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ABSTRACT

STYLES OF POLITICAL PARTICIPATION OF

VENEZUELAN UNIVERSITY STUDENTS:

A REPLICATION AND EXTENSION

BY

Armando Villarroel

This research tests the generality of a theory of

social action based on a three-fold typology of social

participation styles. The three genotype concepts on

which the theory rests are postulated to correspond to

three principal motivational meanings. These genotypes

are called normative, affiliative and purposive. In this

research, the genotypes are specified in content and linked

to three phenotypic styles of political participation,

identified as spectator, booster and gladiator.

Questionnaire information was collected from a

sample of 509 Venezuelan university students. The data

dealt with attitudes, personal characteristics and patterns

of political participation in their country's 1973

national electoral campaigns. A factor analysis of nine-

teen participation activities showed the existence of

three distinctive contents of participation behavior; these

correSponded to the three phenotypes predicated by the
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Armando Villarroel

theory. A comparison was made of these three distinctive

contents of participation behavior with similar results

obtained in an earlier study in which the same dimensions

were tested. The degree of correspondence of the dependent

variables prescribed the feasibility of the comparison of

this research with the previous one. This comparison was

based on a replication of the measures of the first study.

The motivational structure of each one of the

participation styles was determined in order to evaluate

the predictive power of a set of thirty-six social-

structural and personality variables. A multi-variate

technique which allows for interaction was used in perform-

ing this evaluation. The comparison of these results with

the first study was the "virtual" replication phase of

this research.

After comparisons were performed between the hypo-

thesized relationships associated with each style and the

results of the two studies, a few of the variables which

showed consistently low explanatory power were identified.

These variables were substituted in a new multivariate

model by others which were thought to have better explana-

tory capacity. This was called the "systematic" replica-

tion.

An evaluation of the results of both the virtual

and systematic replications shows parental political

interest, assertiveness, intrinsic career involvement and
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evaluation of self in past as accurate predictors of all

three styles of political participation as seen in the

degree of correspondence held across time. For the

spectator style the variables which have retained their

importance over time include: political efficacy, social

isolation, punitiveness, social reform orientation, and

student role responsibility. These variables are all

characteristic of the normative style of social participa-

tion, since they stress conformity and support of socio-

cultural traditions. With regard to gladiator the variables

which have remained important include political efficacy,

self-satisfaction and student role responsibility. These

variables indicate the purposive nature of the gladiator

style: the expression and attainment of rational mastery

over objects and events internal and external to the actor.

Finally for booster participation the variables which have

consistent importance include: extroversion and leisure—

time socializing. These variables defined the affiliative

style; high valuation of and search for affective support.

In the systematic replication modernization was

shown to be an important predictor for booster and gladiator

styles and satisfaction with life as a student is an

important predictor for booster and gladiator. These two

variables are theoretically linked to the styles where the

relationships were found.
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Armando Villarroel

After studying the results of several independent

tests'of the empirical foundations on which the tricompo-

nential theory is based, the evidence seems to justify the

assertion that both the conceptual framework and the

empirical evidence are sound. No serious discrepancies

between the hypotheses derived from the tricomponential

theory and the two sets of empirical findings were found.

Empirical coincidence represented a major confirmation of

the main postulates of the theory.
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CHAPTER I

THE RESEARCH PROBLEM

Introduction to the Research Problem
 

Identification of patterns of social participation,

and the understanding of the mechanisms responsible for

these regularities of behavior is one of the most important

concerns of sociology. In this dissertation I intend to

study patterns of political participation of a sample of

Venezuelan university students in their country's 1973

political campaigns.

This research is an attempt to replicate and extend

an earlier study by Finifter (1968), which is based on a

general theoretical orientation called the "tricomponential

theory of social action" (Finifter, 1972a). Finifter's

study was an investigation of patterns of political parti-

cipation of a sample of university students in the Venezuelan

political campaigns of 1963. The results of that research

demonstrated (Finifter 1968, 1972a, 1972b) the existence

Of three distinctive styles of political participation which

conform to derivations from the tricomponential theory.
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Importance of Replication Studies
 

Replication of studies can provide evidence for

evaluating empirical findings and theoretical assumptions.

Such tests have served invaluably in the natural sciences,

but are not as frequent in the social sciences. Even in

experimental psychology, a field which more closely

approaches the methods of the natural sciences, the absence

of sufficient replications has been noted (Berne, 1973).

One reason for the lack of replications in sociology is the

absence of an adequate theory of the logic and techniques

of replication.

I feel that both the development of the theory and

the techniques of replication have been hindered by the lack

of (l) agreement among leading sociologists on the possi-

bility of arriving at generalizable findings, and (2) agree—

ment on the methodology for obtaining these generalizations.

I have organized the ideas expressed by several important

authors with regard to these two issues into three major

positions.

Position One is illustrated by Raymond Aron (1959)

who states that the only reasonable approach of the social

sciences is nomothetic. Since social relations should be

seen as a unique series of events, adherents to this point

of view would not find any real necessity for the develop-

ment of a theory of replication. Position Two, advanced

by scholars who mainly sustain a social anthropological
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approach, proposes that participant observation methods are

more applicable to obtain generalizations since survey

methodology is not applicable or has not been sufficiently

developed. Position Three represented by Rokkan (1969),

Vallier (1971), and Przeworski and Teune (1970) formulates

both the possibility of generalizable findings and the use

of survey methodology. Even though the elucidation of the

crucial methodological problems presented by these three

major positions is beyond the scope of this work, I think

that the awareness of different alternatives makes it

necessary to defend why a particular one was chosen over

the two others.

The underlying ideas behind this dissertation will

correspond to those of position Three mentioned above. The

quest for generalization through the use of surveys is

more plausible now, since more sophisticated survey pro-

cedures have been developed.1 The development of these

techniques is closely linked to the so-called "data revolu-

tion," which is a consequence of the widespread availability

of computers. The use of surveys will also allow both the

establishment of data banks2 to facilitate replication

 

1Marsh (1967: 281) states that: ". . . use of survey

procedures can provide data just as reliably and effectively

as the more traditional participant observation methods can."

2Finifter (1975) points out the importance of

secondary analysis of data for replication purposes. The

1nsufficient use of existing data resources has been a

product of the undue importance assigned to "fresh" data

1n certain social scientific circles.



Studies, and a 1m

azalysis allows

satanic and int!

iependent var iab

In this

:ation strategie

for all practi

sing the same

“ a new POPUIat

 
  



studies, and a multi—level analysis approach. This type of

analysis allows for the isolation and differentiation of

systemic and inter-systemic differences with regard to the

dependent variables under consideration.

The Replication Strategies
 

.

In this dissertation I will use two types of repli-

cation strategies: "virtual" and "systematic." The first

(for all practical purposes) repeats the original study

asking the same questions and using the same methodology

on a new population. The "systematic" replication is an

attempt to obtain new findings which are expected from

logical implications of the theory.

The goals of the virtual replication are both theore-

tical and empirical. The theoretical goal is to test the

generality of the tricomponential theory of social action.

The tricomponential theory is an abstract and general theory

which is designed not to be restricted to a specific instance

of social participation. Social participation encompasses

many aspects of social interaction. It includes participa-

tion in any formal or informal groups: in the family, reli-

gious organizations, sports, politics, etc. The tricompo-

nential theory should be applicable to all of these specific

settings.

 

3For a detailed discussion of these two replication

strategies see Finifter (1972c). A third strategy which is

also used in replications efforts is the "random subsample

replication" (RSSR), which has consequences for the develop-

ment of this theory, as will be indicated later.
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The tricomponential theory is intended to be a

theory in the sense (Merton, 1949) that every proposition

is deduced from more fundamental propositions, and can be

tested by empirical evidence. At this point, however, the

development of the theory allows only for a suggestive

approximation to this degree of comprehensive formulation.

The process of derivation is imprecise, and not every

variable is linked to formal statements derived from the

theory. The virtual replication hopefully will serve to

test the validity of the postulates of the theory. The

most fundamental propositions in this theory are a three—

fold typology of social participation styles. This typology

is predicated on the distinctive motivational meanings

which participation has for different actors. By proposing

a typological classification of the motivational meanings

associated with social participation the theory intends to

shed light on this important sociological phenomenon. The

theory is also orientational in that it is intended to

alert researchers to the existence of these types of mean—

ings in different forms of social participation. Because

of its abstractness and generality its empirical grounding

requires the use of auxiliary micro-theories which deal

with particular aspects of social participation.

The theory rests on three genotypic concepts which

are postulated to correspond to three principal motivational
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meanings. The first genotype is called normative: it is

characterized by adaptive structuring of experience which

is often achieved through conformity and support for socio-

cultural traditions. The second genotypic component of

action is called affiliative: it is characterized by a high

valuation of and search for affective support. The third

genotype of action is called purposive: it is characterized

by the pursuit, eXpression and attainment of rational mastery

over objects and events internal and external to the actor.

In the particular case of participation in politics,

the normative, affiliative and purposive genotypes are

specified in content and theoretically linked to three

phenotypic styles of social participation identified reSpec-

tively as Spectator, booster and gladiator. The concept of

style refers both to a person's preferred pattern of acti—

vity, and to different personality structures which motivate

such activity.

This typology of fundamental components of action

rests on both theoretical and empirical foundations. The

theoretical foundations for the theory are derived from an

effort of rapprochement of important literatures in socio-

logy and psychology, which deal with social participation.

Evidence has been presented by Finifter (1972a) to show

that in Spite of differences in terminology, several
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authors4 have independently proposed the underlying meanings

associated with the three genotypes. Finifter interprets

these several lines of conceptual and empirical convergence

as yielding a set of non-arbitrary concepts which are funda-

mental building blocks for constructing a general theory of

social participation.

Another consideration is the simultaneous operation

of personality and social structural variables in the study

of patterns of social participation. This is a better

alternative than the consideration of either set of

variables exclusively. As Barth (1966: 2) has put it:

. . . patterns of social forms can be explained if

we assure that they are the cumulative result of

a number of separate choices made by people acting

vis-a-vis one another. In other words, that the

patterns are generated through processes of inter—

action and in their form reflect the constraints

and incentives under which people act.

In the tricomponential theory social structural and person-

ality factors are dealt with separately, but provisions are

 

4The ideas of four authors (Freud, 1950; Reisman,

1950; Bales, 1968; and Parsons, 1951, 1953) can be cited

here for illustrative purposes. Freud refers to three

libidal types: the obsessional, erotic and narcissistic,

which are dominated reSpectively by the superego, the ego

and the id. Reisman found three character types: inner—

directed, other-directed, and autonomous. And Bales

classified leaders into activity leader, socioemotional,

and task-oriented leader. Finifter contends that each of

the three different types above mentioned, correspond

respectively to the genotypic concepts which constitute the

conceptual foundations of the tricomponential theory. He

further states that the four Parsonian functional problems

which confront any system of action--Adaptation, Goal

Attainment Integration, and Tension Management and Pattern

Maintenance--are also conceptually and empirically related

to the three genotypes.
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made for analyzing their possible interaction. Personality

variables included in the theory are intended to measure

the dispositions associated with personality structure, and

to discover how a person's "choices and decisions" are

related to overt social participation. Examples of per—

sonality variables used thus far to test the tricomponential

theory using data from the original study's sample of

Venezuelan university students are: assertiveness, extro-

version, political efficacy, punitiveness and social isola-

tion. Examples of social structural variables included in

the first study, which illustrate "constraints and incentives,"

that hinder or stimulate social participation, are occupation,

education and labor force statuses. A total of 36 person-

ality and social structural variables were assessed in the

original study. Predictions about the differential patterns

of relationships between these variables and the three

distinct types of political participation were derived from

the tricomponential theory.

