂﬁhe det.ail what the survey data

. tells us.
study.

The ninth section offers con®usions and suggestions for further




: ‘ o . SECTION 2.

.. *PURPOSE, SCOPE AND METHODOLOGY
| v . ' .

v~ PURPOSE yan

This study is aésigned to, add to our knowledgg<df environmental attitudes
- and perceptions. The central thrus of this study is to identify and measure
‘those aspects 0¥ environmgntal quality which have a significant impact odf S
respondents selgctgg'on'the basis of (1) area stratification (f?e., urban,
suburban and rural areas), (2)-ethnicity (primarily Anglo and Mexdican-

American), and (3} SES income. . C
-~ + * ’ . -
. . I T \
Focusing on tRese three sub-groups, the -central objectives of ,this study
are: " S : -

1. To identi¥y ;ld eya}uate the extent to which environmental attLVGde
may vary between and among individuals ‘within the related subgroup
populations.

¥ v

¢ 2. To identify and evaluate the relationships between enwironmental
‘e problems #nd non-environmental problems as perceived by these
Subgroué\population§. ‘ .

. + 3. To identify and evaluate tre_exgent to which individuais witnin
and amdng~£he siybgroup population are willing to '‘pay" (in economic
and non%economic terms) for improvement in environmental quality.

- -

L, 7o ideWtfﬁy‘@nd evaluate the media influences which have the &mst o0
significant impact in shaping the environmental attitudes of respon-
. . dents. ° )
P ‘ L T S . o i ch s
) 5. To correlate these findings with existing empirical data. -

Several tentati?e hypotheses suggest themselves as guidelines for our

inquiry: % g . S . .
. “ s .. =~
\&! e T . . . . . .
- ) N ¥. Affluence and educatjon will be in direct relationship to one's
awareness of enviro ntal problems. That is, the high€r .one's
. . .incom® and more extensive one's education, the more likely one is .
to be aware of and fensitive to.the environmental-'syst . ]
4 ’” < ’ ) gg?; )
Lo / 2, IAdividuals residing in,a deteriorating ironment are more likely ‘
to be aware of envtrqpmental problems than those residing-in a Y,
. -, -
* \\Fﬁ. L ) I +
. . N ’ ,
( L ‘E -
' 16
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.

Fl

& 4
v ! 7
. . . .
R L] * a B .
healthy environment, Note that this hypothesis may be incompatible
. . -t
with the first. ~
‘. ; . N
- 3. Individuals with a greater awareness of the environgental system
R will manifest also a gredter awareness of thesrelationship of the
enVironmental system to all facets of 1jfe st‘les;\
et 4 ‘ z . . ) .
L. Individuals with a greater awareness of the environhental system
, witl be more Villing to accept the ''costs'' of improving that system.
SCOPE

L .
.

The regional scope of this study is the San Antonio, Texas SMSA, which
includes a population of almost one million people-
defided urban, suburban and rural units. The population is also clearly
stratified by, ethrricity with a large Mexican-American populat;?z/(BBQ).

4

METHODOLOGY .

- The methodology utilized in this stydy is survey research’
schedule of forty-two questions was administered to 1088 people from an ]
initiel sample design of 1650. The design was developed by drawing cluster
samples using block statistics.. The clusters were composed of three
units, randomly\selected from the 260,925 housing units in SA. .Withi%
each housing unit, one adult, also randomly selected through a ¥espondent
selecxivevraddoming device, was scheduled to be interviewed. Five hundred
and fifty a(ea‘clusger‘sémples.were used. The total number of housing units
divided by $50 resulted in the figure L74. Therefore, starting with a
randomly-selected/housing uni®, every 474th housing unit and the—housing
unit on each side wer€ selected for interviews. ° .

Callbacks were mamachree times before-a substitution housing'unit)or
Fespondent was setected.' When substitutions were made, the data from these
interviews was coflected and.correlated”with non-substitution results to
ascertain if significant differences existed." Simildrily, at the end of the
survey, a sample of respondents who had refused edrlier interviews was drawn
Thage respondertts were contacted again and the data collected to ascertain
if there were significant differences between those who refused and the
regular data. B .

Y
<
»

The survey dinstrument was administered in both English and Spanish.
The interviewing was conddcted by students of Pan American University (the
contractor). The students were trained in three separate sessions and
performed well in the field. Quality control checks were conducted during
the interviewing feriods. ’ . . (

The samphe thus obtained s?§nlficantiy underrepresented the Anglo
population of| the SMSA. hus, it was necessary to weight the respondents.
The procedurejused was the weight procedure of the Statistical Package for
the Social Sdlfences. The reweighted percentage of Anglos was thus BUZ of

the sample. JL/- . \\

U
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< . . , . ..: Y .
. FREQUENCIES . "
This section is an overview of the ‘data collected by the study. Such .
an ovefview is.important to an unferstanding of the relationships examined
A %he W .

s

Tt s important to uriderstand the perce:ved relationshbip between
enyironmental prQbIems and other public issues. We asked-respondents first
to identify the vacious pyblic problems with which they were concerned.
Two preblem areas were identified most often: economy and crime. The
economic area, which included unemployment, wag_iﬁentified by almost half
of the respondents as & national —prottem and b¥% a third as a community prob-
i lem. Crime and cQrruption were cited by 167 as a nationdl problem andfgy ‘
15.5%2 as a communi problem. .
& R ' . .
' Only 2.7z of the.respondents id ified the environment as a specific
n§tiona‘ “ro“!em 3.8% agreed it was a gocal problem, ‘while g siightly higher
. pércentage (7.4%) saw the energy shortage as %gat-onal problem {5.6. vipwed

M as a local problem). ) . 4

.. To exa;hhe one aspect” of the relationship between these problems we
asked respofidents to rank eight common problems agcording to which they
believed most ‘important, sedond most nmportant, and third most important.
. We arranged a scale score on a 5-3-1 baxis, § "sn;s for most imeportant, 3 e L
for ggfond mbst important’, and 1 for third mos |mportant )

- fn Tater sectjons, i ‘
o

Table 1 shows that,econom»c problemy (i.em, state of twe economy and
. unemployment) and crime and violence are/perceived to Be%he most important
! problens X |If we add energy shortage to environmental probl&ns, there is a
significant increase |n the imporzance of the environmefital area. "However, ~
. " fewer than three- hundréd respondents identified the environment as one of.
' the tﬁ'ee most important problems.
. — e
Most of the respondgnts, thus, do not see the environment as a major )
} , problem facing either the natiof or San Antonio: ! :

LN

N
{

' , We were interested in )&mv eoplelﬁéfined the term ''environment.'' We

. askedﬂ "“Will you tell me in youf own wordsgwhat the environment mcans to
you?" Their answers were placed in the categories found in Table 2. Over
hal f of the *respondents, {55.1%) jidentified the environgent as including both

.« physical and social components.} The next largest catedory was ''no idea,' . 4
. with 14.8% of the respondents splecting this category. - Thirteen and a half
S v e 6 — ,

Q ] ‘ 18 . - R
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percent of the respondents’ viewéd the environment prima#ily in physical-terms
as contrasted with 8.6% who s@w it primarily in4 social context.

. +
s ’ f
One issue which has been.stugied frequentl¢dconcerns the trend of our .
environment. We asked the respondents to identify thel conditions of the —

present erdvironment, t enV|ronment,jﬂve years earlier and five years into

the future. The questjon: "Here*is a ladder. Imagine that the top of the
ladder repregents the best possible envirommental conditions, and the bottom
of the ladder represents the worst possible énvnrj%mental ¢onditions. Wwhere

doy’you think San Antonio stands on the ladder at the/Present time?' A nine
uld indicate the best possible conditions; a zero, the ~orst possible
nditions. .\ ‘ - o )’

Table 3‘shows that respéndents generally viewed the present environment
in positive terms. }f we take-0 through 3 to be below average, 4 through 6
to be average, and 7 thrptgh 9 to be above average, we find that 4025 of
tha respondehts Mdentified, present vnvironmental conditions as above average,
38z as average and 21.67 as below awerage. This might, ir part, explain the
Youw pé‘centage of responses identifying environmental probjem% as a major
problem (see above, p." 6) . .
Table 4 looks back to the 533t and presents a slightly more pessiristic
perception. abo®h 40, of the respondents (38.4-) still identified the y
environment as above,éverage, but now 35 4 see past environmental conditions
as below average and 26.4. as average.
. . ) ) —_—
v Table 5 offers us-a pictyre of tne future and a not-very-brright picture
at that. About half of the respondents (44,0 ) believe the future condstlons

of the environ-ent will be worse than that of either Lhe present or past.

i

One- third believe the emvidonment will irmprove the next *ive vears and 22.3
believe it wil] be average. . ] g
, ! " . s
In order to develop public policy selating to any problem it is most »
import@nt to identify the sourcewf®he probiem. WesasRed Lhe respondents:
to name what thex\thoaght contributed_?he rnsi‘igﬁsg;nenvaronmental problems.
The question:, ''Whp or'what do you feel is contwr g most to the environ-
- gentgl problems in\this area?" ' .
SNl p > .
- ' ~ 4

The contributor identjfied b¥ the Iargest single group of respondents
(32.42) was "individual' (see Table 6). -However, 72 17 identified no source.
Industry, frequently publicized as a major pollutant, was cited hy 10.6/ and
ranked behi?d government which was sipgied out by 12.8.. roo.

"
. We were interested in the impact of the. media on the public's pérception
of environmental preblems. First, we asked each gespondent to identify the
media sodrce from which they obtauned most of their information about national
state and cal events. ~As Tables 7“8 and 9 nnd|cate television and news-
papers far exceed any “other media source in informing the respondents.c In
each case about one half of the,/%spondepts obtained most of the |nformation5
from TV aqd'l/b to 1/5 obtained*their information from newspapers. It js
interesting to note ,that the.impact of television Iessens as one moves from
national to staterto local news while the impact' of radio increases.

£
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e asked the respondenfs to ¥fentify the media source they considered

most accurate. The question: 'Which of these sources of information do you

- thinkeis mo t, likely to give you an unbiased ahd accurate repdrt of news.
events?'t “Tahle 10 chows that L2 €7 heliaved televicion to hn mOst accurate

followed by newspapers and radio. Fourteen and a half bercent contended that\
. none of the media sources weré unbiasged.. . (
: . S‘ AR

, . © We then asked the respondents Aif they recalled any recent news coverage.
of .environmental events. Table 11 reports data concerning'the newspaper
*coverage. About half (48.2%) of the respondents recalged reading something
in a newspaper relating to the environment .(note that 81% of "the respondents
indicated they continually read a newspaper). Table 12 focused on televisi
coverage. Forty-five and a half percent of the respondents believed they hgg
seen something on TV relating to the environment; 49.8% had not seen anythtng
concerning the environment. Of the 74,1/ gespondents who listen to a radio,
only 23s3% could recall anything recently that -commented on thesenvironment,
These fighres we glmost identical to those responding to similar~qustions
concerning magazTﬁzF. Seventy percent said they read or subscribed to * °*
magaziqes on a regGIar basis, but only 23.5/ recalled any article relating

to the environment.

