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) _ ABSTRACT- T

The study examines the effect of the degree of family politicization on several citizenship -
‘ 4 .. g .

nrientations 6f adolescents. The research population(ionsisted of 734 respondents ages 14-18, who

‘were students in both academic and vocational schools in the greater Tel-Aviv area.Degree of family

-

" politicization was assessed using three sub~scai74:parents° own involvement; the extent Lo which

parents and children discuss politicé, and the degree to which pa}ents encourage their children to

take- an active public role in school and in youth organizations. Citizenship orientations included

the perception of the citizen role as active Vs. passive, and as restricted to the political Sphere'

Vs. as a broader commitment Lo one’s community and society. Also inclided were political efficacy, ﬂ
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support nf freedom of speech, and political involvement.A path model measuring the effécts of social

2
v

and personal backéround variables and of faﬁily politicization was tested. The major findings

indicate that respondents® age and S.E.S. were related to their perceived degree of family

-

politicization., The older the respondents and the lower their S.E.S., the gre;ter the tendency Lo
rapo;t of lower family politici;ation.Conceyning the effecis of family pqiiticization upon the
perceptinn of the citizen role, none of the path coefficients was stéﬂistiqglly ;ignificant, and tlie
pereentags of explained variance was low. Concerning the other citizenship crientations, .family

porliticization had significapt effects.The higher the degree of ‘family politicization, the greater‘
& . .
the pnlitical efficacy and involvement of the respondents, and the lower their support of freedom of
i e Y . '
speechs, M,)

.
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FAMILY POLITICIZATION AND ADOLESCENTS® CITIZENSHIP ORIENTATIONS

INTRODUCTION .

o
¥

Studies of the family as an agent of political socialization indicate that overall its impact

upon the formation of children's citizenship orientations is quite limiteds If that influece is
measured by intergenerational continuity, -the correlations between parents' and children's

? orientations are overall positive but weak. Measured by rebellion, the political sphere rarely

serves a as target of intsrgenerational rebellion (Iphflov, 1984)« This conclusion is surprising

given the duration and intensity of children®s exposure to familial influences. One possibie

explanation that has bren offered is that familial characteristics relevant to the political

- e
- 3

socialization process were nol yet proﬁerly identified and measured (Connell, 1972; Ichilov, 1984),
This study attempts to contribute 6 our understanding of political socialization in two
principal ways. First, in contrgst ;o.studies which focused up@n famiiy characteristics such as . f
SeE.S or the socialization techniques employed by the pérents, which can be related to a widde range
nf nutcomss, the present study focuses upon the degree of famiiywpoliticization which, prgsumablz is
more directly related Lo the formation of citirens'.ip orieqtati&ns. Secondly, some stﬁdentg
sxamined primarily intarfamflial chagécte?istics énd processes such as the auLhofity structure oé
the family or the emotional relations between parents and childien (Ken1sLon, 1967 Bloch eL.al.,
1969 Chaffeo eteals, 1973),.0thers have focused ma1n1y upon characfér1st1cs related to the pos1t10n ‘
nf the family within the socio-cultural structure, such as S.E.S and ethnic origin.,or ubon social ¢
forces external to the family which shape distinct generat1onal characteristics(Mannheim,1952;
Converse & Dupeux, 1962; Converse, 1964),In the present sLudy the two sets of familial

. characteristfcs are integrated in a model in an attempt to examine their direct and indirect

relationships to selected citizenship orientations of Israeli youth,

\,
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THEORETICAL BACKGROUND
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Socio-cultural familial characteristics and adolescents' citizenship orientations.

I western democrdcies a relationship was found between individuals' citizenship orientations

and their socio-economic background, indicating that political sub-cultures at least partly-overl§p '
with status sub-cultures.Soclo-econom1c status affects, for example, voting patterns (H1mmelwg1t
ot,al., 1981) Also, people belonging to higher 80c10-econom1c groups more frequently possess a
strongpr sense of political efficacy, are belter informed and are more acLively involved in public

affairs than Lhosc belonglng to the /lower echelows of society. Liberal orientations were 8100 more

*

pﬂrvelant among members of h1gher S.E.S groups (Lane 1959; Stouffer, 1955; Lipset, 1960; Easton,
1965; Milbrath, 1965).Many of these class d1ff9rebces among adults have been rep11cated among
adoloscents (Easton & Dennis, 1967; Langton, 1969 _Jaros, 81973),