The empirical goal of the virtual replication is to

carry out an independent test of the generality of the

findings reported in the original study. In that study,

the empirical evaluation of the differential power of the

set of personality and social structural variables to

predict three distinct styles of behavior is performed by

applying a multivariate technique, the "Automatic Inter-

action Detector" (AID, see Sonquist, 1970). Reliance on
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this computational model for estimation of predictor effects

instead of using ordinary multiple regression models was

required by the discovery of important non-additive effects

in the original data set. AID is capable of detecting

interaction effects, when such effects are present in a

body of multivariate data. The AID technique is especially

appropriate and efficient for use in analyzing data where

interactions are expected but are not precisely specifiable

beforehand. Theory and previous research lead me generally

to anticipate large interaction effects.

In previous research, results obtained through AID

have been difficult to evaluate because of the lack of

appropriate measures of predictor importance, and because

the AID branching process has been suspected to be unstable.

Finifter (1971) has devised a measure to solve these prob-

lems. The new statistic is called the coefficient of

"potential explanatory power" (PEP), which provides an

estimate of the relative importance of predictors analyzed

by AID. The PEP coefficients constitute the basic empirical

indicators for determining the predictive importance of

the social structural and personality variables, whose

differential relations to the three types of political

participation are derived from the tricomponential theory

of social action.

The goals of the "systematic" replications are:

(a) to introduce and test hypotheses on the relationships
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between political participation and additional personality

variables (e.g., satisfaction with life as student, and

scholastic ability), which are suggested by elaboration of

the tricomponential theory and (b) to extend the list of

predictors still further by formulating and testing hypo-

theses related to the process of modernization: these

hypotheses are also suggested by elaboration of the theory.

Chapter II describes the background of the study,

the university population selected, and the research

design. The sampling and data collection procedures are

elaborated. An overview of changes in the university

students and Venezuelan political cultures is also presented.

Chapter III presents the measures of dependent and indepen-

dent variables, together with a discussion of the rationale

behind the different hypotheses, and a comparison of the

AID results from the two studies. In Chapter IV the new

variables to be tested in their relationships to the three

styles of political participation are introduced and an

evaluation of their AID results is made. Finally Chapter V

presents a summary and the general conclusions and implica-

tions of this work.
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CHAPTER II

THE RESEARCH METHOD

This chapter has two purposes. First, I want to

provide the reader with some background information about

this study, to aid in understanding how various research

decisions were made. Second, I want to convey information

about the student population from which the sample was

drawn, and to discuss changes in both the student and the

country's political cultures which are important for inter-

preting the purposes and results of this study.

The chapter describes the general conditions under

which the field work was conducted; this includes informa-

tion about the underlying reasons for choosing the univer-

sity site. I will then proceed by stating some of the

background characteristics of the university population

that was chosen (a different one from the original study)

and how this university is similar or different from the

first university. I then describe how the sample was drawn,

and the procedures used for data collection. A comparison

of characteristics of this sample and the first one is then

11
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12

presented. Finally, I discuss changes in the Venezuelan

political system during the 1963-1973 period which I think

could have influenced the.motivational structure of the

student population under study.

Background of the Field Work
 

Gathering data as a member of a university system

was a vital part of my research strategy, since besides

increasing the probability of cooperation and providing an

identity it would help me to gain further insight into the

university situation, it would also help me to determine

some characteristics of the student population relevant to

this study.

This and other factors influenced the choosing of

a university from which a student sample could be drawn. I

realized from the beginning that the choice of the univer-

sity where the data would be collected was Open to change

due to developments occurring in the last ten years. I was

also aware that to carry out this study I needed permission

of university officials and cooperation of university

students, and for these reasons I tried to gain entrance

into as many Venezuelan universities as possible.

Nonetheless, because of the probable advisability

of replication in the same educational institution, I

began by seeking cooperation from the Universidad Catdlica
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13

Andrés Bello (UCAB),l the university where the original

study was performed. I also started reviewing the current

characteristics of that institution and on-going manifes-

tations of political participation of its students, with

an eye to determining to what extent these were similar

to those prevalent in 1963. UCAB is based in Caracas, and

is still the largest private and only Catholic—sponsored

university in Venezuela.2 Its most important change has

been the apparent increase of political militancy of its

faculty and students which has produced the disturbances

and challenged the vertical authority previously exercised

in that institution. Ironically, it was this new-found

militancy in UCAB which was the cause of my failure to be

incorporated.3 On the other hand, I was led to conclude

from this experience that the image of UCAB as a small

Catholic school with a low level of political participation

 

1Whenever mentioned UCAB refers to Universidad

Catélica Andrés Bello, and the UCAB study refers to the

original study.

2UCAB has grown from just under 2,800 students in

1963 (Finifter, 1968: 19) to over 7,000 in 1973 (unoffi-

cial information).

3During the second half of 1972 the University was

closed by the authorities after no agreement could be

reached between militant faculty and student demands for

policy changes and the administration position. UCAB was

reopened in February 1973, but the aftermath of the crisis

was still felt at the time I was choosing a university site.

Since several Sociology faculty members were expelled or

forced to resign, students continued to ask for their

reinstatement and to oppose their replacement by other

sociologists. Thus, chances for c00peration from this

University were greatly weakened, and all opportunity for

my incorporation into the University's staff system was

denied.
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as compared to larger Venezuelan universities was no longer

applicable. Since the differences did not appear to be

too great, and considering that cooperation from UCAB was

not forthcoming, I moved on to obtain permission and coopera-

tion to perform my study in another university.

I then contacted Venezuela's two newest universities;4

I received promises of c00peration from these two institu-

tions but none materialized. Then, before receiving any

other offers, I obtained a teaching position at the Univer-

sidad Central de Venezuela (UCV).5 UCV is the oldest, the

largest (about 45,206 students enrolled in 1974)6 and most

important university in Venezuela. This university has had

a long history of active student political participation.

The teaching post was very attractive for the purpose of

this research, since it entitled me to be in charge of a

course in social research methodology in Sociology.

I taught methodology from July 1973 to August 1974.

In training the students in techniques of sociological

research, some of them became interested in cooperating

with me in this dissertation research, and in the process

 

4Universidad Metropolitana (UM), a private univer-

sity of 2,000 students, and Universidad Simon Bolivar (USB),

a public technological university of about 3,000 students.

SWhenever mentioned UCV refers to the Universidad

Central de Venezuela, the UCV study is this study.

6According to data obtained from the Oficina Central

de Inscripciones y Control de Estudios (Registrar‘s Office),

of UCV.
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fulfilling some of their own academic requirements which

include a traineeship. I promised my students access to

the data once they were processed. Five of these students

voluntarily offered to work with me and I trained them inten-

sively as administrators of the instrument used to collect

the data.

Background of the University

Population Studied

 

 

UCV is a principal, capital-based university. Every

Latin American capital in fact has a university which can

7 . . .

These un1vers1t1es arein some aspects be equated to UCV.

consistently the oldest (most were chartered by the Spanish

Kings during the Colonial times),8 the largest (and in the

smaller Latin American countries the only university). They

have been the scene of political activism by students as

part of the political turmoils that took place in their

respective societies. The principal university by being in

the decision making center, and by training an important

part of the intelligentsia9 has traditionally played a

 

7Examples of these are: The Universidad Nacional

Auténoma de Mexico in Mexico City, the Universidad de

Buenos Aires in Buenos Aires, the Universidad de San

Marcos in Lima, and the Universidad de la Repfiblica in

Montevideo.

8The major university in Santo Domingo, Dominican

Republic, was chartered in the early 1500's, making it the

oldest university in the Americas.

9A relatively important sector of the Latin American

elite is trained abroad mostly in Europe and in the United

States. Bonilla (1970) in his study of Venezuelan elites

found that almost all the members of the educational,
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relevant role in national politics and in the formation of

political and other elites. Important Latin American poli-

10 andtical parties were formed by university students,

many contemporary Latin American leaders made their poli-

tical debuts as student leaders of their country's principal

university.ll

UCV is a characteristically Latin American principal

university. It is both the oldest (chartered as a Ponti-

ficial University in the XVI century), the largest--48

percent of the Venezuelan university student population in

1966-67 (Albornoz, 1972: 205), and with a long history of

student political activities.

The political participation of UCV students became

visible for students' opposition to the dictatorships of

 

political and business elites included in his study were

either trained abroad or at UCV. Most of the members of

his sample however were either locally trained exclusively

at UCV or did graduate work elsewhere after obtaining their

degree at that university.

10The role played by university students in Latin

American national politics has been studied by several

authors. Examples are Emmerson (1968), Albornoz (1967 and

1972), Bonilla (1970), Bonilla and Glazer (1970), Lipset

and Altbach (1969), Siegel (1970), Liebman et a1. (1972),

Prates (1966), Rivarola (1969), Silvert (19645, Suarez

(1966), Segovia (1970), Liebman (1970) and Washington

(1966).

11The other political training ground has been the

military. A contention often heard in Latin American cir-

cles is that the political leadership of their countries is

composed of doctors and generals, referring of course to the

leaders' recruitment source. Juan Peron, Marcos Pérez

Jimenez, Fidel Castro and Ernesto "Ché" Guevara started

their political careers either in the military academy or

in the university.
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Gomez (1899-1936), and Pérez Jiménez (1948-1958). The

opposition to Gomez was highlighted by the 1928 so-called

semana del estudiante (student's week), which started out
 

as a festival-type student celebration, that later

developed into outright condemnation of the regime. The

group of students who started that movement is known in

Venezuelan politics as the "generation of '28." The gener-

ation of '28 has played a relevant role in the shaping of

Venezuelan political system, all the contemporary political

parties were founded by members of that generation, three

consecutive Venezuelan presidents from 1959 to 1974 were

student leaders at UCV in 1928.12

Opposition to Pérez Jiménez also took place with

active university students participation. During many such

instances UCV was closed by the regime, and the University

was the scene of violent student protests against it,

especially during the final weeks of that administration.

After the overthrow of Pérez Jiménez, students

actively participated first in defense of the democratic

government that replaced the dictatorship, and later as

part of movements influenced by the Cuban revolutionary

experience to radically change the Venezuelan political

system. This form of participation, however, has decreased

as the influence of the Cuban Revolution has diminished and

students have found other participational outlets.

 

12R6mulo Betancourt (1959-1964), Raul Leoni (1964-

1969) and Rafael Caldera (1969-1974).
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It is generally agreed by different scholars

(Albornoz, 1972); Bonilla, 1970), that the patterns of

student participation have drastically changed over the

years. The generation of 1928 probably represents the

highpoint of university student involvement, since they

filled the role of providing leadership for a period of

political transition when the intelligentsia of the country

was in the process of being formed. Since then the politi-

cal importance of students in national politics has been

reduced, and is confined more and more to university

affairs. Also even at the height of their political influ-

ence the students acted more like catalysts of political

change, preparing the conditions for the intervention of

groups such as the military which had a real power basis.13

To say that UCV, as Venezuela's principal univer-

sity, has been at the center of the university student poli-

tical action is not to imply that the other universities,

especially the private universities, had been immune to the

political stimuli that had permeated the system. And since

in this study a comparison will be made of patterns of

political participation of 1973 UCV students and of 1963

UCAB students, this section would be incomplete if mention

were not made of some background characteristics of UCAB

students to help make the comparison in proper context.