-’

- ‘ , . N
There has been much discussion concerning America's life style and how >
it dontributes to many of our problems. We asked the respondents: ''Do you
think that the ways that Americans live contributes to envirohmental e
problems?''y ) ) -
— . -, s -
. Table 13 revoa*s that an overwhelping £7.37 of the Ngspondents did <cee
r life styWes as contributing to environmental problems/ <bnly'16._l¢: ,
$egorically rejected such an idea. R ' . oo
*+
’ . (‘ The knowledge of ho% much mone/ the publie is willing to spend is of

, critical importance to public officials. We identified f:velgeqeral areas
of envnronmental problems: auto exhaust, water pollltion, noise, garbage’
- and waste disposal, and creati recweational areas. We asked each respon-

den?: "1f your total taxes fd.isqchrctems as sales taxe-amusement Laxy liquor
tax and the like were to be:increased, y by $100, how much out of this .$100
' would you be willing t spdnd for the fo?lowmg auto exhaust, water pollu-

. . tion, noise, garbage and\waste: dlsposal and creatthg recreational areas to

maintain a clear enyiron®ent?" . T -
{ ) . ’ Ta t
' The first problem |dent|f|ed was ''auto éxhaust pol ion.'" About 5047,
. of the respondents (4L.0%) were unwillting to spend any of the $100 here;
Fifteen and_a half percent were willing to contribute $20 and 10.97, S2

Aimost thrge-fourths (71 . T™e=of the respondents were unwilling to distribute
more than 0t

v, R}
» The second probiem was water pollutﬁon. Thirty-six point one pegcent

of the respondents did not want any of the money distributed here. Fiftéeen

point tRree percent agreed to allocate $20 and 12.9«, $25. Ten point two

percent ;greed to allocate SSO In general the respondeqts seem to attach
re importance to water pollution than to auto exhaust problems. \

‘o
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The third probf;m-COncerned “noise .’
the respondents refdsed to allocate any money to this- problem.
elght pereent were wl”lnq to contrubute.SlO and 12. 8%, $20, but With
/)’O U'
major problem. .

The fqurth area was trash and waste disposal.
seemed more concerned. Still, over one- thlrd (37.5%) allocated no mon
Fifteeq point two percent were willing to “allocate $20 an‘ 12.6%, $25.
percedt allochted $50: ., P

/ o ’

The final problem area identified concerned recreational areas.

- ' , ' »
Fifty-eidht point nine percent of
‘Nine point

over

the :cypOuur:uLy dIIU\.dLlllg |L35 Lndn )4U, noise dfd not seem to/be a

Here, the respondents

ey.
Ten

———-

This

seemed'by far to be the category which generated an allocation of mopey.

Only 28.3% refused to distribute any of their money to this preblem.
and a half percent donated $20, 10.6%, $25 and 14.87 spent $50. Less

Fourteén

than

4L0%Z were unwilling to spend at least 520 on this problem.

}

Citiiaﬁ/involvement‘in public policy is very important.
ested both in the cjtizens'
environ—ental issuesgand
citizen groups or civic agencies.

o

ter problem,
from the respondents.

wWith the exception’of the la
a disproportionate amount of mone

1
1) »

‘
wWe asked_
or gryganizations

M F
tection of .

the enﬂironment?”

o

knowledae ¢of governmental agencies ‘fécu
in their kno:ledge of and membership in relev

. .
"'Uo 'you happen to know if tnere are any goverrmenta] agencies
in the San Antonio area which are concerned with the pro- - .

none of the problems clgiﬂed

We wer

>

!

- Tabie 14 undncates th t 52 57 of the respondents were aware of some

governmental agencies concerned with env:ronmental problems.
respondents 2u:6.

.
as such an agency, o

percent of the

Thirty-seven pof
of no government agency in the San A

probfeﬂs. Only 90 resoondents identified the EPA.

t eight

.

We "asked also if there wer f’kitizens groups or civi

onin drea concerned Wrth

‘0f these

could identify the agency, with 6.6/ recognizing the EPQ' -

pondents kndw
goviTonmental,

res

c ctubs in the

San_Antonio area that study envirénmental probdems or take stands on enyiron-

menfal problers, -

Here we found that monre respondents were aware of local,
Sixty point four per-

agencies than ha& been aware of goyernmental agensjes.
cent of the respondegq&s were aware of such organizgi
these, 31.5z could |dentffy the local organlzataon by name,
Club being most widely recognized (8.27). - ¢
~ .
We then askel,

or- takes stands on environmental
}

issues 1"

., i . .
""No,"! Table 16 indicates

was {hiﬁg;Lrwhelming answer.
out of ten respondents did not belong to any environmentally-active orqant—

no more than

zation. _Of the 3G~ that do belong to an mrganization,

-

. g »

.
>

ions (see Tabte 15).

non-governmental

of
with the Sieﬁrd ‘

x

"Do you happen to Belnng to any organization that studies

that-about nine

v

Y

N\

~y
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belong to the same @ ti%n, indicating that no singl nvi;onmentally-
active organization eden remotely has.a follpwing in S onio. .
g v has. oning I S——

-~

r We SUUght to identify vther indices of envitonmenlal BLlivism. We gsked,
'"'Ha've you 1T|tten any letters, teléphoned or personally called on anyone
concerning enwronmental issues?"

[ 4
As might be expected from the answer to the previous question, a sigﬁif-
icant number of respondents had never utilized any of these approaches.
Qighty point four percent had never cortacted anyone concerping enyironmental
issues (see Table 17). ©Of the 17.9% who had made contact, 9.1% had called
a public official and 5.6% had written a public officiarf“\~\%

Finally, we asked, ''Have yoB ever attended any meeiings or rallies to
compltain or learn abOut the env1ronmental problems7“ '

-
’

Again, the answers were consistent with responses to previous questions
concerning activities. Table 18 indicates that 85 8 of the respondents had
never attended a meeting.

‘v

A demographic profile of the turvey follows. Sixty goint three perceﬁt
of the sample had resided in the San Antonio area five years or more (22.4%
had resided-in the area for over 15 years). Twenty-six point three percent
of the respondents had lived there two years or less. Forty-nine point two
percent were émployed. . Twenty- elght percent of the sample had completed
high school, 15.67 had completed college Nineteen and & half percent had
a 8th grade education or less. .virtually all aduit age groups were evenly
‘represented with 30-34 yar o!dc fﬂmnf|=-fg the smallest portion/of the

Nsample (107) and 45- 54 (16.5.) and 18-24 (16.47) the layrgest. Twenty-five
point nine percent of mhe respondetits had incomes of $Y5,000 or more; 45 4
*had incomes af less than $10,000. Fifty-eight point three percent of tmi
,respondents were female. Sixty-foUr _point one percent of the sample were
Anglc and almost one-third were ch.eaw-ﬁmerican. Sixty pont eight percent
‘lived in the center city area, 8.1/ in the suburbs and 17.1 in the rural

areas. ,":
4 ~
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. ‘ © TABLE 1. MOST IMPORTANT PROBLEMS - -
. <o, . ‘__Lr . '&;m
f h Jl
i
Q . \ N
. " PROBLEM ‘ . SCORE
- ,_ ’
- , Crime and ¢iolence 2848
State of «the Econory, , : 26%2
Unemployment < 2026
- Drug Abuse o 1594,
L ) ' ) ' - . ¢
‘ Erergy Shortage ‘ 1340
-~ v "
G0vernmentaI.Conception A 1071+
- ~ Environmental Problems . 493
;. Race Relations - . 303
—w : : — : —
: ‘Scale Scores were controlled on a §5-3-4 basis: 5§ points for most
impertant; 3 -second most important: 1, third most important.
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TABLE 3}

-+ CATEGDRY _ ABEL

PoR

EXCELLENT

T omEas

vaL.C CASES

i
H

6.135
1183

<

PERCEPTION OFDPRESENT ENVIRONMENT

o

/ N
RELATIV
ABSQLUTE  FREQ
coog FREQ t %)
+
1! L3 36 7.8
- ' . » ’
, 2 {9 2.7
73.' 62 ‘ Q.S
‘4 92 6,6
) 5, 257 18,8
b, 173 12,6
7, 239 15,3
8, 228 16.7
9. 116 8,5
2, 1868 13,6
-o2-3-" emcaa-
TOTAL 13%9 182,23
\
Al \\
MISSING MASEY 186
)
. \
=
:2«) |
°

~e

. .

ADJUSTED
. FREG
. « %)

MISSIANG

srcspem

1882

»u

GUHM
FREQ

53.3

72.9
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" CATEGORY LABEL
POQR

%
- EXCELLENT
’ +
ME AN 6,248
- VALIC CASES

102

=

2 ,

PERCEPT10ON OF PAST ENVIRONMENT

- RELATIVE ' ADJUSTED  CUM
"ABSOLUTE™ FREQ FREG FREQ * - '

CODE FREQ (1% ) t %) ° %) /’

1. 25 1'8 2|4 2"
N . 2' 31 2'3 3|2 5!5

'3, 85 6,2 8, 13,7

., "9 6.9 9.2 2249

5, 146 12,7 14,2 37.1

6, 126~ . '8,8 11,7,  48.8 .

7, 135 9.9 . 13,2 62,2

8, 215 15,7 21,8 % 82,9

9, 175 12,8 17,1 100 ¢

2, 343 25,1 MISSING 1p@.2 - °-
. -s-g~" C avem=— crccepas - ,;i"ytfﬁ; .
TOTAL v389 120,90 i198.e ; o

</
MISSING CASES 343
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L
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ENVSF
~
CATEGORY- LABEL
_POOR
o & .
EXCELLENT
. >~
MEAN 5,578
CoviY cases 1aas

CooE

7.
s
. 9,
e 8,
) TOTAL

”

MISSING

ABSOLUTE
FREQ

94

76
193

81
~28
97
133
195
i3a .
328

1399

'CASES. 328

RELATIVE AQJUSTED “Lcua

FREQ
(%)

6.9
5.6
7.5
5,9
9.3
7.1
9.7

14,2
9.8

24,0

108,90

' -~
FREG FREQ N
« X t X
9,z ° 9.0
7.3 16,3
9.5 26:2
< 7.8 4.0+ - o
12,3 46.3 p '
9.3 _s5.6 .
12,6 geus , )
18,7 87.1
12,9 199.9 ’. -/
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CATEZTRY LASTL

,‘wousnv'

INDIVIDUALS

CovY

TRAFFIC .
€

NONE

JRUGS

CORRLPTIQN

TOC MANY ANImALS

NG RESPONSE

. MEAN 3,800
VALID CASES 1369
.

