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INTRODUCTION

The socio-psychplogical factors which are related
to prejudice have been explored a great deal in recent
years with the implied or stated purpose of eradlcating
authoritarianism through an understanding of the factors
which favor its acceptance,

Outstanuing among these studies 1s the research

reported by Adorno and others in The Authoritarian Person-

ality (1). The major hypothesis upon which this study
was based was stated as follows:

e « o that the political, economic, and socisal
convictions of an indivicual often form a broad and
coherent pattern, as 1f bound togetner by a
"mentality" or "spirit," and thls pattern 1s an ex-
pression of deep-lying trends in his personality (1,p.l).

The major filnaing of tals study was that there 1is

a close corresponcence in the tyre of apnroach and ocutlook
that a subject is 1likely to have in a great many areas
such as famlly and sex adjustment, rellgion, ana soclal
and politicel philosophy. lore specificelly, 1t was

found that the personality variables purportecly measured
by the F scale (authoritarianism or fascism scale) were

highly correlated with measures of etnnocentrism,

A more recent study by Srole (9) has cast some doubt



on the validity of these flnalngs, however, Srole
hypothesized that the phenomena of soclal dysfunction

or disorganization, group allienation, or demoralization,
all of which Srole subsumed under the conceopt of “anomie",
comprise one of the prime forces contributing to ethno-
centrism, He studles a sample of 401 Springfield, Mas-
sachugetts bus riders using a five-item scale of soclal
distance attituues, a five-item F scale, and a five-item
anomie (A) scale which he constructed himeelf. He concluded
after an analysis of the manner in which these taree
variables were inter-related that 1t was the varliable of
anomie wnich was primarily related to prejudice and that
authoritarianism, as measured by the f scale, "is no
longer highly correlated with social ailstance attitudes

toward minority out-groups, at least not independently

of the psycho-soplological factors presumably measured
by (the) Anomie Scale." (9, p.7)

A further finding of the Srole study was that the
.relatlionships among anomie, authoritarianism and social.
distance are different within different education-status
‘groups 1n the population.,

His data showed that as the educatlion of his subjects



increased, the independent relationsihip between anomie
and social distance dec{eased. For his subjects with
greater than high échool education, anomie showed no
independent correlation with social distance. In the
case of authoritarlanlism, the opposite was true; as
education increased, the independent relationship between
authoritarianism and social distance increased.

The term *anomie" or "anomy" was first used in its

present form by Durkheim in his works on Sulcide (3)

and the Division of Labor (2) during the latter part of

the nineteenth century. 1In 1ts original meaning, 1t
referred to a disregard of law, partlcularly a dlsregard
of divine law (7). As i1t is used today by soclologists,
1t refers to socletal normlessness, cultural chaos and
social dysfunction.

Merton, in hig analysis of social structure (6),
gstates that anomie is likely to develop in a soclety
which emphasizes specific goals without a parallel emphasis
upon institutional procedures. This differential emphasis
upon goals ana procedures leads to a preference for the
most effective procedure whether culturally acceptable or
not. As thls process continues, the socliety becomes un-

stable and anomle develops.



PROBLEM

The findings and conclusions of Srole are of extreme
theoretical importance. His approach to the oroblem of
prejudice contrasts sharply with the theory outlined in

The Authoritarian Personality (1). Srole would contend

that prejudice is a function of anomie which is, in turn,

a function of socloeconomic status, The California Study,

on the other hand, would contend that prejudice 1s a part

- of a broad and coherant pattern of bellefs and attitudes wnich
are expressions of deep personality trends, and thus it is
these personality trends, as tapoed by the F scale, ﬁhich
account for prejudice,

Srole's contention that anomie is related to social
status was tested in his study by using the educational
level of the subject as a "rough indicator of class status"
(9,9.7). He found that anomie was the prime variable re-
lated to social distance only for subjects of high school
education or less, and that the relationshlp decreased
relative to the level of ecucation. The opposite was true
for authoritarianism; the closer the relationship between
authoritarianiem, the higher the educational level of the

subject,



Thése relatlionships, plus the fact trnat both the A
and F scales were phrased so that agreement woula indicate
the presence of anomle or authoritarianiem, suggest that
the results of the Srole stuuy may Lave been wue to a
tenuency for subjects of low education to agree with the
anomie statements regardless of content in order to avoid
the threat waich would arise when taey disagreed with
statemasnts which tney felt were endorsed by tae interviewer.

One purnoce of this paper 1is to cetermine to what
extent tals conformity factor might have been overating
in Srole's study. A second purpose 1s to test certain
derivations of Srole's theory on the one hand, and the
alternative derivations of the California-Group theory

on the other,



ASSUMPTICNS AND HYPOTHESES

Two assumptions were made in constructing the
hypotheses to be tested in this study:

l., It was assumed that the anomle and author-
itarianism scale items could be semantically reversed
without altering thelr meaning or content.