 

13For a discussion of university students as

"catalysts" of political change in Latin America see

Silvert (1964).
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UCAB was founded in 1954 (during the dictatorship

of Pérez Jiménez), and has been the most important private

university of the country. It is furthermore the only

Catholic-Jesuit sponsored university in Venezuela. UCAB

students are deemed by most to be somewhat more conserva-

tive than their UCV counterparts, and also as supporters of

more conservative parties. In spite of this, as Finifter

correctly reports, they are far from void of political

interest or of overt political participation.

Of the differences between students in large state

universities versus students in Catholic and other private

universities, Silvert (1966: 125) states:

. . . Students in Catholic and other private univer—

sities tend toward conservatism; i.e., they are

opposed to nationalism, secularism, and the imper-

sonalism of modern society . . . The state univer-

sities, ahead in the modernization of the traditionally

academic disciplines as well as in their growing

dedication to the physical sciences and empiricism,

attract the innovators--and thus the nationalists--

in much greater measures than such schools as the

Catholic University of Chile or the Javeriana

(Jesuit University) in Colombia . . . The national-

istic student of the state university draws more

attention to himself than to any other non-party

group of ideologists, since he is also the innovator,

the modernizer, the politically concerned, and likely

to be pursuing studies closely involved with the

developmental process.

Even though I think that the Silvert statement can

be used today to describe the differences between UCAB and

UCV today, it was truer in 1963. It was then reasonable

to suspect, as Finifter did, that students who attended UCAB

in 1963, or were sent there by their relatively more affluent

and conservative parents, were more conservative and less
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politically active than their UCV counterparts. Some of

the students enrolled in UCAB were there to escape the

unrest prevalent at UCV, which in many instances produced

the suspension of activities at that University.

Interestingly enough in the early 1970's an increase

in political activity (as reported in the previous section)

at UCAB, was accompanied by a decrease of it at UCV. And

oddly enough, during 1971-72 there was an exodus of UCAB

students and instructors to the then more peaceful UCV.

I am not trying to ignore the fact that UCAB is

still the University of the Company of Jesus, and therefore

is a less secular institution than State-sponsored UCV.

Tuition is charged at UCAB while no tuition is paid at UCV,

making the latter university more attractive to students of

lower SES and UCAB students still favor more conservative

parties. What I want to stress, however, is that whatever

differences might still exist they are not as great as they

were in 1963.

Sample Design and Data

Collection Procedures

 

 

As an introduction to the sampling procedure I want

to familiarize the reader with the internal organization of

UCV, which is that of a traditional Latin American univer-

sity. UCV is divided into 11 "Faculties" (which are equiv-

alent to what Colleges are in the organization of large

American universities). These Faculties are then subdivided
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into 37 schools (which are the American equivalent to

Departments).14 The central authorities of UCV (the Rector

and Vice-Rectors), the Deans of the 11 Faculties, the

Chairmen of 37 schools, and the members of the Advisory

Committees at each level of university government are

elected by the University community. Each one of the

Faculties exercises a good deal of autonomy and is indepen-

dent in administrative matters.

Nine of the Faculties operate on a centrally located

campus in Caracas. Two others, Agronomy and Veterinary

Medicine have their site in the nearby city of Maracay. The

physical plant for each of the Faculties is circumscribed

to a building or a clustered area of the campus. And stu-

dents from one Faculty do not take classes in any other

 

14The Faculties and schools that comprise UCV are:

Faculty of Agronomy; School of Agronomy, Faculty of Archi-

tecture; School of Architecture, Faculty of Science;

Schools of Basic Courses, Biology, Physics, Mathematics,

Computer Science, and Chemistry, Faculty of Economics and

Social Sciences; Schools of Economics, International Studies,

Statistics, Sociology, and Anthropology, Administration, and

Social Work, Faculty of Veterinary Medicine; School of

Veterinary Medicine, Faculty of Law; Schools of Law and

Political Studies, Faculty of Pharmacy; School of Pharmacy,

Faculty of Humanities and Education; Schools of PhilOSOphy,

Letters, History, Geography, Social Communication, Pedagogy,

Library Science, Modern Languages, Faculty of Engineering;

Schools of Basic Courses, Civil Electrical, Mechanic, Geo-

logy and Mines, Chemistry and Petroleum, Metalurgy; Faculty

of Medicine; Schools of Basic Courses, Bioanalysis, Nutri-

tion, and Public Health, Faculty of Odontology; School of

Odontology.
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Faculties.15 There is also a great deal of social cohesion

between the students on the same Faculty, as expressed by

university folk tales, and in occasional inter—Faculty

informal events.

Sampling Design
 

This study, like the original UCAB study, tried to

obtain the maximum representation feasible, given the popu—

lation available. Furthermore, since I intended to perform

a replication of the original study, I felt that it was

advisable to adopt as much as possible the research deci—

sions that were made in that study. There were, of course,

particular circumstances which made some of those decisions

non-applicable. In any case, however, care was taken not to

make drastic departures that would detract from compara-

bility.

The first major sampling decision was the exclusion

from consideration of the two Faculties not based in Caracas.

The fact that Veterinary Medicine and Agronomy are located

in a medium-sized city away from Caracas would have compli-

cated data collection and analysis. I then started select-

ing the sample from the remaining nine Faculties which

Operate in Caracas.

 

15An effort to standardize the administration which

would have allowed students to take classes in Faculties

other than their own was taking place at the time of data

collection.
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Since I had decided that the data collection was to

take place by the last week of March and the first week of

April 1974 (three months after the national elections)16

I had to select Faculties which were Operating during those

weeks.17 Of the nine Faculties, four (Engineering, Odonto-

logy, Education and Economics and Social Sciences) were

either not open or were holding for most of the two weeks

activities such as final examinations, which made data

collection highly unfeasible.

Therefore, I was left with five potentially avail-

able Faculties (Architecture, Science, Law, Pharmacy and

Medicine). Since these Faculties made up about one-third

of the population of the University, and were a cross-

section of the disciplines taught at UCV, I decided to

proceed with these as my sampling frame.

The next task after these decisions had been made

was to make separate arrangements for collecting the data

with each one of the Faculties selected. I talked to each

 

16Since the dimensional structure of political

behavior, which provides the dependent variables for the

study, is affected by both the amount of electoral stimuli

displayed during the electoral campaigns and the avail-

ability of opportunities to engage in political activities,

the problem of the timing of data collection was critical

for the purposes of this research. More important, the

timing of data collection was relevant for the objectives

of replication, since the data for the original study was

collected in March 1964, three months after the December

1963 national elections.

l7UCV does not have an all-university schedule.

Each particular Faculty is autonomous as far as drawing

their own calendar of events. Disparities in the program—

ming of classes and exams was a difficulty I had to deal

with.
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one of the five Deans, and they all offered their c00pera-

tion. In this way I obtained two letters in which I was

formally introduced by the appropriate administrator to the

instructors in charge of the classes from which data were

to be collected. A copy of these two letters is presented

in Appendix I. In the other three Faculties the authoriza—

tion was made verbally. '

I then proceeded to select the exact date for data

collection. According to my plans data collection should

have taken place preferably simultaneously throughout the

whole sample in order to avoid communication between students

being contacted at different times. Communication between

students carried the danger of contaminating the data by

premature attitude sets developed between persons not yet

exposed to the questions and those already interviewed.

However, due to the lack of manpower and the problem of

coordinating that date across various Faculties with differ-

ent schedules, I opted for limiting the completely simulta-

neous nature of data collection to the same Faculty, in

order to minimize the problem of contamination. Moreover,

since I was also aware of the possibility of inter-Faculty

contamination I decided to collect the data within as short

a period as possible.18

 

18Later analysis of the data showed no evidence of

either intra or inter-Faculty response clustering.
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After consultation with the persons in charge of

class scheduling in the five Faculties, classes meeting

for a two-hour period,19 at the same time were chosen.

Classes with characteristics such as an uneven sex distri—

bution which could disproportionately affect variables

included in the study were not included.20

Data Collection Procedures
 

Questionnaires were used for data collection. This

represents a partial departure from a strict replication of

the original study. Finifter used both questionnaires and

personal interviews as data collection techniques, and sub-

sequently compared them. He found that even though ques-

tionnaires did not have the same richness of information,

and presented deficiencies such as those related to missing

data more frequently, their reliability compared to the

interview data was similar. In addition the questionnaires

greatly augmented the range of the population that I was

able to reach, and provided a low cost instrument.

Questionnaires were administered to all the selected

classes. The students whom I trained in the methodology

class helped me in the administration of the instrument.

 

191 expected the data collection to last more than

the sixty minutes alotted for a regular class period.

20Half the sample of the original study was composed

of night students. These students are deemed to be somewhat

older, and more likely to be married and hold jobs than their

day counterparts. None of the five Faculties which I

included in this study have night classes. I will refer to

the influence that this had on my sample vis-a-vis the first

sample later.
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The administrators were introduced to the students

by the instructor in charge of the class, the instructor

had previous knowledge that data collection was to take

place during the lecture session but was asked not to

inform the students beforehand to avoid possible non—

attendance. The instructor also asked his students for

their cooperation in the study and (as thad asked him to)

remained in the classroom during the whole period of

questionnaire administration.

The administrator then explained that the purpose

of the study was to gather information on various attitudes

about different activities students might engage in, and

about their vocational plans. He explained that the study

was University-sponsored, and that it was being carried out

by a Sociology instructor from UCV. The students were

assured that even though each questionnaire was anonymous,

a summary of the results of the study would be.made avail-

able to those requesting it. The title page of the ques—

tionnaire contained the information just stated and this

page was read aloud by the administrator. The administrators

were thoroughly acquainted with the contents of the ques-

tionnaire and answered questions on specific items.

The 123 questions, 26 page, questionnaire (Appendix

II) was completed in an average of 1 hour and 15 minutes.

The acceptance of the questionnaire by the respondents was

remarkable, and only two students outrightly refused to

complete the questionnaire and walked away from the
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classroom. Moreover, in all cases the administration of the

questionnaires took place in a very friendly atmosphere

marked by the desire of the students to cooperate with the

study.

The questionnaire included the items on which the

original study was based, plus the extra items which are

used in the systematic replication part of this research.

I tried to improve the original questionnaire and to alle-

viate some of its shortcomings.21 However, whenever possible

I attempted to maintain the same format and question ordering

as used in the original research. One of the additions

which I made had, I think, a positive effect on the respon—

dent's response rate. The addition consisted of the offer

to provide the respondents with a short report on the find—

ings of this study upon request. The students who wanted

this sort of feedback.were asked to provide their names and

addresses on a separate piece of paper. The fact that about

one half of the students chose this option, and many of them

made specific inquiries at the time of administration about

the time when they should be expecting the information, makes

me believe that that could have affected positively their

degree of c00peration.22

 

1The experience of Professor Finifter, taken from

his dissertation and personal conversations, was very help-

ful in this endeavor. I will detail the modifications and

their effects in the following chapter.

22Guarding against the possibility that this addition

could have produced response biases, a comparison between the

responses of the students who requested feedback and those who

did not was performed. No evidence of response clustering

due to this modification of the questionnaire was found.
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Five hundred twenty one questionnaires were filled

out by the students,23 of those 12 (2.3%) were not included

in the analysis because of different sorts of response

biases. These questionnaires were either lacking important

pieces of information, eSpecially with regard to the depen-

dent variables,24 or were written in a "joking" manner which

made me suspect the quality and seriousness of their

responses. Table 1 presents the distribution among the five

Faculties of the 509 questionnaires used. These five Facul—

ties had a student enrollment of 9,500 upper-classmen, or 30

percent of the total population of upperclassmen25 (see

Appendix III for a detailed description of population and

sample).

 

23A total of 12 classes were selected. Six hundred

seventeen students appeared on the instructors' class rolls,

521 represents 85 percent attendance. None of the classes

had an unusually large absentee rate.