Ethn1c1ty and race often overlap with S.E+S. In Israel there are two ethnic blocks which differ

. -
from each. other in socio-economic status and cultural traditions: the Jews of westwrn origin-ni.e;

Europe~America ) who form the dominant group; and the Jews of eastern origin (i.e, Middle éastern,

Asian, and'ﬁofth,Ajricad origin), who although now comprise over 50% of Isreal®s entire population,

I

do not proportionally share in the national income, educational attainment, centrsl political

positinns dnd prestigeous occupations.These®ifferences ace also reflected in the political
nrientations and behaviurs of members of the two blocks.Easterners tend Lo vole for the religious

and right-wing parties, while westerners,especially those of higher S.E.S, more frequently opt for
the lch (Antonovsky, 1963 a b Ar1an, 1973; Z1lozower 1972).Also, adults of eastern origin were

found to be less woll informed about public affalrs, expressed lower sense of political efficacy,

. -

part1c1pat°d less in politics and tended. to have a lesser regard for the democratic civic culture.
(Fein, 1967; Nachmias, 1973;Etzipni-Halevy & Shapira, 1977). However, inspite of the great

1nt°rg°narat10nal continuity within Israeli soc1ety, Ichilov, and Nave (1981) report that Lho civic

nrientations of eastern youth resembled those of LhPlt western counterparts.Both groups percelved

-
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gnnd citizenship primarily as a coimitment Lo political institutions and processes, rather than as a
N . Tos 9
broader "commitment to the community and society. They also stressed passive orientalions more Lhan

active participatory ones. .

* S

How do the socio-cultural characteristics of the family affect the formation of child;en'e
ciﬁizenship‘orientatién; in terms of buth, intergenerational continuiey and discontinuity? Our
argnment is ehat these familial tiaits can be decomposed into twv major sets of variables with
reference to the role of the fam11y as an agent of political soc1a11zat1on. First, families have a
controlling funct1on wh1ch manifests itself in many ways;Fam111e8 direct children toward "class
appropriate" extra-familial frsmeworks such as schools, and youth organizations; and tgh parents
might control the choice of frisnds by their children~(Langten, 1967;, Sebert et.al, 1?74; Ichilov,
1984), 1In Israél, for example, participation--in- youth movemeﬁts chnracteri;es the middle classes,
ansbthe youngsters tend to join the same movements in which their parents hai/Particibated as
adolescents (Eaton & Chen, 1970; Ichilov, 1977). Parentd aledlﬁétﬁe as "gate keepers," controiling
mass media use. The parents detsrmine what newspapers, magazines and books are available at home, o
and the types and.number of T.V. programs that children watch (Tolly, 1973; Atkin & Gentz; 1978; |
Cﬁaffee & Becker, 1975; Roberts et.al., 19;5; Renshon, 1977).The use of the various types 6f mass
media to foilow public affairs, rather than for en;ertainment~purposes 1s more characteristic of‘Lhe
higher than of the lower S.E+S groups in society. ‘ : S
A second category includes interfamilial characteristics and processes which are related to
actual interactions w1Lh1n the fam11y- Here attent1on has focused upon nonpol1t1ca1 human relations

in general which, presumably, could serve as an important source for the understanding of political

» * ‘e . . .
relations.Such interactions enable individuals to acquirs competence in participatory. behavior and

“in decision making processes, for example, whlch can later on be Pqually app11ed in pol1t1ca1 and in

.

nonpol1t1ca1 contexts.Almond and Verba (1963) report that participation, vaguely defined as

subjects° memory of "consistently being able to express themselves in fémily decisions"

B
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(pp. 287-8), was related to the acceptance of democratic attitudes and to civic cqnpatence «Others

report that poligiéal activists ngw up in families which allowed great freedom of experimentatiah,
3 3 . - N .

stressing the searéﬁ for meaningful life more than materialism (Flacks, 1967). The tendency to

E2) ° N

politically rebel égainsL the parents was associated with emotional distance between the child and

. . 0
pareats, and was also more common when the parents were ¢ither totv permissive or tco stern

.

(Middleton & Putney, 1963 a,b).