]

“‘/
~T

‘ AELATIVE
, A8SILUTE FREG
+ CODE FREQ )
TR 92 6.
‘1., 145 1&.:\
2, 443 32.4
‘3, 175 12,8 .
4, 118 T8l
s, 45 3.3
6, 34 ‘2.9
7. K1 1.1
e, 8 2.6
9. 302 22,1
o sl e
®  MISSING CaSES ]
'u\.f 2;9

TABLE 6. CONTRIBUTORS TO ENVIRONMENTAL PROBLEMS

)

ACLLSTEC
FREC
A% )

6,47
22,8
32,4
12,8
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NYLMEDIA

CATEGORY ‘L ABEL
NEHS;APEQS
MAGAZINES
RaCIO
VELEV}SION
FRIENDS

ODTHER

RADIO AND Tv

NEWSPAPER & TV

NO RESPONSE

_MEAN
vE( 1D CASES

N

3,618
1316

TABLE 7. NATIONAL MEDIA USE

COoE

1,

AL
3,

ToTaL

WISSING CASES

Ld

2J

ABSOLVUTE
FREGQ

284
S8
106
714
13
i0
21
as
25

- 53

1369

»

* \

L3
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RELATIVE  ADUSTED

FREQ
{ %)

.

7.7
52,2
0,9
0.7
1,5
6,2
1,8
3,9

"100,90

E

FREC
{ X

23,6

4
8

4
b

54,3
1,9
8,8
1,6
6.5
1,9

MISSING
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21,6
26,9
A 34,0
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. TABLE 8. S&TATE MEDIA USE
SMECTA -
. B \ / .
. bt J
. J RELATIVE ACJUSTED cun
iy . o ABSOLUTE FREQ FREC RES
. CATEQORY LABEL _ COnE  FRE ( t/ Xy (%)
= . NEWSPAPERS ' 1, 396 28,9 29,7 29,7
;! WAGAZINES o : -2, 29 < 1,5 1,5 3.2 -
'Y RADIO .3, 124 8,8 9.1 de.3
. TELEVISICN s, 625 45,7 46,9 872
. &
, .FRIENDS t , s, 15 1.1 1.1 ~ 883
) . ) >
OTHER - 6, 12 8,9 8.§ 89,2
' RADIC AND TV ' 7, 23 1.8 1.9 9141
®  NEWSPAPER 8 TV : 8, 89 6.8 67 K17
S “NO RF SPONSE 9, 32 2,2 2,3 108,2
. A . .
. e, 36 ) MISSING 189,80
y . _ LT Y] FLEY Y 3 cSomenew
T0TaL 1369 /foe.o 108,89
t - - N - )
B MEAN  C 3,453 7
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~ TABLE 9. LOCAL MEDIA USE
R o 4
LMEC!a .

' A ' RELATIVE ADJUSTED  cum
T . ABSOLUTE FRES FREC - FREC .

CATEGORY LABEL . CODE FREQ t %) { %) )
NEWSP APERS . 1, 398 29,1 29,9 . .29,9 .

MACAZINES 2, 8 oy ) 30.%
RACIU . . 3, . 15¢ 11,0 11,3 ' 41,8 J

. TELEVISION 4, 583 42,6 43,8 85,8

FRZEND? S, 38 2.8 2.9 3.1'5

OTHER- <, 6, 10 0,7 0,8 . 89,3

-~ RADIC aND TV ’ 7, r} S 1.7 1,7 \,0

’ " NEWSPAPER 4 Ty 8, 95 6.9 701 98t

NC RESPONSE . ’ 9, 25 1,8 1.9 100,98
- - ., 38 2,8 MISSING  190.8 '

-~ TOTAL 1369 100,90 190,80
-¥ . . ¢ ' .
MEAN 3,452
VALID CASES 1331 MISSING CASES 3 .
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TABLE 10. MEDIA ACCURACYs'

.

ACCINFQ

: ' RELATIVE ADJUSTED  Cum
ABSOLUTE FIcs FREQ FREQ,

CATEGONY LAB(L" fa[c . (%) O T I O B
NEWSPAPERS 1, i?p v 20,3 20,3 203
MAGALINES 2 9 7. 2! 27.4
RACIO _ C 3, 144 0.5 1845 38,8
2v 4, 582 42,9 42,6 80.%
OLHER 5, . W= 1.8 1.9 820
NONE ‘ 6, 199 14,5 14,46 94,6
NEWSPAPERATY ) 7, 3 0.2 0.2 96.8
NO RESPONSE 9, ~ ¥ I Y Y L
I P 2 0.1 HISSING 400.8

emssae sseess > mesewese

JToTay 1369 100,00 "300.9
. 1 ©

HEAN 3,618 c

-

>

. VALID CASES 1387 T HISSING casds 2
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The San Antonio SMSA was selected as the 'geographical focus for the -

y because it offered the opportunity to stratify our sample
suburban and cehter city lines. It has been suggested in other ’studies that.’
individuals residlng in a deteriorating environment are more Iikely to be
aware of e
Or, more genefally, that wHhere one lives can directly affect one's perception
of envirenmental problems. _This section looks- at thé responses stratified -
dccording gg>§rea ' g . :

e
5

Boes area affect the pégzeptuen/respondents have concerning the “por-
tan;e of. publ:c problems? TaBle 19 Shows a significant relatlonshlp between

“the area in which respondents live and their rank::gubhc problems.

Center city residents placed much emphasis on prob elating to the .
econoty (26.7%) and crimes (16.0%). Twenty-three seven percent of

the suburban residents,alsdfkited the, economy as the most important problem,
budt 21.6% were unsure “and cited no problem ‘as most importamt. Rural respon-
dents were more concerned about the economy than thg?r two counterparts ¢
(41. I% of the rural respondents named the economyg’gnd 14.4% identified:
criﬂ:fas the most important N i

. . . (
m Thus, gbe state of the ec0noTy is the St important probJem named b)(‘
1 all three ups, but in different proporti . Center city and rural

14

“in terms

residents find crime to be a significant problem while suburban resudents
evidence fiore uncertalnty “than the other twp areas. . st

None ‘of. the threé groups identified- Yenvigonmental’ problems“ to a ,
significant degree. Reur ﬁglnt nine percent of the center city residents,
" 4.1% of the suburban residents and k.0% of the rural resndr§§s ment ioned

the environment by name. 1¥ we combine environmental probTéms wish energy
end refuse, however, the significance is much higher.
percent of the center city .residents, 22.6% of the suburban’ residents and
20.8% of the rural respondents . C|te these three areas as most important.

There is a significant relationship. between area and the definition of
""environ
5th physical and social characteristics (see Table 20).- Sixty
point three percent of the center city respandents, 74% of the suburban
respondents and” 66.1% of the rural’ ‘respohdents viewed the environment in this
dual manner. The data also indicate that eenter city and suburban’ residents -
are more likely thankghelr rural counterparts to see the envrronment in pri<
maridy physical terms: . ‘.

. .
v
1 . .
¢
K .
. . -

4 -

i

i

onmental problems. than those residing in a healthy environment.

along rura1,.

Twenty-one pbint thre%,

%!

’
N

;! ‘AF¥l three areas agreed, that the environment should be defined .

4.




; We algo attempted to identify what trends, if any, the respOndents an-
t|¢|pated in the area of environmental improvement. We askeg/ them to estab-
lish, on a scale of one to nine, with higher numbers reflecting a better
environment, what ‘conditions they believed the environment to be in today,

*apd.what coendition they anticipated five years hence. One through three
would be below average, four through six, average,: and seven through nine,
above average. . — ’

- " : ’
* There is a signifiogg: relationship between area and respondents' per-

ception of present and future environmental conditions.’ Table 21 shows that

- suburban residents see present ‘environméntal conditions as better than either
center city or rural respondents. Fifty-eight point three percent of the
suburban respondents ranked the present environment as above average and
*37.8% saw it as average. Only 3.9% labeled it below average. Center city

. _residents believed pgresent conditions were average or above average with

9. L% choosrng below average. . Rural residents, however, were not so pléased.
“Twelve and a half percent saw the present environment as below average and
not quutﬂ one #third rated it above average.

.
-

.

. .
These relatlonshlps ‘remained significant wben we asked about environ-

mental conditions five years hence (see Table 22). Over a thirdpf the rural
respondents believed the environment would be below average. Center city and
suburban residents were less positive than they had been about present con-
ditions. One-fourth of the center city residents predicted the environment
would be below average in five years. Suburban respondents remained the -
most-optomistic, but three times as many respondents as before now believed
the envuronment would be below average. -

We asked the respondents to ldQ_trfy who or what they believed were
contributing most to our environmental conditions. Table.23 demonstrates
again a distinction based upon geographical stratification. All three areas
viewed individuals as contributing most to our environmental problems with

~  367D% of the suburban dwellers holding such a viewpoint followed by 34.2%
of the, rural respondents and 32.0% of those ,residing in the center city area.
,A/’/Ihe three\areas .were rarely separated by more than a few percegtage pdints
. regardless of which contributar they were naming. However 12. 4% of the ’
center city did cite industry a3 contr}gfgd with 7.2% of the suburban resi-
dents. As one moved away from the city, government became more of a
" contributor. ?qr

-

* When asked if the way Americans live contrlbutes to our environmental
., problems all three areas agreed that it did. However, there is no relation-
-shlp between area and response. *Sixty-four point one percent of the center
cuty‘péspondents agreed that America's life style was a sngnlflcant factor,
-in our environmental deterioration and 64% and 64.1% of the suburban and.
rural respondent9 respectuvely supported this proposition (see Table 24).

rnnJg to the key issue of costs, we asked -the respondents to d|strlb-
ute -tite sum of $100 over a group of envuronmental problems. We placed re-
spondent allocations “into four categorles $0, $1-19, $20 2;uﬁand $50 plus.