24The failure to give information about three or

more of the nineteen items used to measure the dependent

variables qualified a questionnaire for exclusion. If a

questionnaire had about one fifth non-response on the other

items it was also rejected. Non-responses were estimated

using the same procedures utilized in the UCAB study.

25As it was done in the original study freshmen

were excluded. Their exclusion is defended on the basis

that it is hard to obtain valid measures of career orien-

tations from them. It is also assumed that first-year

students have not been sufficiently exposed to the university

milieu in such a way that their experience could yet have

had any significant influence on their political behavior.

This experience factor is crucial in testing hypotheses on

the relationship between intrinsic career involvement and

types of political participation.
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Table 1

Number and Percentages of Questionnaires Used, by Faculty

 

  

Faculty Number Percentage

Architecture 197 38.7

Law 37 7.3

Medicine 62 , 12.2

Pharmacy 74 14.5

Science 139 27.3

Totals 509 100.0

 

Comparison of Some Characteristics of

the UCV and UCAB Samples

In the original study day and night students were

included. This was because night students were a sizable

part of the UCAB population in 1963. On the other hand, in

UCV there were few night students, in fact none of the

Faculties included in the sample had any. This meant that

differences in variables such as marital status, age and

labor force status were expected. A detail comparison of

variables follows.

With regard to age, the mean age of the UCAB sample

was 24.6 years, while the mean for the sample of this study

was 21.5 years. A major difference could be noted with

regard to sex since while 86 percent of the original sample

vmne male the corresponding figure for this study was 50

Emucent. Seventy five percent of the original sample were
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single, the corresponding figure for this sample was 90

percent. About 66 percent of the first sample were

employed, 20 percent of the second sample were in that

situation.

With regard to other characteristics, most of the

original sample attended private religious schools, while

the figure for the new sample was 33 percent. With reSpect

to church attendance, in the first sample about one-third

reported that they attend church less than once a week; 15

percent attended no more than a couple of times a year.

It was found that with regard to church attendance patterns

both samples were very similar.

One important difference that shall be noted is

that while 29 percent of the UCAB sample were foreign born,

only 9 percent of the UCV sample were born outside Venezuela.

Forty nine percent of the UCAB sample were born in the

Caracas metropolitan area while 67 percent of the UCV sample

were born in that city.

With regard to the occupational prestige of the

student's fathers, 46 percent of the UCAB fathers were

owners and merchants of small businesses or were minor

government administrators. Thirty one percent of the UCV

students'fathers were in that category.

With respect to father's education, 22 percent of

the UCV sample had not completed secondary education, while

27 percent had finished college. The corresponding figures

for the UCAB sample were 28 percent and 21 percent.
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The purpose of this section was to provide a broad

comparison of the two samples. A more detailed discussion

of the implications of these differences will be presented

when the hypotheses which explain the relationship between

the independent and dependent variables are evaluated, and

the comparison between the results of the UCAB and UCV

studies is made. -

Changes in the Political System Which Could

Possibly Have an Influence on the Patterns

of Political Participation of the

Members of the New Sample

 

 

The data collection of the original study dealt

with the student's political participation in the electoral

campaigns of 1963. Finifter reports that the students of

UCAB in 1963 showed a great overt interest in the campaigns,

and that a good number of them went to class bearing signs

identifying themselves with particular political associa-

tions. The interest of the students in the electoral cam-

paigns was very understandable, because they were part of

the first generation of young Venezuelans who witnessed and

were involved in an electoral process leading to a constitu-

tional transfer of power.26 Rafil Leoni, the president

elected in 1963, succeeded Rémulo Betancourt who is a member

of the same Accién Democratica (AD) party.

 

26The elections of 1963 were marked by terrorists

acts before the actual elections, and by threats of disrup—

tions of the actual process itself. Martz (1964) presents

a detailed account of events related to the Venezuelan

elections of December 1, 1963. On November 19th, to give
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In 1968 the major opposition party to AD, Comite

Organizado Politico Electoral Independiente (COPEI) won

the presidency by a narrow margin (1% of the popular vote).

AD, however, retained majority status in Congress. The

administration of President Rafael Caldera was marked by

a succession of parliamentary agreements between AD and

COPEI, which jointly controlled Congress, this introduced

a degree of stability into the political system which was

not present in 1963.

An important develOpment which was related to this

increased stability was the movement toward a two-party

political system. In Spite of the fact that in Venezuela

in any given election since 1958, 15 or more political

parties have presented candidates to the electorate, it has

become more and more evident that AD and COPEI are the cen-

ter of the political system. The elections of 1973 were an

illustration of this tendency since the two parties obtained

84 percent of the presidential votes (Cuahonte, 1974:

112).27

The reason I mention these developments is that the

meaning of political participation in a situation such as

 

an idea of the magnitude of the anti—electoral and anti-

government opposition, an unsuccessful general strike was

called; 21 persons were killed in street fighting. Martz

identifies the importance of university students in these

events.

27The candidate of COPEI, Lorenzo Fernandez, was

defeated by the AD candidate, Carlos Andrés Pérez.
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was experienced in Venezuela in 1963 is different than that

experienced ten years later. In 1963 the new experience in

democracy was put to a test, in 1973 it had survived

several tries.

During the time I was in the process of considering

these questions I thought that the influence of the increased

stability of the system could have had the effect of inhibit-

ing the political participation of certain members of the

student population. At the beginning of the 1973 campaigns

there was an apparently strong movement for abstention from

participation on the campaigns. The rationale behind these

calls was the old contention that in a "bourgeoisie" system

to participate in the electoral process was to legitimize

its very existence. I was also concerned that apathy

could be present in some quarters in which it was felt that

one of the two parties of the "status quo" was expected to

come to power, and that there was no point in participating

politically.

I was concerned that since electoral participation

is only one form of political participation, that many

students might disregard this avenue and instead opt for

non-electoral ways or not participate at all.

As it turned out, there was actually a high degree

of electoral participation. Student supports and activists

of the two major parties were seen on the university grounds

overtly showing signs of their allegiance. There was also
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noticeable campaigning in favor of the Movimiento al

Socialismo (MAS), which presented itself as a socialist

alternate,28 and had considerable support among the UCV

students.

These observations led me to believe, therefore,

that there were no underlying strong influences to inhibit

the political participation of the members of the new sample.

If a perceived change in the stability of the system made

any difference in the overt participation of the student

members of the new sample, it was not evident.

 

28During the campaigns there were expectations that

MAS was going to make a considerable electoral showing. For

many supporters of the movement an acceptable showing in

1973 would have represented a prelude to a greater political

influence in the 1979-1984 presidential period. As it

turned out,’MAS obtained only 3.7 percent of the presidential

votes (Rodriguez Iturbe, 1974: 88).
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CHAPTER III

THE VIRTUAL REPLICATION

This chapter discusses some relevant literature

dealing with the measurement of political participation, and

presents the actual procedures that were used in this dis-

sertation to measure participation in politics. In discus—

sing the virtual replication I present the hypotheses to be

tested, the methodology used for their testing, the results

obtained and their interpretation.

From the beginning of this work I was aware of a

complex set of obstacles which I had to face in performing

this replication. If one measures success of the replica-

tion in terms of obtaining in the second study results that

are sufficiently similar to those in the first study, then

there were many factors militating against such outcomes.

For the purposes of this discussion I will classify these

factors as exogenous and endogenous. The exogenous factors

are variables which affect the study, but are not intrinsi-

cally part of it. Examples are: the changes in the

Venezuelan political system and in Venezuelan university

35
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students' political culture, as previously discussed, and

the fact that the two samples were drawn from different

universities. The endogenous factors consist of modifica-

tions which for various reasons were made in this study

vis—a-vis the original one. For example, the exclusive use

of questionnaires in this study versus the combined use of

questionnaires and personal interviews in the first one and

dissimilarities in some of the items in the scales to

measure some of the dependent and independent variables.

The combined effects of these exogenous and endogenous

factors operate against precise similarity of all results.

If in spite of these factors, plus the vagaries of AID

estimations, similar findings emerge, we will have an impres-

sive demonstration of corroboration.

The Construction of Measures of

the Dependent Variables

 

 

Discussion of the Literature on the

Measure of Political Participation

 

 

Milbrath (1965: 18) presents a comprehensive list

of the indicators used in research carried out on political

participation and involvement in political life. The list

of indicators compiled by Milbrath is the following:

holding public or party office, being a candidate for

office, attending a caucus or a strategy meeting,becoming

an active member in a political party, contributing time

in a political campaign, attending a political meeting or
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rally, making a monetary contribution to a party or candi-

date, contacting a public official or putting a sticker on

the car, attempting to talk another into voting a certain

way, initiating a political discussion, voting,

exposing oneself to political stimuli. As Pizzorno (1970:

30) has accurately pointed out these indicators have

special significance for conventional political activities.

The implication is that these indicators deal mostly with

electoral type of political participation, and do not

include other important types of political participation

such as strikes or public demonstrations, which have a very

militant character.1

Although I agree with Pizzorno with regard to the

different ranges of political action which have to be taken

into account for a true formulation of political participa-

tion, I do not want to understate the contribution that

conventional electoral participation studies can provide to

the development of a general theory of political participa-

tion. Studies like the two that I am comparing in this

dissertation, which deal with the motivation to participate

 

lPizzorno (1970: 38) states that: "Historical
analysis has made it possible to clarify two more points.

The first that there are several kinds of political acti-

vity: political participation as an expression of private

position; political participation pertaining to closed

associations. The second point is that if political parti-

cipation reflects not only a problem of consensus, but also

of collective action in an inegalitarian structure, some-

thing wider than the electoral process and even wider than

what concerns the activity 0f the state must be meant by

the word "politics."
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in an electoral campaign, can also be applicable to non—

electoral activity.2

The literature dealing with efforts to measure

political participation indicates that many authors have

used a tri-dimensional conceptual framework in which to

develop their measures of the phenomena.3 Robinson (1952)

used data concerning the political participation of Erie

County residents, previously collected by Lazarsfeld and

others (1948), and formed a correlation matrix with 12 of

the questions asked these residents.4 He found three com-

ponent dimensions of political participation which he

called citizen, spectator and partisan. Finifter (1968:

38-40) after analyzing Robinson's research concluded that

it is necessary to go one step further than Robinson, and

show not only that participation acts have a tendency to

cluster in distinct groups, but that these clusters are

differentially motivated.

 

2Examples of in-depth studies in which the motiva-

tion to participate in ways other than electoral and to

disturb the system, are explored in Van Aken (1964) and

Slote (1967).

3Finifter, who has done extensive research on the

tOpic presents a comprehensive list of these works (1972a).

4These questions were: Votes, self-rated interest,

reads about Republican convention, reads about Democratic

convention, listen to Republican convention, listen to

Democratic convention, knows who Wallace is, knows who

Wilkie is, tries to convince others, is asked advice, does

active political work, listen to political speeches.
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One important study in which an attempt is made to

unravel the motivational structure behind political parti-

cipation, is the study of Connecticut state legislators

performed by Barber (1965). In this research Barber pre-

sented four types of political participants: lawmakers,

reluctants, advertisers and spectators. After an analysis

of this data with an eye on studying the motivational

structure of the ideas behind these classifications,

Finifter (1972a) concluded that they corresponded to the

three styles of political participation stipulated by the

tricomponential theory of action.

The very fact that a considerable number of studies

have used a three dimensional conceptual framework (or a

scheme of more than three dimensions, such as Barber's,

which can be theoretically reduced to a tridimensional

structure), makes the testing of the appropriateness of

this structure worthwhile. In spite of the apparent con-

sistency of these reported findings I will start not by

assuming a priori that my political participation measures
 

form a three dimensional structure, but I will test for

their structure empirically.