.
~

An important interfamilial trait whick has been greatly neglected in political socialization

L0 o

studies is the degree of family politicization. Where it was considered, zeference vas made only to
the parents' own involvement in politics’ang in public affairs. This implies,ﬁperhaps, that family
politicization is assumed to exert influence upon childrén primarily through the example or the
"role model" which the parents provide. Our eglended definition of family politicizaLioh assumes
that the parents can be influential in more ways. In the prese?c study, in addition to parents' own
“involvemend, family politicization included two more sub-scales. First, the extent to which parents

and ct.yldran discuse politics. Secondly,the degree to which parents encourage their children to take

on an active publip,roizﬁ}n school and in youth organizatigns (For example: leaders in yOULﬁ_I
movemetits or members of the schooi é0unci1).The§e various aspecls were ;xamined subjgctivély, as.
reported by the youngsters themselves,We dp not ask whelyrer a yodngsLer who grew up in‘;ighly
politicized family is more likely to eronglyJSupporg certain citizenship orientations; we ask the
more modest question of whether youngsters who report that their parents dre’active: encouraging and
responsivp, also regbrt of stronger support of ;u;h orientations. A similar approuach. has been
adopted in other studies, notably by Almond & Verba, (1965).

1 > .
_Children who grow up within the same family might be differentially exposed Lo its

influences.Concerning political socialization, children®s age and sex seems to be of special
. )
¥
televance., Politics is sometimes considered as an area too remote and complex to be of interest to

~

young children. Also, politics entails conflicts, while some parents tend to be protective and to



expose their young children mainly to the harmonious aspects of social life.Consequently, politics

“

is considered a subject which parents rarely discuss with young ‘children (Converse, 1964; Tolly,
1973). However, as childrei mature, they become increasingly sophisticated and knowledgeable about

politics.Parents.may , thus, have more political discussions with their adolescent children,tﬁig

Q

-
g

with their younger ones. fhese discussions may be initiated by the parents or by the youngsters
themselves. Older children may ,thus, be more intensively exposed to familial influerces than

Younger ones.

-

Politics is still considered a male’s domain, and parents often encourage their sons more than
4

their daughters to take interest in politics and in public affairs (Hyman, ¥959; Greenstein, 1965;

Easton & Dennis, 1969; Dowse & Hughes, 1971).This situation has somewhat changed in recent years as

R

o

! ' < b - - - - - \ I n - - '
a result of a more egalitarian division of labor between men and women in the family and
society.Consequently se¢x differentiated socializatich might be diminishing,leading to greater

. ¥ - - - t°,
similarity in parents' expectations of their children regardless of the child's sex.Also more "role

models" are available itoday for girls of women who are actively irdvolved in politics and in public

.
-

affairs.Studies have shown that female "role models" are extremly important in shaping girls

. '

aspirations and oxientations in the various social spheres (Aloquist & Angrist, 1971; Baruch, 1972).

.

.The Hypothesized Causal Model

Y r
We assumed that the socio-cultural familial traits (i.es: S.E.S, ethnic origin) ‘and the

respondents' personal traits (i.e.: age, sex) would be more strongly related to citizenship .
. ’ ¥
orientations via family politicization than directly. In order Lo get a more rounded picture of the

wmpact of the various sovutces of influence upon youngsters® citizenship orientations, we constructed
a model placing these variables in a logically coherent sequences Tniggnodel has been empirically

examined using the statistical method of path analysig.This meLhof’ an be used Lo determine whether

variables which are causally prior on logical grounds, act directly br indiféctly through the

LS




influence of other var1ab1es (Kerl1nger & Pedhazur, 1973). In our caSj;,gre the respondents® S.E.S,

L3

ethnic origin, age and sex directly related to c1t1zensh1p orientations, or is their impact mediated

through family politicization. The hypothesized model is presented in Figure-l.

P

- ~

Iﬁse:t\Figu:e 1 aabout here

,\\

Nea

It is_assumed that four extrinsic Gafiables affect citizenship orientations.These variables
might have a diréct effect upon citizenship orientations.Their influence, however, could also be
mediated through family poliiicization.ln this case, while S.E,S aqq ethnic origin are assumed to
affect the degree of reported pareats’ politicization, adolescents' sex and age are assumel to
affect the angreo of exposure to political.interactionvaiLhin the family. In other words, families

>f 1ower S.E,S and »f eastern nrigin are expected to be less politicized than families representing

. ' kY
higher socis-economic echalons and those of western origin. Also, boys as compared with girls, are

exprcted to report of more frequent interactions with parents over political issues, and of greater

parental encouragement to get involved in public affairse The same should be expected -of older
children as compared with younger 6nes.
Citizenship orientations included the perception of the citizen role as active Vs. passi-e, and

u

as restricted to the political sphere Vs. as a broader commitment to one®s community and societys
Also included were political efficacy, support of freedom of speech, ahd'political involvement.