2. It was assumed that a replication of the
Srole study would yleld results which duplicated
those of the original study; namely, that anomie
would be significantly and independently correlated
wlth prejudice, and that when anomie 1s held constant,
authoritarianism would not be independently related
to prejudice,

On the basis of these assumptions, i1t was now
possible to test the following hypotheses:

1. (a) If conformity was a significant factor
in determining agreement with the items on Srole's
anomle scale, then a semantic reversal of the anomle
scale should leaa to & negative instead of a posltive
relationship between anomie and prejudice, and (b)
if conformity was a significant factor in determining
agreement with the items on the authoritarisniesm
scale, then a semantic reversal of these items should
also lead to a negatlive instead of a positive relation-
ship between authoritarianism and prejudice.

2. If Srole's theory that anomle 1s a function of
socloeconomic status 1is correct, we should expect to
find that (a) anomie 18 related to a more direct measure
of socloeconomic status in aduition to hls education
measure, (b) anomle 1s related to this more direct
measure of status even when eaucation is held constant,
and (c¢) anomie 1s not related to prejudice when status,
as measured by education and income, is held constant,



3. If, on the other hand, the contention of the
California Study that prejudice is to a large extent
a function of deep-lyilng personality trends 1s correct,
then we should expect to find that tihese trends, as
measured by the authoritarlanism scale, are relatecd
to prejJudice independently of measures of education
and status.



NATURE AND MEASUREMENT OF VARIAELES

Five major varlables were considered in tnis study,
They are: ethnocentrism, authoritarlanism, anomie, education
and income,

Ethnocentrism. The vrime purpose of tals study 1s to

determine the relative explanatory power of anomle and
authoritarianism as determiners of prejudice. The term
*ethnocentrism” has been defined as “prejudice, broadly
conceived.' (1,p.102). In this study, ethnocentrism refers
to a relatively consistent hostile feellng toward any group,
even though the hostillity or discrimination 1s not built
upon racial or religious grounds. The California Study
points out that the term ethnocentrlsm shifts the emphasis
from "race” to "ethnic group.” (1,p.103). In this paper
the term will be used interchangeably with the terms "social
distance" and "prejudice.”
The California Study sumnarizes 1ts findings by stating:
« « o1n general, ethnocentrism is based on a pervasive
and rigid ingroup-outgroup distinetion; it involves stereo-
typed negative imagery and hostile attitudes regarding
outgroups, stereotyped positive imagery and submissive
attitudes regarding ingroups, and a hierarchical, author-

itarian view of group interaction in which ingroups are
rightly dominant, outgroups subordinate (1,p.150).
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To messure tinis variable, a revision of the ten-item

Ethnocentrism (E) Scale, Form 45, from tne California Study
was used (1,p.128). This scale contains items relating to
Negroes, Jews, zootsulters, foreigners, ana natihnalism.

The Callfornia Study found that this scale had an over-all
relliability of .79 with an N of 3L0, Broken down, these
reliabilities ranged from .65 for a sample of 110 San Quentin
Men prisoners, to .91 for a sample of fifty working class
men and women,

The ten-item scale as it appeared in our study was

as follows:

8. Zootsulters orove that when people of their type
have too much money and freecdom, they Jjust take advantage
and cause trouble,

10, Negroes have thnelr rights, but it is best to keep
them in thelr own districts and schools and to prevent

too much contact with whites.,

1l., The worst danger to real Americanism during the
lagt fifty years has come from foreign ldeas and agitators.

13, One trouble with Jewish businessmen 1s that they
stlick together and prevent other people from having a
falr chance in competition.

14, It would be a mistake ever to have Negroes for
foremen and leaders over whites.

18, I can hardly imagine myself marrying a Jew.

19, If Negroes live poorly, it's mainly because they
are naturally lazy, lgnorant and without self control.
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22, There may be excentlons, but in general, Jews
are pretty much alike,

24, The trouble with letting Jews into a nice neich-
borhood is that they gradually give it a typlcal Jevish
atmosphere.

25, Even though the United States 1s a member of the
United Nations, the United States must be sure that she
loses none of her indepencence and complete powers in
matters that affect this country.

These 1tems are numbered as they appear on the questionnaires
used in this stuay. (See Appendix A and B.)

The E scale was scored by assigning a value of one
if the subjJect disagreed with the statemené, two 1f he was
undecided, and three if he agreed. This method allows for
a range of from ten to thirty, the higher scores indicating
higher etanocentrism,

As originally designed by the California Study (1), the
subject was presented with six cholces of response for each
item: slight, moderate, or strong agreement, and the same
degrees of disagﬁeeﬁent. The number of cholces was reduced
from six to three in order that this study conform as closely
as possible with the design of the Srole study.‘

Anomie. Anomle, as discussed previously, has been

defined by Srole (9,p.2) as social dysfunction or disorgani-

zation, group allenation, and demoralization. To measure
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this variable, Srole constructed tnirty agree-disegree type
items which he pretested by means of fifty interviews. From
these items he selected five items, each one representing
a hypothetical component of anomie,