Tabtes 25 through.29 relate our findihgs, We found relationships be--
o . ’ I '

- - ‘ . ’ ‘30'. Y,




' o g '
: [
tween response and area in all five problems examinéd. Suburban and rural
residents are more willing than center city residents to allocate money to .
control auto exhaust. This is somewhat surprising as one migh®®anticipate
that the center city area would be most adversely affected by .auto exhaust.
Still, one-third of the cent®r city respondents and rural respondents and

. 35.1% of the suburban respondents would spend $20 to $49 on auto exhaust -
control. About-half of thé& center city respondents, however, would 'ocate
no money to this area. . .

4

Suburban residents seemed slightly more concerned with water pollution
than the two area counterparts. Forty-five percent would spend $20 to $49
and, 18.9% would spend over $50. Center city residents were the least conr
cerned with over one-third unwilling to contribute any money to this aPea.

Noise caused the least concern among all three groups. No more tham
4L.5% of any group was willing to contribute $50 or more and over half of
the center city and suburban respondents were unwilling to allocate .any
money. Rural residents evidenced more interest in this area than either /
other group, but even then, 47.9% would not allocate any money to control- N
- ling noise. - : -
\

Waste disposal was an important concern of the suburban and riral areas,
but center city respondents were unwilling to spend $50 o7 more and 41%
would spend $20 to $49. Suburban Tesidents would allocate slightly mope
money, with#16.2% and 41.4% responding respectively. @ver one-third of the
center city residents would spend no money here. -

i .

The most popular problem was recreation. Twenty-six point nine percent
of the rural residents, 26.3% of the center city residents and 18.9% of the
suburban residents were willing to commit $50 or more to recreati@mnal -areas.
Over half of the suburbad residents (51.4%) would contribute $20 to $49 as
would 40.2% of the rural residents and 31.6% of the center city respondents. 5
" This was the .only category in which no respondent area exceeded 40% in al-

locating S/,LE the problem. ‘ . . .

In the area of cutlzen recognotlon and citizen participationwwe found
the following results. We asked respondents if they knew. of any governmental
agencies or organizations. in the San Antonio area which was concerned with
the. protection of the environment. Fifty-six point seven percent of sthe sub- p
urban respondents were aware of such organizations (25.2% of urban could

_identify the organization(s)). Fifty-three pointinine percent of the, center
city respondents made the same claim (24.8% could identify the organlz -
&tion(s)). However, less than half (47.4%) of the rural respondents indi-
‘cated such awareness (see Table 30). . e ’

-

When we referred to*their knowledge of citizen groups or civic clubs v
. rather,than governmental organlzatuons, we did find a relationship between
/) - area and response. Table 31 |nd|cates that 65.7% of the suburban respond-
. ents, 61.8% of the center city respondents and 60.2% of the rural respond~
« ents were aware of such organlzat:ons Suburban residents were least likely
’ to be unable to identify any dych organtzation. The ability to identify’
specifically the organizations \remained at one-third or less for all three

L]

31




paper about environmental

' . T \
groups of responflents. N .
‘\‘; - -

When asked which organizations they could identify, few respondents
could .recall the specific érganization. Fifty-four center city, 12 suburban'
and 8 rural respomdents could ideatify the EPA while 75 center city resadents,
9 suburban and 28 rural respondents weré able to. ffame COPS.

t

l
Asked'to ldentlfy nonrgovernment groups, respondents S|ngled out the
Sierra ®1Ub. Fifty-six center city, 18 suburban and 9 rural respondents

|dentif|ed the Sierra Club

When questioned about, actual membership in ahy of these organizations,
the respondents reflected np significant relationship based upon where they

'lwe‘. Table 32 shows that 13.5% of the suburban reandents belong to some
. environment-oriented organization, 9. S%ﬂof the centerfci

ty resndents and
7.7% of the rural respondents

v

" »

. We examined the activism of our respondents by asking about their .
contactlng public oFflclals and their actual attendance at meetings concern=
ing thq,envnronment Ad might be expected from the responses to the questions
concerning knowtedge of and membership in enVaronmental organizations, the
level of activism among ali th se groups was quite Tow. )

&«

Table 33 shows that aho 80% of the respondents in the center) city,
suburban ‘and rural areas havelnever contatted a public official or a news-
sz 0f the few who have made contact, tele-

phoning or writing a pub fftcnal appears to be the most common method

of -contact. No distinction along geographical lines is apparent. There is
no-significant -relationsh4p here betwedn area and response.
: - - \/ ‘.
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TABLE 25. ALLOG&T!ON OF MONEY TO AUTO EXHAUST BY AREA
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SECTION $§ .

ETHNICITY AND THE ENVIRONMENT

-
-

Most existing knowledge concerning American attitudes toward the en=-
vironment is based on surveys done of Anglo-Americans. One of the more in-
teresting facets of our study was the bi-ethnic nature of the inquiry. We
used both a Spanish and English survey instrument with approximately 18%
of the sample interviews conducted in Spanish. .

The section examines the responses to the survey.stratified in terms. of
ethniclty. 7 ‘ /

he respondents were asked to rgnk the public problems they consid=’
t important, economic problems and crime/violence were ranked as the
important. Anglos identified the state of the economy as most important
Mexican-Americans rated crime and violence as most important (see Table
34).. Concern for the environment and energy shortages were ranked low, sev-
enthland fifth respectively for Anglos and Mexican-Americans. With the excep-
tion of the slight. reversal at the top from the two ethnic samples, the rank-
ings ‘were very consfistent as was the relative saliency of the issue areas.

For example, the number one rated problem scale score for Anglos is approxi-
mately 42% of the total possible score, whilg the scale scores for the Mexi-
can-American number one rated problem is approximately 44%. Here there is
virtually no differencé in environmental cdficerns between the Anglo and Mexi-
can-American samples. ' ' '

It is also important to know if different ethnic groups perceive the en-
vironment in different ways. We asked each respondent to tell us in their
own words what the word "environment' meant. There was no significant ethnic
diffeence in the way most respondents perceived the environment (see Tabtle
35). Sixty-five and a half percent.of the Anglos defined the environment in
both physical and social ,terms while 63.3% of the Mexican-Americans did so.
The only other significant bloc’occured when almost one fourth of the Mexican-

Americans had no definition (this conceiveably may have resulted from a lang- .

uage problem; there is nbt an exact Spanish translation for the term ''environ-
ment''). ’

“We were interested also in the perception that the respondents had con-
cerning the future of the environment. We asked our sample to rate the cur*
rent conditions of the environment on an ascepding scale of 1 to 9. Then we
asked them to think about the environment five years from now and rate what
they thought it would be on the same scale. One to three would be below aver-
age, four through six average, and seven through nine, above average.

<.

‘Our data indicates a significant relationship between the perception .

48
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that respondents have of present and future environmental conditions and eth-
nicity. Table 36 shows that about twice as many Mexican-Americans as Anglos
believe the present environment is in below average condition. At the other
end of the scale, 57.7% of “the Anglos believe environméntal conditions are
above average, while less than a third of.the Mexican-Americans perceive the
envirenment in such positive terms. -

+

—- When we look at the-perception respondents have of future environmental
conditions, again there is & significant relationship based on ethnicity. ’
The number of Mexican-Americans who see the future environment as below aVeTs
- age have almost tripled as has the fumber of Anglos (see Table 37). Anglos
continue to be mpre optimistic than ‘Mexican-Americans. (48.7% see future con-
ditions as above average while 36.3% of the Mexican-American respondents
agree), but the percentage has decreased from the perceptions of present en-
vironmental conditions. °

Generally, then, Mexican-Americans perceive the environment to be in
worse shape than Anglos, both now and five years hence. '

Anglos and Mexican-Americans differed also when identifying the major
contributors to the area's environmental problems. By far, the largest con-
tributor singled out was the category for ''individuals.'" Thirty~five point
two percent of the Mexican-Americans and 34.4% of the Anglos identified indi-
viduals as the major source of environmental trouble (see Table 38). Govern-
ment and industry were seen as the next worse offenders with 11.12 and 18.1%
of the Anglo and Mexican-American regspondents respectively identifying govern-
ment” and 12.9% and 8.7% identifying industry. Anglos also viewed traffic as a
more serious contributor than Mexican-Americans.

One of ‘the most import%nt questions asked by the survey concerns the
amount of money respondents are willing to spend on specific areas of en-’
vironmental improvement.’ We gave each réspondent a hypothetical $100 and
asked how they would divide the money betweepn five general environmental
areas; auto exhaust pollution, water pollution, noise, waste disposal and
recreational facilities. We placed respondent allocations into four cate-
gories: $0, $1-19, $20-49, and $50 plus.

Tables 39 through 43 include our findings in this area. We find no
significant relationship between allocation of money and ethnicity in the
problem areas of auto exhaust (39), noise (41), and.trash (42). We do find i
significant relationship when we.look at water pollution (40) and develop-
ment of recreational areas (43). Almost 20% of the Anglo respondents would 4
be willing to allocate $50 or more to the problem of water pollution while
13.6% of the Mexican-Americans would do likewise. Over one-third of each
group would spend nothing. Recreation appears to invite more participation
than any other area. Only 23.2% of the Mexican-Amer ican, respondents and
31.2% of the Anglo .respondents (the lowest figures for any of the five prob-
lem areas) would contribute nothing to this issue. Mexican-American respond-

ents are willing to allocate larger portions of their $100 than Anglos, but
here, too, Anglos are willing to contribute more than to the other areas.
Both groups seemed least concerned with the issue of noise.

We asked the respondents if they believed American's life style was
contributing to our environmentat problems. We found a significant, though

slight, difference based on ethnicity. Table 4k shows that 69.6% of the

49




Anglo respondents said yes and 64. 2% of the Hextcan-Amerlcan respondents sald

yes. "This seems to support the data displayed #n Table 38 (see above,.p. 49) .

where indlviduals, rather than institutions, were singled out as contributing .

to much of our envikonmental difficulties. o . J/;/:
[ . .' 4 .

In the general area of citizen kRnowledge "and activism concerning the en-
vironment we ‘again found significant relationships based on ethnicity. We tri- ¢
ed fnrs& to ascertain the state of familiarity the respondents had with the ‘

_various public and private organlzations that addréss environmental concerns.