We expa;ted the indirect impact ‘of the four extrinsic variables, which operates -through family
Qol%ticization, to be greater than thhi; direct impact upon citizenship orientations.tore ﬁ
specifically, we expected adol;scen,é vho come from highly politicized families to projeét (with the . ‘

effocts of all other variables partialled out) mora active and a broader image of the good citizen,

Lo possess a stronger sense of political efficacy, aud to espress greatar involvement and stronger

support of freedom of speech than youngsters-who come from less politicized families.

-




. _The Study , "L \ - ‘

\

The research population. The study.populatidnsconsisted of a purposive sample of 734 high
school students ages 14-18, from both academic and vocational achools in the greater Tel-Aviv areas

The sample equally represented both sexes, and was heterogeneous, including the different ethnic and

socio-econdmic groups of the Jewish population. P
. C,u' ’

The research instrument and data collection. The regpondents replied to a closed questisnnaire which

~
sollc1tod 1n£or$atlon concerning citizenship orientations and cuch backgtbund factors as parents'

educatiog, sccupation, countgy of origin, etce A more detailsd discription cf the research

)

instruinent is provided in the section qﬂnghg_;esearch variables.

The reseach variables. The variables in the path model were constructed and neasured as

fallows:

-

gSex (X1): l=males, 2=females. ' X

.-

Age (X2):° 1=14, 2715, 3=16, 4=17, 5=18.

. S«E.S (X3): Socioeconomic status is an index based on the Sum of standardized scores of
father's educatgon and occupatione Fagher's education waSLménsured by number of years of schoéling
and was coded 1 Eor h;ghe: -edeucaticn and 8 fot partial elementaxy education.. Father's occupation
was coded by Hartman's Israeli occupational prestige scale (Haltman, 1979) and was devided into f1ve
égtego;ies (1=high, 5=low). Overall S.E.S was than devided into three categories: I=high, 3=low. ’

/

Ethnic Origin (X4): Was determined by futher's country of birth and coded: 1=westwrn, 2xIsraeli

born, 3=easterns . \

1
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~§*‘\ Family Politicization (X5, X6, X7, X8):Is an index based on ;he‘sui of scores of the following
. ‘ 4

. . Y
items: \ .

iy

‘1. My parents-and Y discuss,politics and puhlic affairs.,

2. My paren%f encourage me to take interest .in politics and public affaids. . '
. & . N

My parents refrain from expressing political vieys in .my- preserce.

, ’
N

-

4sCompared with parents -of my friends, my parents -discuss politics with me a great deal,
B o '
5.My parents encourage ma to~take on public roles in school. . - )

6.My parcats encourage me to take on public roles in the youth movement.

S.Compared with parents of my frlends, my parents are active in public affairs.

We sometimes reférred Lo the overall degree of family politicization, and sometimes to the

following sub-scales: ) y

asInteraction over politics within the family, consisted of the sum of scores df items 1

I

» threugh 4.
- b.Parents' encouragement, -consisting, of the sum of scores of items 5,6. -

< - .
c.Parents’ own involvément, consisting of the sum of scores of items 7,8.

~

. + -, . . ’
7.Compared’ to parents of my friends, my parents are greatly interested in politics.
|
|
l

_Perception of the "Good Citizen" (X9, X10, X11, X12): consisted of 36 items describing the

"good citizen" which were classified by the respondents into 5 categories: l=mest important, 5= . ‘

\ t ' . . -
least important.The items included equally political and nonpolitical chardcteristxcs.Thg political

+

items reflected the citizen's passive as well as active relationships to political officials,

- ’ . A
processes and institutions.The nonpolitical items included personal traits such as honesty and

.«

trq}hfulness, and characteristics reflecting the relationships of the citizen to particularistic
. 3

-

frameworks such as the faﬁily and place of wo:?.

In our analysis these items were grouped into two major categories, political (X9) and

nonpolitical (X12) itens. The political category was further devided int6 active (X10) Vs, pnssivg,

-

11
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(X11) orientationssThe data ‘processing refers sométimes to the overall political dimensiqh,"and‘
¢ > . . » * 4

. ., I . . .
-sometimes to its subcategories, , . )

A N

. - -
. ¥ - .
K .