The first component was the lnaiviuual's feeling
that community leadership was not meeting his needs. The
l1tem which purportedly measures this component reads:

6. There's 1little use writing to public officlals
because often they aren't really interested in the
problems of the average man,

The secona component concerned the indiviaual'ls
perception of the social order as unstable, changing,
unpredlctable and oraerless, leading to the feeling that
he could do nothing to direct his future or plan ahead:

9. Nowadays a person has to live pretty much for
today and let tomorrow take care of itself,

The next component involved a feeling of lack of
progress or 1nability to progress with respect to the self:

15. In spite of what some people say, the lot of
the average man is getting worse, not better.

The fourth component which, as Srole points out, is
perhaps closest to Durkheim's conception of anomie, has to
do with a loss of meaning of norms, values, and goals

leading to a feeling that 1life itself is futile and with-
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out meanilng:

23, It's hardly fair to bring children into the
world with the way things look for the future,

The final anomie component is defined as the inailvid-
ualt's feeling that he could no longer depend upon immedlate
personal relationships for supvort:

20. These days a person doesn't really know whom
he can count on.

The numbering for the above statements corresponds
to the item numbers in Form P (see Appendix A).

This five-item scale was also scored on a threew
polnt scale of disagree, undecided, and agree, allowing
for a range in scores of from five to fifteen. Agein,
the higher scores 1ndicate higher anomle.

Srole reports that a latent structure analysis on
these items shows that they apparently measure one coherent
attribute or continuum. He also finds that there 1is a
high relationshlip between this scale and the five-item F
scale, but that the two scales apnarently measure different
agspects of attitude phenomena,

In order to test our first hypotheses, 1t was necessary
to reverse each of the five anomle items so that dlsagree-

ment with the item in 1its revised form would indicate anomie,



13
It was assumed that the items, when reversed, were seman~
tically and affectively equivalent to the items listed
above. Numbered as they appeared in Form M of our ques-
tionnaire (Appendix B), the five reversed anomie items
read as follows:

6. Writing to public officials often does some
good because many public officials are really interested

in the problems of the average man.

9. It pays for a person to sacrifice today in
order to provide for tomorrow,

15. In splte of what some people say, the lot of
the average man 1s getting better, not worse,

20, In times of trouble, a person can usually find
one or more people he can count on.

23. In splte of the way things look for the future,
it's hardly failr to stop having children.

In order for a high score to indicate anomie, 1t
was necesgsary to score thls scale by assigﬁing a value
of one for agree answers, two for undeclded, and three
for disagree. The range 1s the same as that for the
positively worded A scale.

Authorltarianism. Two purposes led to the construction

of the original scale of authoritarianism (1,p.222). The
first was to construct a scale which would correlate highly

with prejudice without appearing to have this aim and with-
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out'mentioning the name of eny minority group. The second
alm was to construct a scale which would yleld a valid
estimate of antldemocratic tendencles at the personality
level, |

The final twenty-nine item scale had an average re-
liability of .90. The correlations of this scale with the
E scale ranged from .56 to .87 with .75 as an over-all
correlation., They state (1,p.26%) that if these coefficients
were corrected for attenuation their magnitude would be
about .90.

In the five-item version of the F scale used by Srole,
three of the items appear in the original F scale (1items
7, 12 and 16), but the source of the other two items could
not be ascertained. The scale contains the following items,
numbered as they appear in Form P of our questionnaire
_(aee Appendix A):

7. There are two kinds of people in the world: the
weak and the strong.

12, The most important thing to teach children is
absolute obedience to their parents.

16. Prison 1s too good for sex criminals, They
should be publiely whipped or worse.

17. Any good leader should be strict with people
under him in order to gain their respect.
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21. No decent man can respect a woman who has had
sex relations before marriage.

This scale was scored in the same manner as the A
scale, and has the same possible range,

As was done with the A scale, a reversed form of this
scale was constructed so that dlsagreement with the alter-
native form indicated authoriterianisesm, These items were
assumed to be equivalent to the original items, As they
appeared in Form M of the questlonnaire, these items read
as rolloﬁs:

7. It is a mistake to think that there are two kinds
of people in tne world: the weak and the strong.

12. To teach children absolute obedience to their
parents 1s not the most important thing.

16, Although some people say thnat sex criminals
should be publiely whipped or worse, 1t 1s better
to treat thnem Jjust llke other criminals.

17. Any good leader should be lenient with people
under him in oraer to gain thelr respect.

21, A man can respect a woman even though she has
had sex relations before marriage.

This scale 1s scored in the same manner as the reversed

A scale, and has a comparable range.

Education and Income., The measgurement of these two

variables presented some problems. Parten (8,p.416)
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reports that these two variables constitute tne data most
difficult to obtain in surveys,

In one of our samples, 1t was found that 100 per cent
of the subjects reported their educatlion and 90 per cent
reported their income., For the other sample, 99 per cent
reported their education and 96 per cent reported their
income., (see Tables III and IV.)