We asked fif they knew of government erganizations relating to the en-
vironment. Table 45 indicates that 39.2% of the Anglos responding did know
of environment- orlented organizations as contrasted with 40% of the Mexican-
American respcndents The number of respondents, however, who actually could
identify the organizations was very low. Ggighty-six Anglos identified the
EPA while only four Mexican-Americans cited the agency. A local public sar- -
vice organization, COPS (Communi Organized for Public Service, a group
organized around Alinsky pruncnpN had the widest recognition with &8 An- &
glos and 43 Mexican-Americans naming them. . _

wWhen we asked about knowledge of local civic organizations with environ-
mental concerns, the differences based on ethnicity were not as marked as
with the knowledge of government organization Table 46 shows that 63.8% -
of the Anglo respondents and 54.7% of the Mexitan American respondents were
aware of such organizations. Aga#ﬁ_/ihe number of respondents who could
identify specifically the organization was very small. Th|rty eight Anglos
identified both COPS and the San Antonio Conservation Society; twenty-eight ‘/A
Mexican-Americans clted COPS.

We asked if respondemts were members of these organizations. Only 11.7% .

of the Anglo respondents and 6.9% of the Mexican-American respondents held
‘membershlp in am organization with environmental concerns (see Table 47).

In other words about twice as many Anglds as Mexican- Americans belong to an
organization which addresses enwironmental problems, but an overwhelming

number of each group belongs to no such organization. Of these respondents

who did belong tb organizations, 14 Anglos were members of the SA Conserva-

tion Society and 10 Mexican-Americans were members of COPS, ’ « =

Membership “is, of course, dnly one measure of citizen activism. One of
the most common ways' people get, involved in government is by contacting public
officials or the media to.offer viewpoints concerning public problems. Table
48 indicates that there hs a significant relationship.between ethnicity and | -
respondents who contact\public-officia s and the media. Eighty-five point
seven percent of the Mexican-American . responden;s had made no such contac
contrasted with 77.6% of the Anglo respondents. Of those respondents that
made some contact, 9.8% of the Anglos and 7.7% of the Mexican-Americans did *
so by phonlﬁg a public official. Six point six percent of thé Anglos had
writtep public. off|C|als, but only 3.7% of the Mexican-Americans had done so.

Finally, we asked respondents if they had ever attended a meeting or
tally which focused on environmental problems. There was no significant re-
lationship- between attendance and ethnicity. Eighty-seven pount two percent
of the Anglo respondents and 83.7% of the Mexican-American respondents'had
never attended any meeting with an environmental orientation. .

.
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. " TABLE 34..-MOST IMPORTANT PROBLEMS BY ETHNIC GROUP : S

ETHNIC GROUP ' (Rahk)

PROBLEM ..  Anglo Mexican-AMerican
- - " (N=548) ‘(N=385)

State of the gcifqmy~ = 1156 (j) ‘ . 581 (3?
Crime and Violence 1088 (2) 864 (1)

.' Unemployment = -.. 73k (3) 696 (2)

" Drug Abuses” 502 (4) 481 (4) -
Energy éhortaggs 506 (S) 372 (5)
Governmental Corruption 476 (6) - 263 (6)
Environmental Probiems 216 (7) - 104 (7)
Racial.Relatipns 148 (8) ' 75 (8)

-~

&

Scale Scores were controlled on a 5-3-1 basis:

S-points for most

important; 3, second most important; 1, third most important.
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SECTION 6
f'\
SES

./ .

We érd/interested in learning if a. person's economic and educational
status (SES) affects their perception of  and responses to environmental
problems./ We might hypothesize, for example, that affluence and educatiop .
will bear/a direct relationship to one's ranking of environmental problems.
That is, 'the higher one's income and more exté#?TVE'Sﬁ!'s education; thg -
more liﬁely one is to be aware of’enviro!mental problems. Or, one might -
suggest/that individuals residing in detE€riorating environments [{.@< low °
SES resé%ndents) are more likely to be awsre of environmental problems than
those fesiding in a healthy environment. Note the potential conflict between
thesej&wo assertions. .

) %his section reports on the effect of SES on environmental attitu%és.
We hdve divided SES imto three categories: low, medium, and high.« SES
represents an annual income of less than $5000 and less than high schgdi"edu- s —
cational level. Middle SES includes an income of $6000- through $15,000 and

an educational level.of high school. High SES stasds for an income of above

$15,000 and an educational level of college. “ .

Do respondents- at-different SES levels differ in their perception of .
" which public problems are most important? Table 49 indicates a relationship
between SES apd the ranking of public problems. Low SES respondents were
concerned with economic issues (29.6%) and crime (l7.5%)- Middle SES respond-
ents also focused on the economy (27.0%) and crime (17.3%). Upper SES re- -
‘spondents also.cited the economy (29.8%), but were more concesned with ''ref-
use” (11.1%) than with crime (10.6%). Upper SES respondents #tso saw govern-
ment as arr important problem (8.72) while middle SES (4.1%) and lower SES
(1.8%) respondents were less concerned.

The perception of the environment as our number one problem bore a direct
relationship to SES. The higher the SES, the.grea{é+ the concefn with the
environment. Two point seven percent of the lower SES respondents named the
environment, as did 4.9% of the middle SES respondents and 6.6% of the upper
SES respondendse——-—" " - \ o C

If we include "refuse' and ''energy crisis'' as environmental cazegories,
there i's a significant upswing in response. Seventeen point five percent of
the low SES respondents, 22% of the middle SES respondents and 23.8% of the '
upper SES respondents then identify this general environmpgrtal cftegory as
our major problem.
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r..  When asked for a definition of “environment," we find that all three
.levels agreed tq define ''environment' in both physical and social terms (see
Table 50). Sixty- nlne point one percent of the middle level, 60.9% of the
upper SES and 55.8% of the lower SES respondents defingd ”envuronment” this

way. Over one-fourth (26.1%) of the higher SES respondents Viewed.the en-

. today's'environment is in better condition than respondents from either other

~

virbnment primarily in physical terms while almost a ffifth -(19.43) of the
lower SES respondents<saw. the environment in primarily social terms. There )
was. a significant relationship between. SES and responge. '

Does .SES have an effect on the way respondents yiew today's environmental
conditions and the way they anticipate conditions wi]l be in the future? We
did find a relatiohship between responses and SES. able 51 displays data
concerning present environmental conditions. Upper [SES respondents believe
SES level. Fifty-seven point one percent\of the upper level respondents de- *
clared today's environment to be above average; 35.9% believed it was average
and only 7% believed- it below average. This is compared to 45.6%, 46%, and
8.4% for middle SES respondents and 36.3%, 50%, and 13.7% for lower SES re-
spondents. In other words, the higher one's SES fevél the more positive one
views the environmental conditions.

When we look five years into thg future, the relationship between SES
levels becomes less ordered {see’Table 52). More upper SES respondents still
view future conditions as average or above average than any other SES group,
but now more middle SES respondents (48.3%) believe :the future environment
will be above average than do upper SES respondents (45.4%). Lower SES re-
spondents are still the most pessimistic about enwironmental conditions with
over one-third (34.3%) identifying future environmental conditions as below
average. Note, however, that the percentage of upper and middle level re-
spondents who believe that future environmental conditions will be below av- .
erage have tripled.

We asked respomdents to identify the major contributors to environmental
problems; there was,6again a relationship between SES and responses. Jable 53
indicates that 60%. of the higher SES respondents, 42% of the lower SES¥re-
spondents and 40.9% of the middle SES respondehts believe that "'individuals"
contribute mostly to our environmental conditions. The only other cateyory
to receive-consistant though minor support was ''governmers!' with 22.3%, 13.6%,
and 13.3% of the lower, middle and upper class respondents respectively ident-
ifying it. Jnterestingly, industry, probably the most publicized polluter,
was identified by no higher SES respondent.

The respondents also were influenced by SES when asked if Americans'
life e contributes to our environmental problems. Eighty-one percent of -
the highe™SES respondents, 78.1% of the middle SES pondents and 67.0% of .
the lower SKS respondents said yes (see Table 54). #Ts supports the ddta
found> in Table 53 in that individuals, rather than institutions are perceived
to be-the major contributors to environmental conditions.

. Tables 55 through 59 identify the willingness of respondents to allo-
cate a specified sum of money ($100) to help resolve various envircnmental
problems. We divided responses into four categories: $0, $1-19, $20-49, and.
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$50 plus. We found a significant relationship between SES and the wulJ!ngngss
‘to allécate money to the problem area of water poliutlon {see Table 56) and

recreatlonal ‘areas (Table 591 " There was no significant - relatienship Jetween

SES and the allocation of money, to auto exhaust problems (TabldBSS nclsé

(Table 57), and trash and waste disposal (Table 58) . .. , L
. £

s - Upper SES respondents were more willing to aPlocatg money to cantrol , 4

water pollution than éither of the other SES groups Twenty ‘poifit six percent
of the higher SES would allocate $50 or more and 37% would appfbprlate between
$20 and $49.¢ The middle level SES respondents were almost as concerned with
water problems. Nineteen percent would give $50 or more and 37.8%, $20-$49, Y,
Only 11.6% would give nothihg (as contrasted with 34.9% and 33.7% of the ’

middle and uppef SES respondents respectively). Thus, the hlgher one's SES
level, the more willing one was to alTocate'qucy to water prob)ems N

=

Ld
Middle SES respondents were more concerhéd than the Qther ¢wo levels-
_with recreational areas.. Thirty-one point seven percent would allocate $50
or more and 75% would allocate at least $50 and 71%, at least SIO The upper
_SES respondents, perhaps becauser fhey had access Yo alternative recreétuonal
outlets, were less willing to contribute money to this area with about a thlrd

{32.4%) refusing to allocate any money avt all: . ¢

7
» Pl ’

PubMic action on the environment may be directly, related to the publfc's
knowledge of andparticipation in the various civic and gq'ernmental grodﬁs

concerned with the environment .-

We examined the affect of SES on citizen- .

r

‘ -

[ \

ktiowledge and action.

»

Whe
zatlons
were influenced by SES.
respondents (52. 22) know of no agency so involved w}\{lp 61% of ¢
level respondents and 54 1% of the upper level respcndents were

' questioned about their awareness of gouernment agenci
in the San Antonio area concerned with the environment,

€s or organi-
respondents

Table 60 indicates that oder half of the lower SES.

muM197~
Ie to iden- .

o groups {see Table 61)

3

tify vsome organszatrons Fih °the latter two responses almost one- third of
the respondents were able to tdentn%& specifically which agency or. organsza‘
t?n they knew. There was, however, no overall consensus relating to which
#& agencies or organjzations could be 1de‘f|ed *0Only 9.8% of the middle level
respondents cited the EPA as an organczatlon focusing on the environmert -
““while 1.7% of the Iowerrlpvel and an :Zﬁonlshingly 0% of the upper Tevel
respondents did so. -Only one organization, COPS (a local organlzatlon'which
has. generated ons iderable publucxty in San/Antonlo for its activities in ¢
pyublic affaltZ; was identified by more than 10% of fhe respondents af any
level (11.22 6f the middle level respondents cited COPS). .