* . Freedom of Speech (13)@@" isted of the sum '{)f sco:re;g; of the following items:

« . ¢ * v S
l;People should ot be' allowed to speak“ agaim;t 'democracye. , )

! \ L4
. 2.01t1zens should nst criticize the state and its 1nst1tut:10ns. .o

3.When .the government t:onsnders an article to be offensxve Lo the publxc, it has the .right to

‘ v
close up Lhe newspaper in whx.ch the art.xcle has been publxshed. . .

*
-
» IS . > -,

lo.It would hav° been for the best if extremist peOple and groups, which mt.erfece wx.h the
A

normal conduct of public affairs, -could be eh.mmat:ed. ‘ ) T .oV

M «
v & -
t

The scores ranged betweén 1=high support of ‘FFeedom ;>f speech ' » andr$=low support.

- . .
] N . »
* .

Political Efficacy (X14): Consisted of the sum of stores of the following items: ' ‘

£ i

1.The govermment consists’of a few powerful and influential people, who have no_ cq.nce‘rn for t;htc: -

Interests and opinions of the citizens. , A - -
- .t © . v . -(
2,Citizens possess many means for exerting influence and control of the government betweer "
elections,. )

o=

3,I°m more knowlpdgeable about politics and public affairs than most of my friends.,,

.

[hSOmECHRQB politics seems so complicated that a person lxke me cannot comprehend what real).y

’

goes 0on.

The scores ranged between l=high effidacy to 5=low. ' . . "

- P

~ M ‘ s . . : L
_Political Involvement (X15):Was an index based on the sum of s;otes of the following ten items:
\ ) . .

1.1 feel fesponsible fgr what is now happening in the state. > ) s,

» L]
“ . . R

2,I°m interested in Israeli politics and public affairs.

Ve

3.I think a great deal about what is happening in ‘the country, - :

4.1 regularly discuss politics and public affairs with my friends,

L
.
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“' 5.1 regularly fol i
T «1 regularly follow the news in the newspapers, \\,, &
| . _ e e : "
| 6.1f I were requested to sign a petition dealing with civil liberties, I would have signed it.
- . 7.1°m'prepared to demonstrate for sometging 1 believe in,
; 8.1°m prepazed to write a "letter to the editor" about injustice that I encounterede
\ .

9+1°m-prepared to dedicate a social meetisg kp discuss political issues.

\ 10.1°m willing to become active in an ideological movement.

‘ 0
\ ‘s . . .
l jﬁéﬁ Political involvement was coded l=high,  5=low,.

Findings N
. AN

Ll
We had expected adnleé%ents' perception-of family politicizqtion to be related to their age,
N

sex, S+E+S and ethnic origin. However, the data presented in Tables 1 and 2 indicate that only age

and S,E.S had a significant effect upon family politicization. As expected,

v . Insert Tables 1 & 2 about here

o

.

respondents of higher S.E.S reported of higher overall family politicization, of greater parental
in¥Slvement in politics, and of frequent discussion with parents of political issues. However,
contrary Lo expectations, increase in dge was inversly related to overall family

politicization.Older adolescents, as compared with younger ones, described their parents as less

involved and as less encouraging of them to get involved in public affairs.

kel

We had also expected adolescents’ citizenship orientations to be more strongly rel.ted to

family politicization than to their age, sex, S.E.S, and ethnic brigin.This expectation was

)

supported by the data concerning political efficacy and political involvement only.Family
. - )

. . 13
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politicization had the largest effect upon these orientations, and of special importance was the
sub-scale of .parent/child interaction. Differences were found belween boys and girls concerning
these two orientations. Girls possessed a stronger sense of political efficacy, and %eported of

greater political involvement than boysePolitical involvement also tended to increas? with the rise

in the respondents' age. The largest percentage of explained variance by all antecedent variables

was that of political involvement (21.3%). These variables accounted for‘IO.ZZ of the variance of
political efficacy. ' ‘

Concerning freedom of speech, age had the largest effect, indicating that support increases
with the increase in the respondents® age.Alsc, g}rls wére'less supportive of freedom of speech‘tﬁap
boys, and respondents of higher S.E.S were more supportive than respondents representing the lower
S.E.S groups.Family politicizd.ion shows an interesting relationship to support of ffeedOm of
speech, Contrary to our expectat?ons, the more polilicized the family, the weaker the support of,
freegég;QQLQpeech- The autecedenL variables accounted for 19.2% of the variance of freedom of
speech,

The perception of the good citizen, contrary to expectations, was not related to any of the
antec?dent varigbles, and the percentage of explained variance of its various sub-scales was low.
The only exception is the effect of ethnic origin upon the active dimension of good citizenship,

. indicating that respondents 5f western origin assigned to it greater iTpsrLance than respgndents of

eastern origin, ‘

Conclusion T .