This rather remarkable success, particularly with
education, can perhaps be accounted for by the way in
wnich the questlions were asked. The interviewer, in the
case of education, was instructed to ask the subject, "Do
you remember the name of the last school you went to?"

The answer to thlis question was not recorded, but it was

felt that after the respondent had answered 1t, he would

be more likely to tell how many years he had completed in
school and lesgs likely to exaggerate hls answer,

There was somewhat more difficulty with the income
item. At first, the respondent was hanaed a card with
the various income brackets listed on it and he was asked,
"Would you tell me which letter on this card best represents
your yearly income?® However, it was found that this

approach was not only clumsy, but too direct. The procedure
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was then changed so that the scheaule was handea to the
regpondent and he was asked to mark his yearly income on
the sheet himself, The number of refusals decreased notice-
ably after tnls procedure was initiated, altirough some were
8t1ll obtalined, particularly in the upper income neighbor-
hoocs. In some instances, thls stuay was confused with a
wildely publicized survey which was being conducted simul-
taneously with tnlis one, and wnich was primarily interested
in obtelnling financial information from the respondents.

Both educatlon and income may be considered as measures
of socio-economic status accoraing to Parten (8). In some
instances, educational level may serve as an indicator,
but in most instances, economic level 1s the better indicator.
Income has the advantage of being a more direct measurement
of status, particularly when it 1s being related to factors
such as prejuulce, since eaucation may be considered as
being related to these factors in ways other than as a
measure of status, However, income has the dlsadvantage of

being more difficult to measure accurately,



METHOD

Subjects. The subjects for this study were all adult,
white, non-Jewlsh, native American residents of Lansing,
Michigan.

Two samples were used, each randomly selected by a
procedure winich will be described in a later part of this
paper. The original ethnocentrism, anomie and authoritar-
lanism scales were adminlstered to one sample, which we
will hereafter refer to as the P or "Plus" gample. To
our second sample, hereafter referred to as the ﬁ or "Minus"
gsample, we administered the ethnocentrism scale, and the
reversed forms of the anomie and authoritarianism scales,

Sample P contained eighty-six subjects of whloch thirty-
eight were males and forty-eilght were females. The M sample
contained twenty-five males and forty-seven females for a
total of seventy-two subjects. These two samples were
compared on the basis of income, education, age, and
ethnocentrism by McKitrick (5) with the results as shown
in Table I, None of the means or standard deviations for
the two samples are significantly different from each other
except for education, and McKitrick has shown that the

significance of the daifference for tiiis variable could be



TABLE I

19

COMPARISON OF MEANS AND STANDARD
DEVIATIONS FOR SANPLES P AND M

otandard
Mean deviation
variable P M P M
lncome 4790, 4500, 2440, 2690,
Education 10,47 1le47 2476 Se23
Age 42,15 444,45 15,08 15,40
Ethnocentrism 223 2lel Sel 4,8
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reduced to below the 5 per cent level by removing one
extreme case from each sample.

McKitrick also reports that sample P contains 56 per
cent females as compared with 65 per cent females in sample
M, and that sample P contains 90 per cent married respondents
as compared with 83 per cent married respondents in sample
M. Agaln, there is no significant difference between these
percentages for the two samples,

The age, ecucatlon and income for the two samples
have been broken down in Tables II, III and IV respectively.

It may be concluded from this data that there were
no essential differences between tne two samples, P and M.

Procedure. In order to test the hypostneses, two
interview schedules were constructed: Form P and Form M.
Each schedule haa essentlally the same format, and was con-
structed throughout with the consideration that, in many
instances, the subject would insist upon looking it over
before agreeing to answer the questlions. There were also
printed on the forms expliclt directlons for aaministration
of each 1tem since several lnterviewrers were used.

At the top left of each schedule was printed the

name of Michigan State College for prestige purposes, and



TABILE II

AGE OF SUBJECTS,
SAVMPIES P AND M

Males Females

Age P M P M
TI=21 Z 2 K k4
25-28 3 1l 9 2
29=32 S 2 6 3
33=36 3 5 2 6
37=40 4 3 2 3
41-44 1 1 (4 2
45=48 4 4 1l 4
49-52 2 2 3 4
53=56 2 2 3 3
57=60 3 2 3 2
61=64 . 4 o 2 4
65 and eover 3 1l 5 7
Not reportad 0 0 1 0
Total 38 25 48 47

21



EDUCATION OF SUBJECTS,
SAMPIES P AND M

TABIE III

Years lales Females
completed P M P M
1-2 0 0 0 [9)
3=4 0 Q 1 0
5=6 2 1 1l 1l
7-8 10 4 13 8
9«10 3 2 7 8

11-12 16 8 2l 18
13=-14 4 5 2 5
15=16 2 2 2 3
17=18 1 1l 1l 3
19=20 0 2 0o 0
Not reported 0 0 0 1
Total 38 25 48 47