. The respondents know]edg? of Iocal citizen or civic. groups was nuch
broader than tHei( knowledge 6f government orgaﬂizataons _FPprry-nine ‘potnat |
nine percent of the lower SES respondents, 67.2% of the middle level respond-
ents ang’ 63.8% of the upper level respondents did have:some Knowledge of 5uch

There is a ‘relationship here between SES and the -

- ’

' respb ses. , o
§: s ! [ : - L]
"As with gbvernment organlzatlons, the knew!edge of such groups was quite

general with few respondents actually able to name a spec:Fuc group. Nlne

i
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-+ point one percent of the ‘upper level respondents were able to identify ;he
N San ‘Antohio, Conservation Sqciety, but ho other group was "identified by more ,
‘.athan 6% of any SES level: of respondents .. . ’
» v » " =
=
. ; ﬂo SES letel contained,, algnlflcant number of réspondents who admitted  — .
N to hold membership in a group ariented toward environmental concerns. .
Table shows that 11.9% of &hé middle level redpondents and 7.4% of the .
lower }evel f;spondenﬁs said they were members of some organizatidn concerned ,
with the environment. No upper level respondents held membershlps. There , -
was R0 sugntflcant relatlonshqp based on SES . , . .
S When questloned about personal |nvolvement inpublic Pgsues relating to T
the efnvironment, respondents were affected by SES (see Table, 63). Eighty~ .
séven point four percent of the lower SES respondents,. 78. S% of the middle SES - ]
respondents and 66.7% of the upper SES respondents -had never contacted - any
. public official cOncerning environmental problems, but no other method of con-- - N
*  tact was utilized frequentry by any SES level. Lot PR .
‘ . I
* Table 63 contains the general patterns of public apathy by |ndncat|ng e ; .
that very few r&€spondents at any SES leyel had attended any meeting concerning
] the environment. The middle and lower SES respondenté\were almost identical.
Co. in_ their' responses, with 13 5% and 13.4% respectively -having attended some - :
% meetings. No upper SES reSpondent had attended such a megtlng, There was mo .
- s¢gnaf|cant relatuonshlp based on SES . , . L .
.(/ ‘ -
4§ :1
(;\ These latter tables describe an overwhelm|ngly apathe(rc reactfoﬁ-to s e .
envnronmental problems. te . .- ) e .
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, , SECTION 7 :

. J . :
- MEDIA INFLUENCE =  f
. . '

. . . \

The people's perception of any public problem will be directly affected
by the sources from which information about the problems are derived. We
wanted to know which media sources respondents relied on and what amount Qf '
trust they placed in the media. During the period in which the survey was
conducted, we monitored the San Antonip, area media to identify ahy major -,
coverage of environmental conditions’. No environmental issye emerged which
could be considered a <tory of‘major importance to the media. The media did
cover reldted stories (e.g., traffic problems, gereral engrgy isswes, etc.),
and we attempted to ascertain if respondents were aware of this coverage.

e

i

environmental attitudes.. - -
e

' /// This section addresses the influence of the media on respondents'

We asked the redpondents to identify the media sources from which they
derived information concerping national, state and local events. As noted
wn Sect:on'} (see above, p: 7 ), television was the primary spurcé’for :nfor-
mation: at all three levels with newspapers the most frequently cited secon-
dary source:

Tables 65, 66, and 67 show that area does not affect television's dom-
inarice as the primary media source. Over half of the respondents living in .
the center city, suburbs and rural areas gleaned most of their information
re national events from TV. Center city residents reiied on -1V ‘the most;
of those 69.7% citing TV, most resided in the center city. This pattern

_remained essentially the same when we looked at state and local problems.

When we control for ethnicity, we find that more Anglos than Mexdcan-
Americans rely on TV for information at the naticnal and state levels, while
Mexican-Americans rely more on TV for information concerning local problems
see Tabdes 68,-69, 70). At all three levels, the differences, though sig-
‘nifircdnt by Chi Square, are slight. We find also that Mexican-Americans are
more likely than-Anglos to utilize the radio as an |nformat|ona| source at
all three levels .

The single exception to television's number one position as a news source
is found when we control for SES. Focusing on national and state problems,
all three SES groups identify TV as their major news source (see Tables 71,
72, 73). - However, upqu SES reSpOngents said they used newspapers more than

- television td garner news concerning local probliems. We found also that

Jower SES resvondemﬁq utilize the radio much more than their counterpar
) ‘f T’: .
. . ; 86 ) ,
- Q>
, 34
A} “
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‘ at -the other levels. . -

We asked thelgggépndqnts to identify which source of information they
. believed was most likély.to give an unbiased and accurate report of news
© 7 events > Overall, 42.5% of the respondents believed TV to be the most accur-
ate while 20.3% ‘cited newspapers (and 14.5% said ""none') (see afove.. Section
"\3, l?« 8)~ ’ ' - % .v” ‘ P
) ' ' .
: This trust in the probfity of televisiwon existeJ’regardlesg of where the
AY Tespopdent lived: 'Table shows that 45.1% of the Hural_respondqp:s, 4317
’ of the innerlcity respondents and 36.97 of thé suburban respondents found TV *
to be the most.-reliable source: These figures reflect, Kowever, a large
‘ amount of distrust in that no news source is believed by at least half of the

I

4

. rﬁspondents to be accurate. Over one-fifth of the Suburban respondents found
a no news source reliable. Note, hdwever, that ChiSquare indicates no signif- \‘ .
icance when we control for area. )
- / ‘ . . b . ce

We do find gfgnificance,whe?e we control for ethnicity. Table 75 shows
that of those«iaentifying television as the most trustwaorthy, 60 9- are Anglos'}
and 39.2, Mexican-Arericans (altnough Mexican-Amerigans Tust Tv repoerting !
‘ more than any other source). Ahglos also are more suspicious of all forms of
' reporting with 85 4 of those andiwerisg "none'’ while on}y 14.6% of the -
Mexican-American respondents believed that nc media source was acrurate.
" o f , ¥
When we lock at SES, again we fina significant differences. Lower and
middle SE$ respondents’ ident]fied TV as the most accurate news source, but -
~over ong-third of the upper SES respondents said no hewus, source was accurate ™
" and another third ientifie§ newspapers as the “wst accurate source (see’
T Table 76). Onl;-12.5% of thelupwer respoadents believed TW to he relianle
' (this was: kess than 17 of all réspondents e identified TV). : ’ .
"'.\ '\A( -
. Did'the raspondents recall readin~ ‘ar seeing or hearing stories concern-
- ing the env?ron&ent? ‘We found that 48 2 of jhe respondents recalled rebQ<\
« ing an environmental story in a newspioer and 45 5% had recently seen an

.

. environmental story .on television (see‘ﬂwnm‘Section 2, Iz 7): .
- ’ ) Table 77 shows that of those:that had recen{Ty read SOmeihinc\concerning
the environment in the newspapar, most resided in the center city. At the
same time-over half of the suburban residents recalled reading such a‘story
(aS\{ontrasted,with/}B.S% of. those jn the center city and 30z of those™iving.
in Trural preas). Noate that 79.47 of ‘the center city respondents, 93 A7 of the v
. Al * . . . . Y
subdrban reS}dents and 69z of tre rural gesidents take newspapers. ‘ "_,
a . v . “
‘ Suburban ‘residents also recalled s$eering more environmgntal report$ on TV
than R:i other two areas (yee Table 78). Over half of the rural residents .~ .
, and ha (49.2%) of the center city did not recall seeing any story on tele- ¢ .
vision rélating to the‘envircapent. .
’ . .
Controlling for ethpicity, we.find that 87.7% of thg.ﬁnglos take a news-
paper as ‘contrasted with 68.9% of the Mexican-Amenicans (see Table 79). . 1
Fifty-five point one peréent cf tne Anglos had recently read newspaper stories
concerning the ef/ir pmer* ah e ¥ of the Mevytan-irerirans had coer en- T o
* IS . A . "‘_ . X . .}
9 hd L "\-o 8/1 - - N . \ y
[} + -
] - L
s - . N - \
"9 . I{j(} . ‘ :
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- vironmental, stories. . TJ/ ‘
v £
Ve -~ Almost half of each ethnic group recalled seeing te evisiop stories that

related té erdvironmental conditions (see Table 80). Forty-six point seven
percent of the Anglo respondents and 43.6% of.the Mexican-American respondents
had ‘vi'ewed some fe‘ev:<!on comment concerning the environment.
L J .

. .We controlled for SES and agaln found significant relationships. Ninety-
five point eighé percent of the upper level SES resgondents took newspapers,
85.3% of the middle SES respomdents did dikewise, whileé only 66.4% of th

lower SES level.respondents took a newspaper (see Table 81). We find signif-
_icant differegcps. between the SES level among those respondents who reca Ted

reading *a newspaper story on the environment. Only 33.9% of the lower SES 2
had read such stories, contrasted with 58:3% and_56. 6% of the uppef and m:ddle
“level respondents respectlvely .

S .

7 As mlght be expected, the awareness of(television. shows was distributed
somewhat more evenly (see Table 82). Here 39. 9% of the lewer SES respondents .
recalled saeing an environmental story while 50% of the upper and middle lev-

e! respondents had such recollection. . 3 . ,
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In one sense, the-ultimate goal of this research project is to undey -

stand the why's ‘and whp's of environmental.attitudess The previous Sections

have attempted to identify these attitudes from survey data. In this section,
we turn to a different, and more powerful technique &f 5nalysis: multivariate

a . . . . LT :
.anaI|S|s-ispec:f1cally wedression and factor analx&as.

\Multiple regression attempts to ''predigct"” the dependent variable. Iny
thiskcase, we set variable IMPTPBS| (rating envirofmental problems as the ’
most |{important) as the dependent variable. We then include the following

- list bf independent variables: o . '
oo . -
5
* ANCOME , ¢
REA  (Center city/non-center city) !
SES ~*  (Socioeconomic status?) . . -
RKING (Employment status) ’
CARS (Ownership of automobiles) - ’
- HEALTH (State of respondents' health) ) RS

WCHORG  AMemharshipn in environmenta® nrgani7afinn)

) MSYCONT (Industry as mogt contfibuting to pollution) % -
* ATTMEET (Having attended environmental-meeting)

(
AUTOEX ‘(Willingness to spend above average to reduce auto em¥ssions)
» CNTH20 (Willingness to spend above average to reduce‘'water pollution)
RNOISE /(Witlingness to spend above average ‘to reduce noise)
TSH (Willingness to spend.above average to reduce trash problems)
INEWREC (Willingness to spend. above average to provide more recreation)

\ i ) .