The purpose of Lhe present study was to examine the effects of extrafamilial traits (i-e.:

S.E.S and ethnic origin), interfamilial characteristics (i.e: degree of family politicization and .

its sub-scales), and respondents' personal traits (i.e: sex and age) upon selected citizenship
, ; g H

, orientations.We assumed that the extrafamilial and the personal traits can be directly related to

-
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citizenship orientations, or indirectly via family politicization., While respondents' age may
signify growing s0phistication and knowledge, 1L was argued that age and sex can also signify
differential exposure to familial Lnteractxons. Older children and boys were, thus, expected to be

more intensively exposed to familial influences than both girls and'younger children,- Respondents’

S+E«S and ethnic origin can be directly related to citizenship orientations by virtue of placing

» L]

individuals—in-pslitical sub-cultures wh1ch at least partly overlap with class sub-cultures,They

interactions. *

S

Overall, the degree of politicization of families in the present study was described by our

& ’

can also be indirectly related to citizenship orientation, through their-effect upon interfamilial w
|

"adolascent respondents as medium (the scores ranged bétween 2,122 and 3. 406) The data revealed that

contrary to eXyecLatlons older respondents tended to describe their families as less politicized . Si

than their younger counterparts.They reported that their parents are léss involved in politics, and

less encouraging of them to take on active public roles in school and in the youth movements. This |

|
unexpected -finding can perhaps be attributed to the .growing ability of adolescents to criticize
|
\
|
\

3

reality by applying some ideological standards, and to their growing sophistication, knowledge and
independence (Adelson & 0°neil, 1966; Adelson, 1971;Connell, 1971; Merelman, 1971). Older

respondents® description of their families as less;politicized may, thus, reflect criticism of their

‘parents and a less idealized image of adults in general.The respondents® perception of diminishing
P

. L
parental encouragement can also be related to ectual decrease in parental support for their

children®s involvement in various. extra-curricular activities.-

adolescents® success in the matriculation examinations, most of which take place in the llth.

Parents may be preoccupied with

and Lt

~

12th. grades of the Israeli high s&hool-Consequehtly, they may encourage their children to

. ’»

concentrate on their studies, and to give up, at least temporarily, other tyﬁes of activity.
* As expected, respondents of higher socioeconomic status reported that their parents are
politically -involved and discuss politics with them, more often than respondents of lower S.E.Ss

However, ng/differences in family politicization were found by ethnic origin. ‘That ethnic origin

15
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had ny significant effect upon family politicization is related, perhaps, to the fact that the
majority of Israel®s population, whether of eastern or of weslern origin, came over {rom

‘h ol - 3 - M N
non-democratic countries. As aresult, S.E.S rather than ethnic origin may have.greater relevance,

i

for family politicization. Contrary to expectations, no differences were found between boys and

girls concerning reported family ggliticization. ‘
- Py
. . - . N &

We had expggted the indirect effect of age, sex, S.E.S and ethnic origin, i.2., the one

‘mediated through family politicization, to be greater than their direct effect upon adolescents’

citizenship orientations:; This proved to‘be the case only concerning political efficacy dand
political involvement for which family politicization had the strongest effect.As expzcted high
family politicization was related to stronger sense of political efficacy and to greater political

involvement. However, contrary to expectations it was inversely related to the support of freedom of

speech: the more politicized the family, the lower the support of freedom of spéech. In Israel

. politics is ver¥j£iavily ideologically infused. In other words, political struggles between groups

are related to the very image of the state aad its institutionms, 'and not merely to theé size of the

slices allocated from the "national pie." The rifts between groups are related to such sensitive

issues as separa}ion of state and religjén,treatmeﬁt of minorities, and the future of the
territories of Judea, Samaria and the Gaza Strip (Isaac,1976).Consequently, people who are
politicized most probably are not neutral, But rather take a sta;d ovar these issues. In Israel fhis
trend seems to be related to lack of tolerance for other people’s views, and to a lesser support of
freedom of speeche Shamir and Sullivan (1982) have found that the overall levels of political

tolerance in Israel, while not high, are similar to levels found in the U.S. in the 1980s.How2ver,

unlike the U.S., these levels oI tolerance were similarly characteristic of Israelis regardless of

X

‘their S.E.S., ethnic origin, and religiasit;f?he selection of the least-liked groups in Israel

varied according to socio-cultural background characteristics, bul not the levels of tolerance.