22
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TABLE IV

INCOME OF SUBJECTS,
SANPLES P AND M

- Malss Foemales

Income P M P i
Tess than 1000 1 1 < o
1000=1999 0 0 4 3
2000~2999 2 2 6 3
3000=23999 9 8 9 9
4000-4099 9 6 8 12
5000~£299 2 0 5 2
6000=€999 4 3 4 4
7000=7299 2 0 2 3
8000=8299 1 0 Q 1
9000=9999 2 2 0 0
10,000 and over 2 3 3 4
Not reported 4 0 5 o]
Total 38 25 48 47
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space was provided for the date of administration. The
top right-hand corner contained a place for the Case Number
and Bloek Number. The name of the survey, "Lansing Opinion
Survey," then followed. It was felt that this name was
innocuous enough so as not to blas the subject in any
manner, Following this was tné main body of the question-
naire including the introductory statements of the inter-
viewer and the instructions to the subject which were
standard for all interviews.

The introductory statement read as follows:

lTam. .. . . .from Michigan State
College. We are making a survey of what the people of
Lansging think and feel about a number of important
goclal questions, We are not interested in names;
there's nothing personal in thls research. Your opinion
is important for us to understand how people are thinking
nowadays.

We will try to cover many points of view with these
questions, You may find yourself agreeing strongly with
gsome of the statements, dlsagreeing just as strongly
with others, and perhaps uncertaln about others. Whether
you agree or disagree with any statement, you can be sure
that many other people feel the same way you do.

The intervliewers were instructed to deviate from this
introduction only if 1t wvas neceséary to do so in order to
gsecure the interview. The words "survey" and "“research,"
and the phrases "not interested in names" and "nothing

pereonal® were used as suggested by Parten (8,p.350) in
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‘order to convey the impression of a harmless statisticel
survey.

All background information concerning the subject
except for income was obtalned before asking the attitude
statements in order to "warm up" the subject. It was felt
that income should be obtained last, after the greatest
rapport with the subject had been obtalned, and also so
that refusal to answer woula not bias responses to the
attitude statements,

The two schedules differed only with respect to the
attitude items within them. Form P contained the ten
ethnocentrism l1tems, the five-item anomie scale, and the
five-item authoritarianism scale, Form M contained the
same ethnocentrism items, the reversed form of the A scale,
and the reversed form of the F scale,

The interviewers, 1n addition to the author and
McKitrick, were all advanced undergraduate and graduate
Soclal Service majors at Michigan State College, each of
whom had taken at least one course in interviewing tech-
niques and procedures, They were given a one-hour orienta-
tlon on the particular methodology required for this survey

before being allowed to proceed.
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Each interviewer was assigned a block number and
given an equal number of Form P and Form M schedules,

The interviewer was then instructed to alternate
the two forms for each interview, thus insurihg a nearly
equal distribution for each form on every block. The
discrepancy of ten cases between the two samples may be
accounted for by an accumulation of chance errors during
the total interviewing time, and 1t may be assumed that
this discrepancy does not affect the results of thls study

materially.



RESULTS

The attitude scales for both samples were scored in
the manner described earlier in this paper. The means
and standard deviations for the four subscales are shown
in Table V. It may be noted from this table that the
range and variabllity of both the A(M) and F(M) sceles
are greatly reduced as compared to the A and F scales,

The distributions for all four scales are snown 1in
Table VI. The distributions for the A, F, and F(M) scales
are all avproxlimately normal, although there 1s a tendency
toward bimodality in all three distributions, and all are
skewed toward elther the high or low end. The distribution
for the A(M) scale, on the other hand, i1s J-shaped. This
extreme deviation from normality suggests that our reversal
of the A scale produced conformity-type statements with
which the majorlity of respondents tend to agree,

The Pearson product-moment coefficient of correlation
wag then computed among all the relative variables, separ-
ately for both samples. The results are shown in Tables
VII and VIII, For Table VII, with an N of 86, the r ﬁust
be at least .21 to be significantly cifferent from zero at
the 5 per cent level of confidence, and .28 to be signifi-



TABIE V

MEANS, STANDARD DEVIATIONS, AND RAKNGES

FOR FORMS P AND M OF THE
A A'D F SCAIES

Scale Mean S.De. Range N
A 0,00 3,04 5=1 86
A(X) 640 1,56 5=11 72
F 11,01 279 5=15 86
F(M) D426 2616 S5=14 72
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TAEBLE VI

DISTRIBUTION OF SCORES ON FORMS

P AND M OF THE A AND F SCALES

. Scale
Score A A(M) P F(M)
15= 4 0 12 0
13-14 13 0 25 6
1l=12 16 2 16 17
9«10 17 8 22 24
T=8 21 22 7 17
5=6 15 46 4 8
Total 86 72 86 72




TABIE VII

INTERCORRELATIONS AMONG THE RELEVANT
VARIARIES, SAMPIE P (NeS6)

A E F Ed Inc
55 27 =o51 Py 3 |
64 =e50 -e23
F -e45 -e24
Ed 47

Inc

o2l significant at the 5% level of confidence
¢28 significant at the 1% level of confidence



TABLE VIII

INTERCORRELATIONS AMONG THE REIEVANT
VARIAFIES, SAMPIE M (N=72)

A(M) E F(M) Ed Inc
A(M) =10 = el0 =07 =eP8
E «07 ~e51 =420
F(M) «09 -e01
Ed «56

Inc

23 significant at the 5% level of confidence
¢30 significant at the 1% level of confidencs
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cantly different from zero at the 1 per cent lever of con-
fidence, For Table VIII, the minimum significant r's are
.23 and .30 st the 5 per cent and 1 per cent levels of
confldence, respectively.