Discussion of the Dependent

Variables Measures

 

 

I will now discuss the decisions which were made to

determine the items to be included in the scales of politi-

cal participation, and how the scales developed in this

study compare to those of the original study.
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For the first study, Finifter (1968: 46) chose

items which had a high capacity for discrimination—~between

weak and active political participants-~and items used in

previous research. He excluded questions on voting per se,

since some of the students in his sample were too young to

vote, and because voting was, as it still is, compulsory in

Venezuela.

10.

11.

12.

l3.

14.

15.

l6.

17.

My

He arrived at the following Seventeen items:

Discuss country's problems

Interest in everyday politics

Interest in last campaign

Discuss student or university politics

Read about general politics

Discuss national politics

Role taken in political discussions

Advise others how to vote

Write or put up signs

Distribute leaflets or propaganda

Ride in political caravans

Wear buttons or car stickers

Attend meetings and rallies

Belong to political party

Attend political dinners

Make speeches for a candidate or party

Other active party work

initial intention was to utilize the same seven—

teen items to measure the three styles of political parti-

cipation. However, I decided to split two questions which
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were found in the original study to confuse the booster

and gladiator styles of political participation. These

questions corresponded to items 9 and 13 above, "writing

or putting up signs," and "attend meetings and rallies."

It was felt that writing signs and attending meetings was

a gladiator type of activity, while putting up signs and

attending rallies was a booster activity. This procedure

is a departure from a strict replication of the dependent

variables, but I think it will allow for a clearer differ-

entiation of the dependent variables measures.

With the Splitting of the two original questions I

had a total of 19 items. The exact wording of these nineteen

items and the corresponding weights assigned to their

response categories is given below:

Question 9 (p. 3)--And what about the country's

problems? Would you say you discuss these

with your classmates?

 

2. Frequently

1. Sometimes

0. Almost never

Question 64 (p. l7)—-We are also interested in

how much attention people generally pay to what

goes on in politics--I mean everyday politics,

when the election campaigns are not going on.

Could you tell me if you are

 

2. Very interested

I. Moderately interested

0. Little interested

Question 65 (p. l7)--And during the last election

campaign would you say you were

 

2. Very interested

l. Moderately interested

0. Little interested
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(p. 17)—-Now, some students are very
 

interested in political activities, while others

do not bother themselves much with this. What

we are interested in here is not to what party a

person belongs, but through which activities

people participate in politics. For example, do

you discuss student or university politics with

your classmates?

2. Yes

0. No

Question 68 (p. l7)—-Do you read newspapers and
 

magazines about general political subjects?

2. Yes

0. No

Question 69 (p. l7)-—Do you attend political
 

(p. 17)—-Do you attend political
 

meetings?

2. Yes

0. No

Question 70

rallies?

2. Yes

0. No

Question 71 (p. 17)——Do you belong to some political
 

party?

2. Yes

0. No

Question 72 (p. 18)--Did you try to advise someone
 

else how to

2. Yes

0. No

Question 73

vote?

(p. l8)-—Did you go to any political

 

(p. 18)--Did you put up any political

 

dinner?

2. Yes

0. No

Question 74

signs?

2. Yes

0. No
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Question 75 (p. l8)--Did you write any political

signs?

2. Yes

0. No

Question 76 (p. l8)--Did you make any public speeches

in favor of a candidate or party?

2. Yes

0. No

Question 77 (p. 18lf-Did you distribute pamphlets

or other political propaganda?

2. Yes

0. No

Question 78 (p. 18)-—Did you participate in the

political car caravans?

2. Yes

0. No

Question 79 (p. l8)--Did you wear or put on your

car a political button or sticker?

2. Yes

0. No

Question 81 (p. l9)--Did you do anything else?

2. Yes

0. No

If Yes,

81a (p. l9)-—Mentioned a specific political activity?

2. Yes

0. No

Question 82 (p. l9)--Do you talk about national

politics with your friends?

2. Frequently

1. Sometime

0. Almost never

Question 83 (p. l9)--Now looking at this list, what

part do you usually take in these conversations

0. Although I have my own Opinions, I

usually only listen

0. In general I listen, but now and then

I express my own opinions

l. I take an equal part in the conversation

2. I do more than just give my Opinions in

the conversations; usually I try to

convince others that I am right
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The intercorrelation of these nineteen items,

arranged in a simplex-type matrix, is shown in Table 2.

The items seem to form three clusters. One cluster is

formed by items 78, 79 and 73. Items 78 and 79, "ride in

caravans" and "wear button or show sticker," are clearly

booster types of activities. It is also theoretically

plausible to include item 73, "attend political dinners,"

in the booster category. A second cluster is formed by

items 74, 77, 71, 70, 75, 72, 76, 69, and 81a, which are

different types of gladiator activities. Finally a third

cluster is formed by items 82, 83, 65, 68, 64, 9, and 67

which represent spectator activities such as discussing the

country's problems, reading about politics, discussing

university politics, etc.

The correlation matrix formed by these nineteen

items was then factor-analyzed. The estimate of commonality

used in the factor analysis was the multiple correlation of

each item with all others. The factors extracted were then

rotated using an oblique solution.5 The factor analysis of

the nineteen items reveals in Table 3 the existence of a

three factor structure. The three factors account for 47

percent of the total variance. In order to test the

alternative hypotheses that a structure other than a three

 

5I used the Statistical Package for the Social

Sciences--SPSS--to do the factor analysis. SPSS's factor

analysis type PAl allows for replacing in the main diagonal

the unit for R2. This factor analytic procedure—-i.e.,

using R2 in the main diagonal when extracting factors and

oblique rotation--is the one used in all factor analyses

discussed in this dissertation.
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dimensional one could better fit these data I examined

different dimensional structures. I found poor fit on a

2, 4, 5 and 6 factor alternatives.

After deciding on the existence of a three factor

structure I proceeded to compare my nineteen-item three

factor structure, with Finifter's seventeen-item three

factor structure. A visual aid for the comparison is also

given in Table 3, where the two factor analyses results

are put side by side.

Table 3 shows an impressive amount of similarity

between the seven items used to measure spectator style

of political participation in both studies. The same seven

items (82, 83, 65, 68, 64, 9 and 67), even though they do

not retain the same absolute size of their factor loadings,

are clearly clustered into one strongly identifiable factor.

In the case of the comparison for booster the

results are also encouraging since items 78 and 79, "parti-

cipate in car caravans" and "wear buttons," which had the

highest factor loadings in the original study also have the

same in the UCV study. Item 79, "attend political dinners,"

however, is a non-corresponding item (the correspondence is

related to the success or failure to appear in the new fac-

tor structure). In the original study this item was a

gladiator item, its relationship to gladiator is also

shown in this study by the fact that it has a secondary

loading of .29 for gladiator. In spite of that, the

dominant factor loading for this item .37 is in the booster
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factor. It could very well be that the meaning of attend-

ing a political dinner has changed somewhat over the span

of time that separates the two studies. An ex-post factum

comparison of newspaper accounts of the role played by

political dinners in both the 1963 and 1973 elections shows

that there were some differences in the meaning of this

activity over the ten years. In 1963 political dinners were

uncommon events, usually attended by partisans. In 1973

the dinners were more festival-type activities, more like

shows where artists associated with the parties performed

to raise funds for the campaign. A good number of these

dinners took place in the tourist hotels. It is possible

that in 1973 these activities made attending dinners more

attractive to persons of booster orientation than to those

with a gladiator orientation.

In the case of gladiator the pattern vis-a-vis the

first study was not so clearly distinguishable. The three

items which came out strongest in the original factor

analysis did not have corresponding effects on the second

study. "Write signs" (item 75) and "put up signs" (item 74)

which in the original study made up one item located in the

booster factor, had very similarly high factor loadings.

This meant that they not only failed to discriminate between

booster and gladiator style, but did not replicate since

they appear located in a different factor. "Distribute

leaflets" (item 77) was also a non-corresponding item,

having the third highest factor loading .66, and some
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secondary loadings in the booster and spectator factors.

The corresponding items were "attend meetings" (item 69)

and "attend rallies" (item 70), "belong to party" (item

71), "make speeches" (item 76) and "other party work"

(item 81a). I will reserve judgment as to what could be a

possible explanation of this discrepancy until a comparison

of the scales is made.

Comparison of the Dependent Variable

Scales of Political Participation

 

 

The empirical evidence for the measure of spectator

style of political participation justifies constructing

political participation scales from the same items origin-

ally used by Finifter. However, in the case of booster

and gladiator where the factor analyses do not present com-

plete agreement with the original study, I had to make some

decisions to justify the exclusion and/or inclusion of

items. I want to discuss thfiaproblem in some detail because

it is going to be presented again in the evaluation of the

scales used to measure the independent variables, and I

think it is important to inform the reader of the rationale

behind the different decisions which I made.

One alternative course of action which I considered

was to use the same items as they were presented in the

original study, without analyzing them empirically. This

alternative could satisfy possible doubts that a potential

failure to replicate might have been produced by a
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difference in the techniques used to measure the dependent

variables. To have taken the items of the scales verbatim,

could have done violence to the empirical behavior of the

items on the scales.

I felt from the beginning that the purpose of this

dissertation was not only to test the replicability of the

measures of political participation per se, but rather to

test the generality and robustness of all the original

findings. If my intentions had been the former then I was

obliged to retain the same items in order to give them the

best chance to be corroborated. However, since that was

not my main purpose, I felt that I could use modified

scales as long as the criteria for modification were

uniform, reflected empirical findings, and gave a fair

chance for replication.

After deciding to use modified scales I then had to

determine how these modifications could be implemented.

One alternative was to retain all corresponding items when—

ever they fell in the same factor, in this way I would

retain the theoretical meaning of the items and do minimum

violence to empirical trends. Another alternative was to

allow the data to dictate for themselves where they would

be included in the composition of the different scales.

In conjunction with these considerations I was

also concerned with attaining some acceptable degree of

stability in the scales. In order to both test the appro-

priateness of the decisions to include and exclude items,
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and the stability of the scale of dependent variables, I

constructed two sets of scales, using the criteria men-

tioned above. One set of scales contained only items

which were corresponding, independent of their factor load-

ing. The numbers for these items were for booster 78,

"ride in caravans," and 79, "wear buttons;" for gladiator

70, "attend rallies," 69, "attend meetings," 71, "belong

to a party," 76, "make speeches," and 81a, "do other party

work." The other scales contained the same items as the

first scales but included the following non-corresponding

items, 73, "attend political dinners" for booster, and 74,

"put up signs," 75, "write up signs," and 77, "distribute

leaflets" for gladiator.

Before going further with this discussion I want

to explain the decision rules used in constructing the

second set of scales: (1) reject all non-corresponding

items, if loading is less than .30 on all factors, regard-

less of size of secondary loading, and (2) accept all

corresponding items if its highest loading is on the same

factor, and if that loading is between .25 and .35, and if

the given item has no secondary loading within i .09. The

elaboration of this a_priori set of rules was due to the

fact that since this is a replication I wanted to load the

dice in favor of the items which showed correspondence. I

wanted to make sure that possible dissimilarities in find-

ings were not produced by measurement differences. I did

not want, however, to obliterate the fact that
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non-corresponding items should not be rejected when indi—

cated by the data, and set the criteria for inclusion

accordingly.6

I then performed a test to determine which of these

two sets of scales to use as my dependent measures and to

test their stability vis-a-vis each other and in comparison

with the original dependent variable scales. My procedure

was the following: (1) run separate analysis of AID using

both scales; (2) compare the PEP rankings of the predictors

for both runs; (3) finally as a check of the reliability of

the scales perform a Spearman rank correlation test between

the results of these two runs and the original AID results.7

Table 4 graphically describes the results of these

tests. The indications according to these results are as

follows: (a) the scales which take into consideration

more the empirical behavior of the measures, i.e., scales

which used both corresponding and non-correSponding items,

are more closely correlated to the scales used in the

original study, and (b) the two scales are highly inter-

correlated between themselves which indicates that the

 

6I could have used more sophisticated tests for

factor analysis comparison but the imprecision of survey

data, and the fact that statistical conditions were not

met, precluded the use of these techniques.