The data also reveals that S<E.S and ethnic origin were not significantly related to most of

the orientations that were examined. The only two exceptions were concerning freedom of speech which

-

P, -
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was more strongly supported by respondents of higher S.E.S groups, and active participaiion which
was mdre pervelant among &esterﬂ respondents. Respondents® personal traits, i.e. age and sex, had
greater relevance for citizenship orientations than the socio-culural characteristics of the family,
Increast in the respondents® age was related to an increase in their support of freedom of speech

and of political involvement. Girls projected greater political involvement and a stronger sense of

¥

political efficacy than boys, but expressed lower support than boys for freedom of speech. Girls®
weaker support of freedom of speech can be related to their stronéen political involvement which, in -
Israel; is usually invergely related to tolerance for other people’s viewss

The results of the present study may -have some broader implications for the study of the
process of political socialization and of the role of the family in it. Students of political .

socialization, implicitly or explicitly, make some assertions which, our data suggests, should be

~

reconsidered, First, while the fact that.political orientations and behaviors are not derived from

.

. simply one source has been recognized,students of political socialization often consider the
) ‘influenée of a particular socialization agent to uniformally affect all types of: citizenship

orientations. Almond and,Verba (1963), for example, maintain that partricipation in dédcisions in

’

mon-political settings such as the family, school and place of work, reinforces individuals® ovgrall'

civic competenge and their suppot of democratic values,Secondly,civic competences such as
"participatisn' and "involvement™ were considered to be free of content.Once mastered, these

competences can be generalized and applied in a variety of contexts to a wide range of contents.

Our data indicate that familial characteristics differentially affect the orientations that

- ¢

were examined in terms of both strength and diréction of the relationshipse While interaction with

parents was the mostL important family trait, strengthening political efficacy and

?

invalvement,parents® own involvement has weekened respondents® support for freedom of speech,The
perception of the "good citizen" was not ‘related to family politicization and to the other
antecedent variables.These differences can be related to the content and nature of the orientations

themselves.For example, orientations may vary in their complexity,concretness, the frequency of

+
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their occurance in the family and in other social settings, in what emotions they arouse, and in
- '

what behavioral demands they make upon individuals.The fact that the perception of the

'good
citizen" in the present study was not related to any of the antecedeni variables can perhaps be
attributed to the complex meaning of good citizenship in Israel, a society in which the politiéhl

culture and the corresponding citizenship orientations have not yet fully emerged and crystallized,

~~
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Fiqure 1: HYPOTHESIZED PATHS IN A CAUSAL MODEL EXPLAINING CITIZENSHIP ORIENTATIONS ..

FAMILY
POLITICIZATION

F -

SOCIAL/PERSONAL

BACKGROUND
- VARTABLES

CITIZENSHIP
OR1ENTATIONS

.

SOCIAL7PERSONAL VARIABLES FAMILY POLITICIZATION CIiTIZENSHIP ORIENTATlONS

X1 = SEX X5 = QVERALL GOOD CITIZENSHIP ‘
X2' = AGE X6 = PARENTS' ENCOURAGEMENT X = POLITICAL OIMENSION (OVERALL)
X3 = S.E.S. X7 = PARENTS' INVOLVMEMENT X10 = ACTIVe PARTICIPATION:
Xk = ETHNIC ORIGIN X8 = PARENT/CHILD INTERACTION X11 = PASSIVE PARTICIPATION
T *X12 = NON-POLITICAL GIHENS LON- |
. OTHER ORIENTATIONS {