In both samples, significant correlations were found
between E and educatlon, and income and education. The
relationship between E and income was significant in the
5 per cent level for sample P, but was not significant for
sample M, The correlation between E and education 1is
unexpectealy high in both instances. This may be accounted
for by the fact that the scale was administered orally
rether than as a paper-and-pencil test.

For sample P, as shown in Téble VII, both A and F
correlate highly with E, the correlation between F and E
(.64) belng somewhat greater than the correlation between
A and E (.55). A shows higher correlations with both
measures of social status than does F,

We find that anomie 1s correlated with income (-.21),
this correlation beilng significantly different from zero
at the 1 per cent level of confidence. This would tend
to support Srole's contention that anomie is a function

of socloeconomic status,
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The cata for sample M, as sihowvn in Table VIII, shows
that there are no significant relationships among the scores
on the reversed scales and the other varlables except be-
tween A(M) and income which has an r significant at the
5 per cent level of confildence,

In order to further test our hypotheses, a series of
first-order partial correlations was computed for the
variablee in sample P, By thls method, we are able %o
nullify the effect of a third variable upon two variables
which are being correlated. (4,p.345), The first-order
partials relative to this study are shown in Tables IX
and X, In tnhese tables, the minimum significant r at the 5
per cent level of conflaence is .22 except for correlations
between A and income and F and income where the minimum
significant r is .24. At the 1 per cent level of confidence,
the null hypothesis may be discarded if r is .28 or greater,
again with the exception of correlations between A and in-
come, and F and income where 1 must be .31 or greater.

Our final treatment of the data consisted of determin-
ing the relative relationships between A and E, and F and
E, holding both education and income constant, This was

done accoraing to the method outlined by Guilford (4,p.2U6)



TABIE IX

FIRST=ORDER PARTIAL CORRELATIONS
BEETVEEN ANOMIE AND THE
RELEVANT VARIABIES

Correlation Varlable held
between constant
anomie and$ E ¥ Ed Ine
Ethnocentrism el PYcte) ool
Authoritarianism(F) 18 31 045
Education -e32 =37 -e39
Income ~e35 =e35 -el2




TABIE X

FIRST=ORDER PARTIAL CORRELATIONS
BETWSEN AUTHORITARIANISM AND
THE REILEVANT VARIABIES

Correlation
between Variables held
eauthoritarianism constant
and s B A Ed
Et¥thnocentrism P! e 0%
Anonle 018 o31..
Education -e20 -7

Income -el2 =006 -o04
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for computing secona-order partial correlations. The
results are as follows:

TAE,EDInc = 40

TFE,EDInc = 5%

These r's are not significantly different from each
other, the standard error of the difference being .10, and
the t being 1.45. In computing this ¢, the standard error
of the difference was corrected for the correlation be-
tween samples as suggested by Guilford (4,p.224).

A summary of the data shown 1n the previous talbes
may be found in Table XI in which we compare the various
relationships between A and E with the relationships be-
tween F and E.

It may be noted that the correlatlion between E and F
is, in each instance, greater than the correlation between
E and A. Although none of these correlations are significantly
different from each other, the trend suggests that F is
more closely related to ethnocentrism than anomie,

The hypotheslis that anomie is related to measures of
status even when education 1s held constant 1s not supported
by the data shown in Table IX., The correlation between

anomlie and income when education 1s held constant (-.22) is



TABILE XI

CONPARISON OF CORRELATIONS BETWEEN E AND A
WITH CORRELATIONS BETWEEN E AND F HOLDING
REIEVANT VARIABIES CONSTANT

Yo 2 55 rpp = 64
TEp.Ine = 01 TzF.Inc = *62
Tgp Ed = 099 r'gF,Ed = 54
YeA.F = o7 TEF.A = %0
TgA.EdInc = *40 rEF.RdIne = *94
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not significantly different from zero. This finding does
not support Srole's contention tnat anomie is a function
of socioeconomic status. It shows that most of the cor-
relation between anomle and income can be accounted for
by the fact that education and income are highly related.
We may note also in Table IX that the correlation between
anomie and education when income is held constant (-.39)
is slgnificaﬁtly different from zero beyond the 1 per cent
level of confldence,

The data does not support the hypothesls that, when
education and income are held constant, anomie and prejuaice
would be unrelated. Instead, 1t was found that the cor-
relation between A and E when income and education are held
constant is .40 which 1s, again, significant beyond the 1
per cent level of conficence (Table XI). This finding is
inconsistant with Srole's theory.