7Since this is an accesory analysis, I will delay

giving an explanation for the operation of AID, PEP, and

other measures until the following section. In that sec-

tion all the procedures for evaluating the virtual repli-

cation will be discussed.
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Table 4

Spearman Correlation Coefficients of PEP Ranks and Levels

of Significance (in parentheses) Between the Two PrOposed

Dependent Variable Scales, and Between Those Scales and

the Original Dependent Variable Scales. Three Styles

of Political Participation

 

Spearman Correlation

Coefficients and

Pair of Scales Levels of Significance

 

Spectator:

First study scale (7 items),and

corresponding items scale (the

same seven items)* .8152 (.001)**

Booster:

First study scale (5 itemsL and

corresponding and non-corres-

ponding items scale (3 items) .0963 (.289)

First study scale (5 itemsk and

corresponding items scale (2

items) .0842 (.313)

Corresponding items,and corres-

ponding and non-corresponding

items scales .8911 (.001)

Gladiator:

First study scale (5 items» and

corresponding and non-correspond-

ing items scales (8 items) .3748 (.013)

First study scale (5 items» and

corresponding items scales (5

items) .3210 (.029)

Corresponding items,and corres-

ponding and non-corresponding

items scales .8301 (.001)

 

*Since all the seven items are corresponding then this is

the only scale to be compared to the original scale.

**Levels of significance are given for illustrative purposes

only.
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structure of the scales is not too dependent on the addi-

tion or omission of individual items.

The above discussion was to indicate why this

particular set of measures of the dependent variables was

chosen. In Table 5 the characteristics of these scales

and how they compare to the scales used in the original

study are indicated.

Table 5

Characteristics of the Dependent Variable Measures,

UCAB and UCV Studies Compared

 

 

Standard Hoyt Standard

Mean Deviation Reliability Error Rangea

Spectator

UCAB Study 8.62 3.38 .75 1.57 0-14

UCV Study 7.56 3.39 .75 1.57 0-14

Booster

UCAB Study 1.25 2.24 .72 1.06 0-10

UCV Study 1.46 1.93 .65 .93 0-6

Gladiator

UCAB Study 3.76 3.42 .81 1.34 0-10

UCV Study 1.81 3.05 .76 1.39 0-16

 

aEach respondent was given a separate score for

each style, the scoring therefore was done with regard to

styles not individuals.
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The measures of the dependent variables for this

study show the same high reliability, as measured by the

Hoyt reliability coefficient,8 as that of the original

study. The fact that the booster scale shows a lower

reliability than the corresponding scale in the first study

can be explained in part by the fact that this measure has

less items than used in the original study; the reliability

of a scale is affected by the number of items introduced

into that scale. The biserial correlation,9 or the

correlation of variables in the form of continuous scores

with a variable which is in the form of an artificial

dichotomy (Borg and Gall, 1971: 329), however, has been

consistently high for all the items included.

Another important aspect to consider about these

measures of political participation is the scores produced

by the scales. The score distributions for both studies

tend to indicate that consistently spectator activities are

the most frequent, since they are easier to perform.

Booster and gladiator activities are more taxing; therefore

the participation in these activities tends to be less

frequent.

 

8In order to compute the Hoyt reliability I used

the computer program FORTAP (Baker and Martin, 1968)

based on Hoyt (1941).

9The biserial correlation was also computed by

using FORTAP.
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These results are consistent with.what has been

found in other studies dealing with political participation.

Milbrath (1965: 10), for instance, states that:

About one-third of the American adult population

can be characterized as politically apathetic or

passive . . . another 60% play largely spectator

roles in the political process; they watch, they

cheer, they vote, but they do not battle [the

incidence of "cheering" and other "booster" type

activity probably is the least common of all

these: my note] . . . probably only one or two

percent can be called gladiators.

Due to the nature of gladiator and booster activities

only a small prOportion of the sample participated in them.

The fact that the number of subscribers to gladiator and

booster activities is much smaller than spectator activities,

makes similarities in the findings of the two studies more

unlikely for the first two styles of political participation.

The similarities which indeed are found in spite of this

circumstance, are therefore more impressive.

Procedures to Evaluate the

Virtual Replication

 

 

Table 6 introduces the hypotheses relating the 36

social structural and personality variables to the scales

of political participation. Since each variable will be

related to each of the three styles of political participa-

tion, essentially 108 hypotheses are presented. The

omissions and blanks in the table represent lack of

theoretical reasons for the expectation of directionality

or strength of relationship. Because this is a virtual
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replication I am presenting this table exactly as it was

elaborated by Finifter (1972a: 62).10

(a) socioeconomic status

1. father's occupation

2. father's education

(b) demographic characteristics

age

sex

nativity

size of birthplace

marital status

. labor force status

. absence of fathers
o
o
o
x
x
o
x
m
n
w

O

(c) socialization

10. parental political interest

11. parent-child political agreement

12. perceived political interest of classmates

(d) personality characteristics

13. assertiveness

l4. conventional authority orientation

15. extroversion

l6. openmindedness

17. faith in people

18. personal efficacy

19. political efficacy

20. social isolation

21. punitiveness

22. self-satisfaction

(e) career orientation

23. intrinsic career involvement

24. mobility aspiration

 

10These are the 36 variables organized in the same

groups of concepts as they were presented in the original

study.
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(f) social integration

25. acknowledged ego model

26. family integration

27. sociality

28. church attendance

(g) life satisfaction, happiness, and optimism

29. evaluation of self at present

30. evaluation of self in past

31. evaluation of country at present

32. evaluation of country at past

(h) participation-specific attitudes

33. humanitarian social service orientation

34. social reform orientation

35. nationalism

36. student role reSponsibility

Evaluation of the AID Comparison

The testing of the hypotheses is done through the

use of the Automatic Interaction Detector (AID) computer

program. This program is capable of detecting non—linear

and non-additive relationships among a set of variables.

AID is preferred over multiple regression analysis, because

it is more successful in explaining variance in the parti-

cipation scales, and produced (as indicated by random half-

sample cross-validation studies) more stable estimates of

explanatory power.11 The results obtained through AID have

been difficult to evaluate because of lack of appropriate

measures of predictor importance, and because the AID

branching process has been suspected to be unstable. The

 

11For a discussion of the procedures used to

arrive at this conclusion see Finifter (1970).
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Table 6

Hypothesized Relationships of Variables for Predicting

Three Styles of Political Participation: Expected

Directions and Cross-Style Orders of

Explanatory Power*

 

Predictor Spectator Booster Gladiator

 

Father's Occupational

Prestige + +

2 Father's Formal Education + 1

3 Age + — -

4 Sex (male = 1 vs. 0) + 1 - +

5 R is Native-Born (=1) vs.

Foreign—Born (=0) 3 + 1

6 Size of R's Birthplace + +

R's Marital Status

(married = 1 vs. 0) + - -

8 R's Labor Force Status

(unemployed = 1 vs. 0) - +

9 Father Absent (= 1 vs. 0) +

10 Parents' Level of Political

Interest + 1 + + 3

11 Agreement with Parents'

Political Views + 2 + — l

12 Perceived Classmates'

Political Interest + 1.5 + - 1.5

13 Assertiveness (high scores)

vs. Recessiveness + 3 + + 1

14 Conventional Orientation

Toward Civil Authority + 1.5 _ 1.5

15 Extroversion (high scores)

vs. Introversion + 2 + + 3

16 Openmindedness (high

scores) vs. Closedminded-

ness - 1 + + 2

17 Faith in People — i +

18 Personal Efficacy + l - +

19 Political Efficacy + 2 + +

20 Social Isolation - 1 - -

21 Punitiveness + 1 - -
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Table 6—-continued.

 

Predictor Spectator Booster Gladiator

 

 

22 Self—Satisfaction

(actual-ideal correlation) + 2 i 3 i 1

23 Intrinsic Career Involve-

ment - 3 - 2 — 1

24 Vertical Status Mobility

Orientation i 2 - 1 - 3

25 Acknowledge Having a

Personal Role Model + l

26 Family Tradition & Influ-

ence on Vocational Choice + 3 + 1.5 + 1.5

27 Socialize in Leisure Time - + 1

28 Frequency of Church

Attendance + + 1 +

29 Rating of Self at Present - 1

30 Rating of Self in Past - l

31 Rating of Country at

Present - + -

32 Rating of Country in Past - + -

33 Humanitarian Social

Service Orientation

34 Social Reform Orientation + 1.5

35 Nationalism + 1.5 3 + 1.5

36 Believe University Students

Have Special Responsib-

ilities + 1 + 3 + 2

Note: "1" means "most important" and largest PEP coeffi-

cient, "2" means "moderate" PEP coefficient, and

"3" means "least important" PEP coefficient, "+"

indicates a direct relationship, "—" indicates an

inverse relationship, "i" indicates curvilinearity.

*Arranged from information obtained from Finifter (1972a:

62).
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splits are made with.regard to each.predictor's contribution

to explaining variance in the dependent variable. Slight

variations on the B88 (between sum of squares) in highly

intercorrelated predictors can produce spurious splits. A

new statistic has been devised in Finifter (1971) to solve

these problems. This statistic is the coefficient of

"potential explanatory power" (PEP), which provides an

estimate of the relative importance of predictors analyzed

by AID. PEP credits all variables with potential explana-

tory power, independently of the usage of predictors to

implement Splits.12

Table 8 presents a comparison of the PEP results

for the 36 variables of the UCAB and UCV studies (Table 7

introduces the actual PEP coefficients). A comparison is

made of the multivariate predictors presented in the AID

model of both studies, and the evaluation is based on a

variable-by-variable matching of the relative rank ordering

of the PEP coefficients of the common predictors.