X13 = FREEDOM OF SPEECH
X14 = POLITICAL EFFICACY
“X15 = |NVOLVEMENT

-
,
e
4
11



“ TABLE 1: INTEACCARELATIONS. MZAMS AMD STANZA3D 9EVIATIONS OF VARIZELIS [N=73%)
X1 X2 X2 Xt X5 %6 X7 X8° X9 X10  X11  ¥i2  Xi? Xik i
) SEX: l=Male, 2=Fem.le ‘ ' '
2 AgE: 1=k, 5=18 . 106% ) o - |
3 S.E.S .~ 1=High, 3=Low 116%  ~.005 . e T ‘
4 ETHNIC ORIGIN: 1=Weszern ‘ N o , A \
: R . 3=Eadtern  .325 -.079% .182% ; N : 1
5 FAMILY °0LIJICIZ.~\I,I0N B . ‘ } .
(OVERALL) - \ -.001 L171% L117% 067 R ' | ’ o 1 | |
s,h;couans:ncm .-~ 1 -.c10 235* =067 -.028 .667% 7"/ T |- )
7 INVOLVEMENT ._"‘-' 031 .153% .122%,.050 .676% .310% x o ' \ (_3
8 ILNTERACTION ~ £ -025 .04k 177%,.103%.814% 234+ 337+ R \ ' ’ ‘
POLITICAL DIMENSION |~ - "o ‘ e \
(OVERALL) “ .012  .026° .013 -.0kk .028 .005 .038 027’ S — )
10 ACTIVE PARTI-CIPATION ;‘\"-.079* ~.089%-.010 -.032-.064 -019 -.066-.057 -.3h4] y s
1'1 PASS.1VE sPARTICIPATION °§‘ _097%  .052 .007 -.0Lk ~089% .050 .103%.066 .735* =323% . : . -
12 NON=POL I TI CAL DIHENS I@N -.032 .03__2\ .008 - .048-.024 -.027 -.015-.011 " .818#<.304% 252 '
1‘3 FREEDOM OF SPEECH . l092%  w243% 140% 0934 ‘.83 Z]Z‘?— 202%-.052.076 -.049 .034 .065 .
-.1b6%  -.080% .050 028 221” ohly 163‘.‘;2& =.031 -.073 -.028 -.011 -.003
-.128  -.054 062 .ol;3; .1408“\ 1200%.1824.540% * OL -.050 .056 .020 -.011 .362%
b k N .
, X 1.503  2.975 2.096.2.322°2. 764" 12.905 3.018 2.573 2. 664 3.203 3.086 2.‘.323 2.420 2.975 2. Lok
$.0500 1.116 .825 .888, 6142 '1.097 .90k .740" ,398 .3868 .511° .463 .799 .763 .583
"p£.03 " . <
.-
: = 4
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“ TABLE 2: DETERMINANTS OF POLITICAL ORIENTATIONS (X9-X15): PATH COEFFICIENTS
ITECENDENT VA €3 e - . L . — X
ANTECENDENT VARIASL ETHNIC | FAMILY ENCOURAGE~ PERENTS! INTERACTION | RZ,
DEPEUDENT VARIABLES SEX  AGE S.E.S.- OCRIGIN | POLITICIZATION NENT IHYSLVENENT
‘ FAMILY POLITICI ZATION 7 / . .
(OVERALL) " -.045.  .207% .150% .0kg | 064
"PARENTS' ENCOURAGEMENT -.025  .237%-.03k . =-.011 % : .058
PARENTS' INVOLVEMENT =-.07%  .171% .i27% . .03k | | .05
PARENT/CHILD INTER- - / ! :
ACT 10N . -.015 -.080 .193® 076 | ; 051
- POLITICAL DIMENSION . ; . ] ;
(OVERALL) =.001  .010 -.001 .09k | 7% .021 -:021 R C .032 .009
) (.00 (.ong) ~Jh00)
ACTIVE PARTICIPATION  .057 -.062 .094 1523 - .06% T -k -6 -.082, .0k
) Loooele) (.0k5) ] {.0%6 |
PASSIVE PARTICIPATION =-.060  .067 -.022 -.053 .030 050 085 070 022" ]
’ (.01 {.c21} {.c19)
NON-POL I TI CAL N
o DIRENSION -.08k -.000 .016 -.08¢ -.057 -7 -.0it 015
=1 . % - (.20 £.312)
FREIPON OF SPEECH 156% ~.3L3% . 130% 047 ~ 136 -1 - 180 .192.
. . \ LoiTa L200)
" POLITICAL EFFICACY | ~-.136% -.075 .039 -,5a2 2k5 2T L .102°
-, (.20 {.a7t) . )
POLITICAL INVOLVEMENT =-.1k6% -.109% .038 034 . L30% "2 S5 213
(.32, < (.07
A Coefficiénc is more than twice its standard error (p£.05) -
= Tha P~ AT with caan LT tne sussculel avuLars

reporcad ts with*overall famiily politicization. Tne
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