The data 5gae dichotomized into presence/absence of the wvariable where
necessary to-allow us to treat them a§ interval data, sujtable for use in'
multivariate anal

REGRESS ION ANALY

Our first analysis consisted of a stepwise multiple regression with
IMPTPBS | set¥@s the dependent variable. The results are given in the follow-
. ing summary table (Table 83). The most important aspect of Table 83 is the
column ,noted R SQUARE. This noted the amount of variance in the dependent
variable (IMPTPBSI) accounted for by each succeeding step in the regression
f. equation. As can be hoted, willingness to spend above average in investing
in additional recreationgl facilities entered the equation first and accounts
for almost-9% of the variance in the dependent variable. “No other variable

.

. ' 107 ‘ -




aécounted for as much as 4% additional explanation of variance. The total
amount of varlanceé explalned by the 16 steps in the regression equation is
approxlmately 35%. » &
. . - ) )
The column damed BETA in Table 83-is also significant. BETA indicates
the retationship between the dependent variable and the named jndependent
riable. As can be’'seen, the BETA's for the first 4ndepgndent variable is
oth negative and fairly large. This indicates that there is a fairly strong
inverse relationship betweeh this variable (INEWREL) and the dependent:-var-
iabde (IMPTPBSI). iln other, words, as ‘the willingness to spend above average
o invest in add|t|onal re/;eatnonal water facilities increases, ranking of
nvironmental problems as the "most impgrtant proélfﬂyéeclinesi‘ . ,

!
g The ‘expected hjgh relatlonsﬁlp between income and high SES on the dne

»hand and wiTlingness to rate envnronmental problems as the most .important

is not borne out by this data. [INCOME'enters the equation on step 14 and
only explains an additional 0.1% very small fngure. SES adds even less.
The BETA!s for both income and SES Ste quite small, and income is positive,

whiTe SES is negative. . 4

’ ’ f
FACTOR ANALYS]S 2

This sectbon presents the results of an additional mult' "ariative
tecHﬁlque--Factor andysis. One of the best uses of this technique is the
identification of an underiying pattern or factor which is related to the
varidbles under study. Factor analysis manipulates the variables so as to
disclose patterns of relatloﬁshfps if any, extant among them. in essence,

' a variable's factor loading can be taken as the correlation between that

. variable CARS, ownership of an automob’le (.43 loading). . L

-~

var+able and the underlying factoriwhich underpins the data. We preisent
thig analysis as a romplanion to the rearession analysis presented above .

The factoring procedure used in this case is the Principal Factor with
Iterations (PA2) for “he Statistical Package for the Social Sciencej. The
results of the factor analysis are shown in Table 8h. Using an eigénvaluer

of 1.0 as a criterion level, we see four factors emerge, accounting! for 74.74 -

of the variance. ’ ;

#actor One accounts for®29% of the variance, and |$ dnstnngus#hed by
high Ioadlngs of four of the willingness to spend above avetrage for environ-
mental’ qualnty variables. As a result, we_have identified ‘this factor as

.
Environmental Quallty The only item of\;xpendxture: which does not load .1.
on this factor is INENRfC, willingness to spend above average on new recre=a
ational facilities. Addnt?onally, there is a relatively high Ioadan of the

t

Factor Two accounts for an additional 202 of the variance. flt is
characterized by very high loadings of the SES and INCOME var?ab#es‘ Accord-
ingly, it has been identified as the '"high statusy factor. The?’ are modest
negative -loadings of ETHNIC (Mexican-American ethnicity) and wiflingness to
spend for new'recreational facilities (INEWREC). The negative lpading of
INEWREC) on thid factor aids in c?%f»rm:ng the pattern of data deported K
earller. . . . - | :

v - ‘/ I" ’
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Factor Three accounts for an addntsonal 13.3% of the variance and is
characterized by a high loading of the variable AREA (non-center city). A . .
slight negative loading of qumployncnt (WORKING) is also featured on this A
factor. , The ATTMEET variable loads at a, moderate negative level on this
factor. We have characterized this factor as ''Subarban/Rural .’ . . R

Ry

- . . . { )
<. The fimal factor which emerges accounts for an additional 12.4% Jf the,
"variance. We Rave entitled Factor Four as'sthe antn-undustry variable from'
its high Joading of MSTCONT variable. Also®oading very hcgh oh this fact¢r .
. is the SEX variable (female). .
! . by . L - T ’. - . v &
The factor analysis thus helps, to confirm the genera) patterning of .
data reported earlier.- The most sagn;f:cant f1nd|ng of the factor analys's
is the large relativelch%nS|st t.loading that four of the wnllnngness to ~
spepd for environmental qualityAvariables have on the first fé%tor The

- major exception was spending for new recreational facilities.
) . .. .

~ - ,
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FACTOR 1 FATTOR 2 FACTOR 3 FACTOR 4 FACTOR 5 FPACTOR 6
ipTPBS] 2,84589 9.45242 9.72965  -0.27875  .-0,14225  8,83879
INCOME 2,93852 2.04317 88,21392 2.25142 2.09061 ol B2646.
AREA o0,01647 2.12200 80.42253 8.15542 . 2,p2043 262770
SES 2.91726 «0,10584 2.21384 2.20687 . 9,10354. 4 B,25315
ETHNIC sly24042, 2.18842 82.78753 ~0.87¢22 ' "-B,@0625 2,12682
HEALTH «7.22891° . 2,42976 80.03656- -2.34027 2,37665 = #2,16515
KCHORG 80,27429 8.13954 2.48773 -2.26138% 2,42875-> 38,17633
MSTCONT 2,01787 - 2.63205 “2.97226 -8.22277 -2,01960 " . 0,14766
ATTMEE? 0,03368 2.22245 T 9.087427 »0.16872° -2,02 oP 723292
AUTOEX 2,04181 , -0,06364 80.10042 2.89114 © @, 32063 “d,01742
CNTIH20 2,09593 -9.71038 2.07382 -2.96898 - 9,p0621 , 21220
RNGISE 2,01117 ~0.,24424 9.12239 0.54273 0,51467 P,8%544
WORKNG 02,26921 8.93533- 2.04855 -2.86712 -0,67577 «?, 00427
CARS 2,91218 2.06293 2.14553 2.28088 -2,13119 2,53277
TSM - -2,0272% -9.58411 80-11266 , 2.02609 2,50921 2,05719
INEWREC 0,13224 (- 2.07445 , 9.05931 2.017¢7 2.20296 2,14853
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TRANSFORMATION MATR]X -
cee FACTOR 1 FACTOR 2 FACTOR 3 FACTOR 4 FACTOR 5 _FACTOR 6
R N ) 7
FACTGR 1 9,49125 ~2,63906 80.18660 0.44197 ,21910 2,26818
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FACTGR 3 2,42634 2.42399 80.27377 2.00346 -0,48860 2,45123
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FACTOR 7 s 21219 2.2%56% p.#1226 ° 02.13059 0,43545 9,71506
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FACTOR 7
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SECTION 9

CONCLUS IONS
S -

\\ { TR .

Wwhat does all' this mean? We noted in our introductory remarks that
ys studies have provided us with information relating to environmental
attitudes_(see above, p. 2).
portion of the Americaq,communi;y=are‘awaréNof and concerned about the prob-
lems of a deteriorating environmertt, but the most recent studies (Dunlap,

Thede studies have indicated that a,significant

/r—é<74§56; Buttel, 1974) haveé notéd-a decline in this public concerpn.
™o /h et indidated generally that people with higher SES levels are mo
J tive to environmental problems and are more willing to act,
. to improve environmental’conditions. Other studies have contended
Americans believe the environment is deteriorating; Americans view
mental problems primarily in terms of water and air pollution; and

Studies
re sensi-

or support action,

that:
environ-
most
environ-

Amer |
menta

‘

ERIC .

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

\ians rely on television and radio for information relating to
7

Our data support some of the above
them. We do find, as recent-studies havefreported, much less interest in
environmental problems than evidenced in 1960's and early 1970's. Fewer
than three hundred respondents listed the environment among the three most
important problems facing the nation.’ ’

LZ?dings and do not support Jpme of

..

*

* ‘. - . . i M hy H
.We find also a relationship between SES-<and concern with the environment.

The percentage of respondents in the high' SES level who ranked environmental
problems as mest important is over twice that of the low SES respondents.
Upper and middle level SES respondents generally were more aware of organ-
izations dealing with environmental problems and had contacted public offic-

ials more frequently about environmental issues.
. w N

Our data support the belief that Americans view the. envVironment as deter-
While about half of the respondents characterized present environ-

jorating.
mental conditions as ''above average'' and only one-fifth characterized it as

*'below average,' when asked to predict enviranmental condigions five years
’rence, almdst half believed the environment would be 'below average'' and
o

nly oneathigrd believed it would be ""above average.''

Previqus studies indicate that we view environmental problems grimarily

in terms of air and water pollution. Our study takes issue with the former
contention. We found that our respondents identified the environment over-

whelmingly in terms of both physical and social characte(i§L?Es. It is

noteworthy that the one environmental issue which stimulated the greatest

cost response was the need for recreational areas (this response cut across
. - )

h &

’ . : 112

- =

quality. oo v .