In order to enact the variable matching through the

use of PEP the following procedures was enacted: (1) the

PEP coefficients were computed for each predictor for each

of the three styles; (2) these PEP coefficients were ranked

separately within each style from 1--1argest PEP, most

important predictor, to 36 (these ranks are called the down

 

12The formula to compute PEP is masts st’ where

the numerator represents the maximum between cgfegory sum-of-

squares explained by predictor "p“ in subgroup "i," and the

denominator is the total sum—of-squares in the analysis.
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Potential Explanatory Power (PEP)

Three Styles of Political Participation: UCAB and UCV Studies

62

Table 7

Coefficients and Down Ranks for

 

   

 

Spectator Booster Gladiator

PEP Down PEP Down PEP Down

Rank Rank Rank

1 FATHEROCCUPATION .09282 23 .08548 22 .05171 25

2 FATHEREDUCATION .15230 6 .10721 16 .06396 23

3 AGE .13778 12 .09346 21 .05230 24

4 SEX .06520 29 .02903 33 .02761 31

5 NATIV—FOREIGN .03977 32 .06071 29 .07338 21

6 SIZEPLABRTH .07283 26 .10655 17 .08667 14

7 MARITALSTATUS .04007 31 .01937 34 .01677 34

8 LABORFORCESTATUS .02046 35 .05816 30 .03571 28

9 FATHERABSENT .07280 27 .03362 32 .00809 36

10 PARENTPOLITICALINTER .26065 1 .22171 1 .13402 2

ll PARENTAGREE .08713 24 .09829 20 .03686 27

12 MATESINTEREST .13699 14 .08106 24 .02896 30

13 ASSERTIVE .08103 25 .08352 23 .06704 22

14 CONVENTIONALAUTHORITY .11976 19 .07493 27 .08277 15

15 EXTROVERSION .10347 20 .15743 7 .09573 9

16 OPENMINDEDNESS .13590 16 .12199 12 .09727 8

17 FAITHINPEOPLE .14244 9 .18628 3 .09535 10

18 PERSONALEFFICACY .12972 18 .12385 11 .07635 18

19 POLITICALEFFICACY .24050 2 .16097 6 .11131 4

20 SOCIALISOLATION .15938 5 .13074 10 .09280 11

21 PUNITIVENESS .14091 10 .11152 15 .10350 6

22 Q—SORT .13199 17 .17574 4 .08163 17

23 CAREERINVOLVEMENT .13718 13 .14367 8 .11936 3

24 MOBILITYASPIRATION .09610 22 .05459 31 .03436 29

25 HAVEMODEL .02138 34 .01287 35 .01815 33

26 FAMILYINTEGRATION .01130 36 .01144 36 .01850 32

27 SOCIALIZE .03947 33 .13902 9 .01396 35

28 CHURCHATTENDANCE .13985 11 .07742 26 .07513 19

29 SELFPRESENT .14606 8 .10373 19 .10539 5

30 SELFPAST .13676 15 .10386 18 .09230 12

31 COUNTRYPRESENT .16702 4 .18728 2 .10169 7

32 COUNTRYPAST .09746 21 .11887 13 .07512 20

33 HUMANSOCSERVICE .05909 30 .06335 28 .04450 26

34 SOCIALREFORM .14772 7 .16324 5 .18205 16

35 NATIONALISM .07097 28 .11424 14 .08945 13

36 ROLERESPONSIBILITY .17839 3 .07897 25 .19583 1
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ranks); and (3) to arrive at cross-style rank orders the

down ranks were each ranked horizontally.l3 Each of these

steps resulted in the loss of some information, but this

was necessary to make the comparison across styles and

studies possible.

In order to determine the degree of reproducibility

of the results across studies, a criterion was developed.

From this evaluation it was decided which predictors showed

consistently low explanatory power in both studies for the

purpose of justifying their possible exclusion from the

systematic replication phase of this research.

I now proceed by presenting the rationale for the

formulation of the hypotheses. A general review of the

literature which was the starting point for the justifica—

tion of these hypotheses is found in Finifter (1968). Most

of this literature, however, refers to political participa-

tion in general, and does not assume the existence of dis-

tinct motivational meaning behind political participation.

Following is a variable by variable comparison with an

evaluation of the cross style ranks. The down ranks are

also evaluated when necessary. Whenever the terms

 

13"1" means "most important and largest" PEP

coefficient, "2" means "moderate" PEP coefficient, and "3“

means "least important" PEP coefficient. When I indicate

"strength" of relationship in the text I refer to the

importance of the ranks; "1" represents the strongest

relationship, "+" indicates a direct relationship, "-"

indicates an inverse relationship and "i" represents a

pattern of curvilinearity.
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"spectators," "boosters" or "gladiators" appear they refer

to styles of political participation, not to individuals.

Socioeconomic Status

1. Father's Occupation

 

  

   
 

 

Cross-Ranks . Down-Ranks

UCAB UCV UCAB UCV

S B G S B G S B G S B G

+3 +1 +2 +2 +1 +3 24 10 13 23 22 25

 

Results reported in the literature indicate that

there is a strong positive correlation between the SES of a

person's father and his political participation. With

regard to the three styles of political participation it

was predicted that the relationship between father's SES

was going to be positive for the three styles. Strongest

for gladiator (+ 1), moderate for booster (+ 2), and

weaker for spectator (+ 3).

Father's occupation was obtained from question 114

4 . . .

"What 15 (was) your father's occupation? (Spec1fy

l

(p- 23).

name of occupation, kind of work, position, etc.)."

To have a more precise picture of the father's occupation

 

14 . .

For the purpose of comparison the same questions

(for all 36 variables) asked in the UCAB study were asked

in this study.
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for the cases of retired fathers or of fathers with

unstable careers then question 115 and 115a were asked--

Question 115 (p. 24) "Did your father have the same job

when you were a child?" if no, question 115a (p. 24)

"What kind of work did your father do at that time." If

the occupation of the father was different at the time

the respondent was growing up then that occupation was

substituted for the response to question 114. For purposes

of comparison I used the same response code utilized in

the original study (for a detailed explanation of the

codes used see the Appendices).

With regard to direction the findings of the UCV

data correspond to both the hypotheses and the UCAB data.

Booster retained the highest positive PEP (+ 1), while

Spectator (+ 2) and gladiator (+ 3) also showed positive

relationships.

The fact that in both studies it is empirically

established that father's SES is strongly, positively

associated to booster activity might indicate that booster

activities are more prevalent in higher class individuals.

The affiliative activities associated with booster, for

example participation in car caravans, require the access

to resources which are more easily obtained by those of

higher SES.
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2. Father's Education

 

 
 

 
   

 

Cross-Ranks Down-Ranks

UCAB UCV UCAB UCV

S B G S B G S B G S B G

:3 +2 :1 :1 +2 +3 21 9 5 6 16 23

 

Education as Finifter (1968: 78) has put it "is

said to be a powerful spring to political participation in

widening the scope of one's acquaintances with political

facts, by increasing one's capacity to perceive the personal

implications of political events, and by enlarging confi—

dence in one's own ability to act effectively in political

life."

Therefore, since education is expected to be

strongly intercorrelated with SES for the reasons expressed

above then the hypotheses relating education and the three

styles should be similar to those of father's SES; gladiator

(+ 1), booster (+ 2), and spectator (+ 3).

Father's education was obtained from question 113

(P. 23) "Up to what grade did your father study?" (For a

detailed description of the code used please refer to the

Appendices.)

As mentioned before the father's of the UCAB

students were somewhat more educated than their UCV coun-

terparts. In spite of this however, father's education



retains pos

styles, and

correspond

*he origin

expected i

 



68

remains positively associated with.each of the three

styles, and the strength of the relationships does not

correspond to those of the hypotheses nor to those of

the original study. An exception however is booster, as

expected in the hypothesis and confirmed in the original

study, booster appears as moderately and positively (+ 2)

related to father's education.

Demographic Characteristics

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

3. Age.

Cross-Ranks Down-Ranks

UCAB UCV UCAB UCV

S B G S B G S B G S B G

:3 —l -2 i1 -2 -3 19 l 6 12 21 24

 

Age in a certain sense can be interpreted as an

indicator of the "investment" that one has made in life, the

more years of life lived might indicate a job and a family.

In this study, age is interrelated to the fact of being

married (+ .53), and of being employed (+ .28). Age

therefore can be perceived, as indicated by Waisanen (1968)

as "time left" which in turn affects the degree of

participation.

For these reasons the hypotheses are presented that

age is negatively related to the gladiator and booster

styles. In the case of gladiator the person could refrain
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from militant participation because he is heavily involved

in other activities, or because he is not willing to

invest time in politics. In the case of booster the

emotional satisfaction that can be obtained from political

participation again could be realized in other "booster—

like" activities in other areas of social life. With

regard to the hypothesized relationship between spectator

style of political participation and age ( + ), probably

the higher the age the greater the propensity to be an

observer of rather than an active participant in political

action.

The age of the respondent was obtained from question

104 (p. 21) "How old were you on your last birthday?" The

results on this variable agree in direction with the

hypotheses and with the UCAB findings. Age is the strongest

indicator for spectator (i 1), even though there is a

pattern of curvilinearity (for an illustration of this

pattern see Appendices). Booster (- 2) and gladiator (- 3)

show a negative relationship.

 

  

  
  

4. Sex

Cross-Ranks Down-Ranks

UCAB UCV UCAB UCV

S B G S B G S B G S B G

 

+1 -2 -3 +1 -3 -2 20 35 35 24 33 31
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Liebman gt_§l: (1972) have reported that, in

general, men participate more than women in politics. And

in Latin America they consider that it is reasonable to

expect the male to be more of a participant in politics.

The hypotheses predict a strong positive relationship for

spectator (+ 1), and a negative ( — ) and positive ( + )

relationship for booster and gladiator. The rationale

behind these hypotheses is that men are indeed more militant

participants, and thus they have traditionally been more

interested in receiving political stimuli than women. The

fact that more women than men could participate in politics

not for intrinsic but for socializing reasons is the

rationale behind the negative relationship between being a

male and booster style of political participation.

Information as to the respondent sex was obtained

from question 103 (p. 21) "What is your sex?" Males were

coded "1," females "0." There is a strong positive rela-

tionship (+ 1) between sex and Spectator style of political

participation, the relationship is weak and negative (- 3)

for booster, and moderate and negative (— 2) for gladiator.

In the evaluation of these results gisfafyis those

of the original study one has to take into consideration

that the two samples were very different with regard to sex.

While the original sample had about 75 percent males, my

sample was almost evenly distributed between the sexes.

More women attend universities in Venezuela than was the
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case 10 years ago. Women also participate more in politics

now than was the case in 1963.

In Spite of some of the dissimilarities, two facts

nevertheless stand out. One is that maleness is more

important for the spectator associated activities. The

other is that the affiliative element of participation in

politics is more important for wOmen than for men. Looking

at this information in retrospect, young girls of about the

age that one could expect in both the samples were very

visible during the car caravans and were seen in public

places displaying flags, T-shirts and other objects suppor-

tive of a party or candidate. The two most important poli-

tical parties tried to put emphasis in their campaigns on

obtaining the female vote. And in order to obtain these

votes both planned gigantic demonstrations in which women

participated.15 With regard to the weak negative rela-

tionship between being a male and being a gladiator, it

seems to me that these results are not radically different

from those of the original study which as said before agree

with the direction of the hypotheses.

 

15During the campaigns it was believed by some

political analysts working for the political parties that

the female vote gave the winning edge to President Caldera

in the 1968 elections. It was their contention that a

particular "only women" COPEI political rally that took

place days before the election made the difference. I do

not think that a similar effort took place in the 1963

campaign.
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5. Nativity

 

 
 

  
  

 

Cross-Ranks Down-Ranks

UCAB UCV UCAB UCV

S B G S B G S B G S B G

+3 +2 +1 -3 —2 +1 32 13 .9 32 29 21

 

If we consider nativity as a measure of length of

residence in a community, then political participation

seems to be linked to it. Participation then will increase

with the "stakes" or commitment in a community.

The political participation of persons who are

foreign born in many cases is hindered by lack of knowledge

of local customs, language, and political ways. They also

lack identification with Venezuelan culture and have some

restriction on their rights. For these reasons it is

hypothesized that being native born will be positively and

strongly correlated with gladiator (+ 1). To be native

born should also be positively related to booster, but

moderately (+ 2). In the case of spectator ( 3 ) the

relationship expected was weak but the expected sign of

this relationship was not determined.

Nativity was obtained from question 105 (p. 21)

"Were you born in Venezuela or in a foreign country?"

To double check responses question 106 (p. 22) was also

asked--"Where exactly were you born?"
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The findings of the UCV study run completely dif-

ferent from the hypothesized directions. The relationship

between being a native and spectator (— 3) and booster

(- 2) are negative which is a rejection of the hypotheses

and the previous UCAB findings. The results for gladiator

(+ 1) however agree with both the hypotheses and the pre-

vious findings.