The hypothesis that authoritarianism and prejudice
would be correlated independently of income and status is
supported by the data shown in Tables X and XI. The cor-
relation between F and E when income 1s held constant (.62),
vhen education is held constant (.54), and when both are

held constant (.54) are not significantly different from
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the correlation between E and F when none of these varlables

are held constant (.64).



DISCUSSICN

The first taing that 1s apparent from the results
of this study 1s that neither one of the basic assumptions
of thils stuay was substantlated., Our eanalysis of the data
shows that the A(M) and F(}M) scales do not correlate sig-
nificantly with any of tne variables (except income in one
instance), in elther a positive or negatlive direction.
From this it may be concluded tnhat the two M scales do not
measure the same thing as the two P sceles.

No objective analysis of this dlscrepancy will be
attempted, but 1t may perhaps be fruitful to oriticize
these items in terms of the coriteria set down by Wang (10)
for writing attitude statements,

Wang states that “an attitude statement, must be
debatable.” When tne statement represents an opinion waich
18 generally accepted, 1t cannot adequately be used to
measure attitudes. I/would appear that statements 6, 9,
15, 20, and 23 of Form M all fall to meet tils criteria,
For example, stetement 20, "In times of trouble, a person
can usually find one or more people he can count on," 1is
hardly debatable, The phrasing of the statement almost

demands agreement.
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Wang also feels that an attitude statement should
be susceptible to only one interpretation. It appears
that statements 7 (It 1s a mistake to think that there
are two kinds of people in the world: the weak and the
strong) and 16 (Although some people say that sex criminals
should be publicly wnipped or worse, 1t 1s better to treat
them Just like otner criminals) may possibly be interoreted
in more than one way. .

Statement 23 (In spite of the way things look for
the future, it's harcly failr to stop having chlldren) can
be criticized on grounds trat it is "couble-barreled."
Sublects might be agreeing or alsagreeing with the implica-
tion of either the first or second half of the statement,

Any or all of the above criticisms of the items in
the reversed scales may be enough to account for the fact
that these scales do not appear to measure the same thing
as the original A and F scales.

Qur second assumption, that a replication of the Srole
stuay woula cuplicate hils results, i1s also not substantiated.
It will be recallea that Srole found that while both anomle
end authoritarianism were relatec to sociszl distance,

authoritarlanlism did not correlate with prejualce when anomle
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was held constant., The data from this study shows that
A and E correlate .37 waen F 1s held constant, and taat
F and E correlate .53 when A 1s held constant. Tnis
contradicts the results obtained by Srole,

Our failure to construct reversed A and F scale
items which were equivilant to the original items did
not allow us to test our first hypothesis to the effect
that 1f conformlty was a factor which influenced the
results of the Srole study, then we would find that the
reversed A scale correlated neg@%ively with prejudice,
and the reversed F scale correlated positively with
prejudice, Further research along these lines may prove
frultful if it 1s possible to construct equivtiant
reversed items.

Our second hypothesis statea that if the Srole theory
were correct and anomle were a function of sociloeconomic
status, then we would expect anomie (a) to be related
to income, (b) to be related to income when education
was held constant, and (c¢) to be unrelated to prejudice
when education and lncome were held constant. It was
found that anomle and income correlate significantly

(-.41), but that this relationship drops to -.22 (not
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significant) when education is held constant. Tais would
suggest that anomle 1s not related to status as Srole
contends, but to the education of the sdbject. It was
further found that when lncome and education were held
constant, anomie was still significantly correlated with
prejudice (.40), This would suggest that, although anomie
and prejudlice are significantly and independently re-
lated, the relationship cannot be accounted for by a
correlation between anomie and socioeconomic status as
Srole would contend.

And finally, our third hypothesis stated that if
the theory underlying the California Study is essentlally
correct and the F scale is a measure of personality trends,
than we should expect to find authoritarianism and prej-
udice correlated independently of measures of education
and status., This hypothesis 1s suppofted by the data
which shows that F and E are significantly related when
income 1s held constant (.62), when education is held
constant (.54), and when both are held constant (.54).

It should be emmhaslzed, however, that anomie and
ethnocentrism are also slgnificantly related when income

i1s held constant (.51), when education is held constant
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(.39), and when both are held constant (,40). Taese data
would suggest that further regearch upon this variable’is
warranted.
However, no evldence was found 1n this study to suggest
that authoritarianism 1s not related to prejudice independ-
ently of anomie. Rather, the data show that authoritarianism

bears a closer relationship to prejuaice than coes anomie,



SUIMIARY AND CCNCLUSIONS

It was the purpose of thils paper to examine the re-
lative vallulties of anomie and authoritarianism as deter-
miners of prejudice, The F scale, according to The

Authoritarian Personality (1), reflects deep-lying person-

ality trends whereas the A scele, accoraing to Srole (9),
reflects socloeconomlic status.