1
)




* L4 Z /[
+ + areas, ethnit; .and SES groupings), a problem area related to both physical'
and social concepts. We also found strong responses to water pollution, but=
.not to air pollut on. ' °
. . . ‘
Prevuous studies also have noted "that Americans derive most of thelr
information refatung to environmental issues.from television and rad/é Our
research supports those studiés which cite television as a major soudrce. Not
only did our respdhdentg_*gdlcate th?fgzelev15|on was the pr|mary/ﬁﬂws source,
they also Believed it to be the most/accurate and unbiased news 4Source. We

found, however, that newspapers rather than radio, were the sg€ond most
frequently cited information source. \ 4 }
) - \
. J ’
In addition to these data which can bé\compare to existing studies,
2 we have flndlngs which themselves need to bé\tested by further inqtiry. .
£~ \
\

-
We have suggestions of significant relati6nships between.environmental

. attitudes and area, éthnicity,”and SES. Our research indicates that concern
" with envirgnmental problems decreases slightly as one moves away fros the

' center city to the rural areas. Suburban residents also*viewed the condition
¢ of the env:ronment both present and future, in more optimistic terms than
respondents res1cﬁng in the center city or rural areas. Rural resddents
are more pessnmtsttc than center city and suburban residents about the future.
This is somewhat of a surprise as one might hypothesize that those living <
closest to a deteriorating environment (i.e., inner city) would be more
p ssimjstic about its future rather than thpse living in the areas (i.e.,

Ural) where there is less pollution. |In general, we found suburban respon-
) dents to -be more actively involved with the environment than the other two '
‘area respondents. . : Tt C

Environmental studies often seemed to be a f fction of ethnicity.
Mexican-Americans ranked environmental concerns Slightly higher_than Anglos.
Mexican-Americans also perceived present and future environmental conditions

. in more pessumlst|Crterms than Anglos. This concern and pessimism did not
translate igto political activism; more than twice as many Anglos as Mexican-
- American$ are members of organizations with an envirenmental orientation,
,' and Anglos evideficed more knowledge of and activism in both public gnd private
groups focusung on the environment.

n

Environmental attitudes also were. |nfluenced by the ‘$£S of respdndents.
While higher $ES respondents seemed to be more aware of environmental prob-
lems, they aléa were more positive about present and future environmental
conditlons Lower SES respondents were more pessimistic about the environ-
mental canditions. ‘Hugher SES respondents seemed more interested in water
pollution- an® less interestéd in recreation than the other groups. As has
been* tnduieféd by. various studies of poliitical socialization, higher‘SES
respondents were more knowledgeable about organizations whlcﬁ wers involved
with environmental problems and were more active than other reﬂﬁbndents in
dealing with these problems. N !

) I .’-' .\

We have attempted in this study to add to the growing literature of

enwi ronmental attitudes. The attitudes of our San Antonid sample Thdicate

: that concern for the environﬁent is not a.highly salient feature of their
. . . ., gt ) -
” 13 .
. ? -
o .
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attitudinal environment. Economic concerns, either qumploymént or the
state of the economy, vurtually dominated the rankings of important public
problens - . ; b

0f course,.policy preferences of the public are not divorced from
external influence. Our survéy was conducted during a period of relative
calm where environmental issues are concerned. The energy crisis of the,
early 1970!s had-dimmed and, San Antonioans would not be immersed in their
conflict over fuel supply for several months. Had our. study been conducted

-a few months earlier or a few months Iater our data might have generated

different conclusions However, this is a caveat which 'must accompany any
s tudy attemptlng to ascerta#n publtc opinion on a popular issue. o
In sum, the environmental'movement, as suggested by both Durtap and °

Downs {(Dunlap, 1975; Downs, 1972), seems to have gone aground on the rocky

shaals of more immediate, pressing concerns--economic. While Buttel and

Flynn may well be correct in their assessment that there is no inherent

gross incompatibility between economic growth and environmental quality,

it is apparent from our data that environmental concern is being pushed

aside. As Spthger and Costantini_noted, '"Currently, environmental concern
ars more as a national wish than a hard political commitment. The

dﬁﬁzth and extent of this commitment, and the lines of poltt:cal combat, will

become clearer as the cosfs and benefxts of environmental’ policy become more

evident to decision-makers and the public.'"" (Springer and Costantini, 197&

217). Our data leads us to suggest that the "hard political commitment" is

not likely to be forthcoming;_i,\\ . .

e

7

v , 127




‘ - , BIBL1OGRAPHY

L4 o -
Banfield, Edward. - 1970. The Unheavenly City. (BosBon: Little Brown).
” . T

Bartell, Ted. 1973. "political Orientattons and Public Response to the
Energy Qrisis.” Social Science Quarterly 57 (September) . .

~ .
ttel, Frederick. 1976. ''Social Science and the Environment: Competing
Theories.' Social Science Quarterly 57 (September).

- , - T ) N
quncil on Enyironmental Qualdty. 1975. Environmental Quality, 1975.
‘ (washington, 0.C.: U.S. Government Printing Office).
L h asd w
Crenson, Matthew. 1971, The Un-Politics ofeAir Pollufion: A Study~of
Non-Decisionmakihng in the Cities. (Baltimore: -Johns Hopkins).

A\

-~

Davies, Ja Clarencé, and. Davies, Barbara S. 1975. The Politics of Pollution

(2d ed.). Indiana 2is:  Pegusus.

/ . - )
Dowrs, Anthony. 1972. \''Up and Dowh with Ecology.' The Public Interest
28 (Summgr). A

L3 .

tion: Evidence from a 1970-74 Paney Study.' “Rural Sociolegy.

Gatlup Organization, Inc. 1972. '"The UXS. Pub\ic,Considers lts Environment:

Q * -
- Dunlap, Riley. " 1976. ."Degcline' in Public Support for Environmental Protec-

rv b1 Poll cquuc%gd for the National Wildlife Federation {(dan-

uary}.

.

'/Qarvey, Gerald. 1972. Energy, Ecology, ‘Economy. (New York: Ndrton).”

»

“a-

Harris, Louis and Associales{/lnc. 1970. The Publlc View of Environmenta 1

b Problems in the State Washington.

Jones,, Charlfs 0. 1975. Clean Air: The Politics and Po1iéies of wPollution

Control. (PittsMurgh: U. of Pittsburgh Pregs) .
Kneese Allen V. and Schultzg, Charles L 1975, Pollution, Prices and
Publ|c Policy. (Washington, D.C. Brookings Institution).
- f s . .
McExgéé:James [, 71971, Jhé American Public's Concern With the Environ-
{ 0

t: A Study of Publlic Opinion. (Davis, Cgli?brnia: U, of Calif%rnia,

Davis) . .

o : . 115 ///

-




Rosenbaum, Walter. * 1973. The Politics of Environmental Concern. (New #
A

York: Praeger). R
Simon, Rita. 1971. "Public Attitudes Toward. Populatuon and Pollutlon
Public Opinion Quarterly 35 (Spring).
t b- ¢
Sprinder,~J. Fred and Constantini, Edward" 1974, "Public Opinion and the '
_ Environment: y An Issue in Search of a Home,' in Stuart'ﬁqgel, ed.,
Environmental Politics. (New York: Praeger)
=Straayer, John A. 1974, A Note of Environmental Cautlon,'' unpublished .
manuscript, -Colorado State University.
. Tognacci,-L N., et al. 1972, “Eqvironmgntal'Quality How Untversal
; Bubltc Concern?” ‘Environment and Benavior 4 (March).. . ,
Vlladas, J.M. 1973. The’Anerican People and Their Environment. (Gree%Jich,
, Conn. J.M. viladas Co.). . ’ O ./
. /'"\ . ' « ) c. ) . K
1973.° "The American Publfc Considers Its Environment,"
. report prepared for the U.S. Environmental Protgction Agency .
¥ ' .
, . "The Impact of the Fuel Shortage on Public Attitules -
1 Toward the nt,'" report f the U.S. Envirohmental Protection
Agency . \
Wenner, Lettie. 1976. One Envihpﬁment Under Law: Public Policy Dilema !>
(Pacific Palisades, Califorfia: Goodyear).
A ’ ¢
, . L]
. -
. \
. hl
. ) . 3
Ay
‘ x = 1 _
L, —
* : -0
’ - * -




Y
/ - -
: i . : . -
7,'\ . ) ,
Y .
’ - . d - - *
N ) -
. ) TECHNICAL REPORT DATA
' (Please read Instructions on b roverse before compl 1y . &
= r —_— - ey
. 1 REPORT NO T2 . T3 RECIFIENT S ALCESS LN RO
! e
- EPA-600/5-79-004 i . ‘ .
[ —— - - — - L —_ e = —_— - - -
4 TITLE AND SUBTITLE . ) , [p REPORT DATE |
L ’ . # Tebruary 1979 155uing date
. o . ﬁ s S : !
(ATTITUDES TOWARD ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY: AREA, loe peRFOPAM.NS ORTANIZATICN CODE
\\\ 'ETHNICITY AND SES " i
. ! o . . . R
7 AUTHORIS) - i - L ‘ iB PERFIRANNG CRGANIZAT L, rEF HT NO .
L]
4 . - i
: , v S
Jerry L. Polinard - A\ Lo
v fo PERFGAMING CAGAN'ZAT|ON NAME AND ADPRESS ;}ZL_""“ - +'1’o PROGRAM ELEMENT MO ]
. » C 1RW10 s 1
Pah American University . L AT ESTRACTGGRAN . +
» Edinburg, Texas 78539 . - . . T
L - .
. 68-01-268)
Ao be— o — e e e — = oo - | Sp—
12 SPONSGH WC AGENC ¥ NAME AND ADDRESS 13 TYPE UF REPCPT AL #F R CD L0 ERED
Office of Monitering and Technical Support ; Final
Offi1owe « §f Fesearch and Develdpment ) 14 SEONSORING & 10y v € afeg
L.S. Envirormental Protlction Agency _OFPACADD 14 - .
ﬁasnigg{?n, D.C, 27350 : , /
1 1]
15 S_Pp_EmENTARY uor§ .
1 ,
?
_ N
16 ABSTRACT ! . : N — . —
' .
. I~ a stuay «7 the San An onio, Texas, SMSA, this repert incicates that, while
respondents belleve the environment is ueCEYIOYB:I;Z, thev-do ot believe e sivon-
- ) RO ., S
mental problers are arong the most important faced bv the Natinn ralvers f the .
data shows that: . ’ LI
. \ .
1) there 1s a significant relationship hetweer environrent il attit . ie 3r¢ rea,
at-nizity and SES; » N
. . . |
” '
72) concern with environmental quality and problers is preater amorg i-mvr-vity
. : k
. respondents suburban _respondents; - "
r R il .
3) Mexican-Ameficans rank environmental concerns higher whan ing;os ro Tatter
where they live although Anglos are more agware of amd active in organizations
that focas on the environment; and
4) high SES respondents were more aware of-environmental problems and more
, activelwr imvolved in environmental organizations than middle or low SES - ;
. respondents. b - /
T -
17 » ' -rE‘v WORDS A‘&D uocumsm ANALYS'S - 1 R
o _ it . ~ )
a - DESCRIPTURS 8 oenTiFens ore% EnLED TERMS [ Cosatilidd Group
- - - - — - - - - } : - -
! ’\ T ¥ -
Pollution . Environmental Survevs 05A
Attitudes hd . . ’ 138
' ‘ Y . . o
LI : -
. * . . , -
18 DISTRIBUT GN STATEMENT . 119 SECURITY CLASS This Repurt; 4|21 0 OF PAGES
Release to public . Unclassified =~ = o127 ]
Unlimited (20 SECURITY CLASS 71 page, 22 PRCE
. ) —_— Unclassified ’
v
]:lk\l‘c‘hm 22201 (Rev 4-77: 117 . e _ e

—_— - 130 o -