Srole's finding that the relatlionships among anomie,
authoritarianism, and ethnocentrism were different for
different levels of education suggested that the results of
his study may have been caused by a tendency for subjlects
of low educatlon to agree with anomie statements in order
to avold the threat wnich would arise when they dlsagreed
with statements which they felt were endorsed by the
interviewer,

Specifically, thls study was designed to test three
hypotheses:

1. (a) If conformity was a significant factor in
determining agreement with the items on Srole's anomie
scale, then a semantic reversal of the anomle scale
should lead to a negative instead of a positive re-
lationship between anomle and prejudice, and (b) if
conformity was a significant factor in determining

agreement wlth the ltems on the authoritarlanism scale,
then a semantlc reversal of these items should also
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lead to a negative instead of a positive relationship
between authoritarianism and prejudice.

2, If Srole's theory that anomie is a function of
socloeconomic status 1s correct, we should expect to
find that (a) anomle is related to a more direct measure
of socloeconomic status in addition to his education
measure, (b) anomle is related to this more direct
measure of status even when education is held constant,
and (c) anomie is not related to prejudice when status,
as measured by educatlon and income, is held constant.

3., If, on the other hand, the contentlon of the
California Study that prejudice 1s to a large extent
a function of deep-lyling personality trends 1s correct,
then we should expect to find that these trends, as
measured by the authoritarianism scale, are related
to prejudlce independently of measures of education
and status,

To test these hypotheses, the same anomie and auth-

oritarian items employed by Srole were administered to a

sample of eighty-six adult residents of Lansing, Michigan,

together with a ten-ltem ethnocentrism scale, Reversed

forms of tae anomie and authoritarian scales were admin-

istered to an equivalent sample of seventy-two Lansing

resicents together with the same ethnocentrism scale,

The near zero correlatlons of the reversed scale

1tems with the relevant variables lndicated that these

gcales were not equivalent to the original scales; hence,

we were not able to test the first hypothesis.

The cata confirmed only a part of our‘*second hypothesis.
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It was found that anomie is significantly related to
income, but that this relationship 1s not significant
when education i1s held constant., It was further found
that anomie and ethnocentrism are significantly related
even when education and income are held constant. These
findings fall to confirm Srole's theory that the relation-
shlp between anomle and ethnocentrism 1s determined by status.
Our third hypothesls to the effect that authoritarianism
and ethnocentrism are related independently of 1ncome
and education was confirmed by the data. This tends to
support the point of view of the California Study which
states that ethnocentrism is determined by personélity
trenas which are measured by the F scale.

In general, it may be concluded that the data from
this experiment do not support Srole's contention that
authoritarianism 1s not related to ethnocentrism inde-
pendently of anomie. On the contrary, the present data
suggest that authoritarianism bears a closer relationship
to prejudice than does anomle, However, the small but
slgniflcant relationship between anomle and ethnocentrism

indicates that further research 1s merited,
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Date APPENDIX B Siereresannce ceceon-
Block No.

LaNSIuG NFILION SURVLY — (M)

DAN'T ASK QUASTIONW CNu, BUT R.CORD:

1.

Is the respendent male or female? Maleeeoeeosnn

FemalCeeorvene

B..GIN HLRE

IATLRVI GWUR:  PUT YOUR NAME IN THo SPACE BLLCW.

IAM coveivinnenn ciesecsecaseesssssss FROM MICLIZAN STATI
COLL..Gs. We are making a survey of what the people of Lansing
think and feel about a number of important sccial questions,

We are not interested in names; there's nothing personal in this
research, Your opinion is importent for us to understand how
peorle are thinking nowadays,

TR GuITING SUTTLAD FOR T: o INTLRVIUW, S .Y:

We will try t» cover many points of view with thesec ques-
tions. You may find yourself agreeing strongly with scme of the
statements, disagreeing just as strongly with others, and perhaps
uncertain about others, Whether you agree or disagree with any
statement, you can be sure that many otilier people feel the same
way you do.

You remember that I said that we are nct interested in your
name, but for statistical purposes we'd like to have a little in-
formation abcut yourself. For example:
What is your dats of birthl....ovr . vieeceeeiosereoniececssssonsns
What is your marital status? Marriedesececece... ceene
Singlesecesesce covee-0ons
Ot!‘ler @ ® 000 00 ° 00 v Pt v -
Lo {ou remember the nume of the last sclicol you went tc? DC NOT ROUCCRHD.
Wha

wa3 the last year yocu completed in school? CIRCL% ONE.

1234567891011 1213 14151617 18 19 20

What church were you brought up in? (IF "PROTLSTAIT", What dencmination?)

® © 00 00 3000 00T 0RO POEPLCOLLTETO OO0l

I will read you each of tihe statements and you tell me
whether you agree, disagree or can't decide.
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