6. Size of Birth Place

 

 

 

 

 
 
 

 

Cross-Ranks Down—Ranks

UCAB UCV UCAB UCV

S B G S B G S B G S B G

-3 -2 -1 +3 +2 +1 28 25 22 26 l7 l4

 

The hypotheses only state that there is a positive

relationship between the three styles and the size of birth

place. The expected strength of these hypothesized rela-

tionships is not discussed.

Size of birth place was obtained from question 106

(p. 22) "Where exactly were your born?"

The results of the UCV study confirm the hypotheses;

the relationships are all positive, + 1, + 2 and + 3 for

gladiator, booster and spectator, reSpectively.

Both the UCAB and the UCV sample had a similar

distribution with regard to the size of the places where
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the respondents were born. About 70 percent of the students

in both samples were born in cities over 200,000 population.

It is possible that the dissimilarities in

the two sets of data could be a consequence of coding

biases presented in the first study. Finifter reported

difficulties in determining the size of the birthplace in

his study due to incomplete information about the exact

place of birth. For example in some cases, names such as

Mérida or La Corufia that could be either a Province or a

city were used, he also had problems distinguishing cities

such as Barcelona that might be in Spain or in Venezuela.

7. Marital Status

  

 

 

  

 
 

 

Cross-Ranks Down-Ranks

UCAB UCV UCAB UCV

S B G S B G S B G S B G

+3 -1 -2 -l -2.5 +2.5 33 18 30 31 34 34

 

No established pattern is found in the literature

between marital status and political participation. How-

ever, it seems reasonable to think that if one considers

marriage as an investment in a relationship, the marriage

situation will compete with involvement in political life.

Gladiator and booster styles should then be negatively

correlated with married status; the strongest affiliative

commitment for the latter. In the case of spectator,

marriage does not necessarily have to compete with the
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activities characteristic of this style, and a positive

relationship is hypothesized.

Marital status was obtained from question 119

(p. 24) "Are you now married, single, divorced, separated

or widowed?" Married was coded "1," single and other "0,"

There is a disparity between these findings and

those expected in the hypotheses and obtained in the UCAB

study. Being married is strongly negatively related to

spectator (- l), booster is negatively related to being

married (— 2.5) in a moderate to weak strength. Gladiator

(+ 2.5) is related positively in a moderate to weak strength.

There were considerably more married students in

the UCAB sample, 23 percent (n 122), than in my UCV

sample, 10 percent (n = 49).

These dissimilarities, plus the fact that in terms

of down ranks this variable has consistently low explana-

tory power for each one of the three styles, make me

believe that the contribution of this variable to the

explanation of the three styles of political participation

is very limited.

8. Labor Force Status

  

    

Cross-Ranks Down-Ranks

UCAB UCV UCAB UCV

S B G S B G S B G S B G

 

-2 +1 +3 -3 +2 +1 30 28 32 35 30 28
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Persons who are employed have shown a higher ten-

dency to participate in politics than those who are

unemployed. The evidence, however, is obtained from studies

done in the United States and with "adult" pOpulations. It

is very possible therefore that the relationship between

holding a job and being a university student in a developing

society would have a meaning unlike that of a developed

nation.

Venezuela has a higher unemployment rate than the

United States, and that lessens the opportunity for

students to find full or part-time work. Employment

participation, in this study, is related to age (.28), and

marital status (.17). From the point of view of investment

alone, as in the case of marital status and age, it makes

sense to hypothesize that lack of employment is positively

correlated with both booster and gladiator. For the

booster style access to free time produced by unemployment

status could be conducive to affiliative ways of spending

one's energy. On the other hand, unemployment was

expected to be negatively related to spectator style.

Labor status was obtained from question 120 (p. 25)

"Are you now working?" To double check responses question

120a (p. 25) was asked "What type of work do you do?"

Unemployed was coded "1," employed "0."

Being unemployed appears as the strongest positive

relationship (+ l) in the UCV data for gladiator. Booster
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is moderately negatively correlated (- 2) and spectator

weakly negatively (- 3) correlated.

With regard to employment the two samples were

radically different. Most of the members of the UCAB

sample (346 or 60%) were employed while the correSponding

figure for the UCV sample was 104 (or 20%). In spite of

this sample dissimilarity, however, the direction

of the hypotheses are sustained. This variable, however,

has very low down ranks which indicate its low explanatory

power.

9. Absence of Father

 
 

 
  

 

 

Cross-Ranks Down-Ranks

UCAB UCV UCAB UCV

S B G S B G S B G S B G

+2 -1 -3 -1 i2 -3 35 33 36 27 32 36

 

The absence of a male role model or the existence

of improper father-son relationships can be a deterrent for

political participation (Lane, 1959). No indication of

the particular incidence of this occurrence in the female

is found in the literature that was consulted even though

I expect that it would not be too different. This varia-

ble is difficult to explain in its relationship to

political participation. Finifter (1968: 91) has tried to

do it by expressing:
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As Lane suggests, it may result in greater demands

on the individual [the absence of a male role--my

note] for self-discovery and in greater expenditure

of energy in the management of one's life problems.

If this is so, it is not certain how increased

demands on one's own resources might affect parti-

cipation. It would be reasonable to expect both

that greater demands may deflect peeple from the

political arena, and also that political partici—

pation may be an especially attractive source of

self-discovery for persons in this situation.

The difficulties in visualizing this variable can

be seen in the fact that no elaborate hypotheses are

presented to explain its relationship with each of the

styles. The assumption, however, that people who lack a

male role can find self-discovery in politics serves just

to hypothesize that booster, because of the lack of

affiliative contacts is strongly positively associated

(+ 1) with absence of father.

Absence of father was obtained from questions 110

and 110a. Question 110 (p. 22) "Are your parents living,"

(if only one is living) 110a (p. 22) "Which one has died."

If father was dead, the code was "1," if not "0."

My data showed the strongest negative relation-

ship for spectator (- l), a moderate relationship of

curvilinearity for booster (i 2) and a weak negative

relationship for gladiator (- 3).

About 12 percent of both samples reported that

their father was dead, so with regard to distribution we

find a very similar one. I feel, however, that no confi-

dence should be placed in the results of this variable.

First, this is a very crude indicator since the only thing
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which is telling is that the father has died, and it does

not indicate when he died, what was the influence of his

death on the respondent, and/or if the respondent has a

substitute father model. Second, and probably because of

the confusion that was just expressed this variable has a

consistently low explanatory power showing in both studies

as illustrated by the low down ranks.

Socialization

10. Parental Political Interest

 

 
 

 

 
  

 

Cross—Ranks Down-Ranks

UCAB UCV UCAB UCV

S B G S B G S B G S B G

+1 +2 +3 +1 +2 +3 1 4 15 1 l 2

 

The influence of the family has been recognized as

fundamental in the political socialization process. The

assertion is that since the family has a virtual monopoly

on the child during his formative years (Almond and Verba,

1963), then the patterns of behavior which are learned are

of crucial importance. The assumption- is that "the range

of alternative behaviors Open to the adult is also intimately

related to his experiences as a child and that the kind of

political reality the adult perceives and his attitudes about

it are restricted by what he has learned during his early

years" (Easton and Hess, 1962: 229). Therefore, the amount
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of political interest displayed by the parents seems to

have an effect on the behavioral pattern of the adults.

The hypotheses predict that parental political

interest is strongly positively associated with spectator

(+ l). The contention is that people engage in spectator

activities in part because of their need to conform to

their parents' diSplayed amount of political interest. It

is also hypothesized that this variable will be positively

moderately associated with booster (+ 2), because modelling

oneself after parents tends to increase affectional rein-

forcement from parents. For gladiator the direction should

also be positive even though weaker in strength (+ 3).

A scale of parental political interest was formed

by using Question 116 (p. 24), "Would you say your mother

is (was) interested in politics?", and Question 117

(p. 24), "Would you say your father is (was) interested in

politics?" The response categories were: "a great deal,"

"moderately," and "very little," which.were weighted 3, 2

and 1 points respectively. The characteristics of this

scale are presented in Table 9.

The results of the AID analysis of this variable

appear to provide strong support for the theory.

There is a perfect agreement with both the hypothesis and

the original study's results. Moreover, the results of

the analysis show that this is one of the strongest

variables. A look at the down ranks in Table 8 indicates

that this variable holds the first and fourth place for
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spectator and booster and the fifteenth rank for gladiator

in the UCAB data. In the UCV data "parents"politica1

interest" again ranks first for spectator, but in this

replication it also ranks first for booster, while for

gladiator it ranks second.

11. Parent-child Political Agreement

 

 
 

 
 

  

 

Cross-Ranks Down-Ranks

UCAB UCV UCAB UCV

S B G S B G S B G S B G

-2 -3 -1 -2 -1 -3 23 34 8 24 20 27

 

There is evidence of an inverse relationship between

parent-child political agreement and political participa-

tion. Slote (1967) reports the rebelliousness of Venezuelan

children against their parents especially against the father

is a stimulant to political behavior. Other studies (Lane,

1959) indicate, however, that not only is this relation-

ship not a deterrent but that many children take the model

of their parents and participate in the same way they do

and support the same political parties. I generally sup-

port the former assertion, but the negative relationship

should be true only for gladiator. Boosters may model

self after parents to win attention; Spectators may conform

to parental authority tradition; while gladiators may

actively challenge parents' political ideas.
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Following this line of reasoning it is hypothesized

that there is a strong negative correlation between agree-

ment with parental views and gladiator style of political

participation (- l). Spectator will have a moderate

positive correlation (+ 2), while booster will have a weak

positive correlation (+ 3).

Parent-child political agreement was measured by

Question 117a (p. 24), "Generally, would you say that your

father is (was) in agreement with your political ideas?",

and, Question 117b (p. 24), "Is (or was) your mother

generally in agreement with your political ideas?" The

wording of these questions represents a departure from a

strict replication of the original study, Since in the

UCAB the question was asked about both parents' agreement

without differentiation between father and mother. However,

I felt that this distinction would provide more validity

to the responses, and allow for more refined analysis later.

A scale of political agreement was constructed from

these two questions. The response categories were:

"disagree," "qualified agreement," and "agreement," count-

ing 1, 2, and 3 points respectively. The characteristics

of this scale are summarized in Table 9.



 

+1
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12. Perceived Political Interest

of Classmates

  

    

 

Cross-Ranks Down-Ranks

UCAB UCV UCAB UCV

S B G S B G S B G S B G

+1 +3 -2 +1 +2 -3 .12 32' 18 14 24 30

 

The more politically active a person perceives his

friends and associates to be, the greater his tendency to

emulate their political behavior (Walker, 1967). Liebman

§E_al, (1972) report this influence on Latin American

university students' political behavior. The amount of

activity depended on what they perceived that aspect of

their classmates' behavior to be. .

It is hypothesized that there is a strong to

moderate inverse relationship (- 1.5) between perceived

political interest of classmates and gladiator style of

political participation. The fact that the purposive

gladiator perceives low political interest in his classmates

can in itself be an important motivation for action for the

purpose of proselitizing and mobilizing others. For the

normative Spectator, in contrast, the relationship should

be positive (+ 1.5) Since spectators are expected to conform

to perceived group norms. For booster the relationship is

also positive but weaker (+ 3), because affiliative actors

are not interested in politics per 53.
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Perceived political interest of class mates was

obtained from Question 66 (p. 17), "How many students in

your faculty do you think are interested in politics?"

The response categories were: "many," "some," and "a few,"

which were scored 3, 2, and 1, respectively. A minority

of the student members of the sample (13%) saw their peers

as not interested in politics. The remaining 87 percent

either saw their peers as "moderately interested," and as

"very interested."

The results from the UCV sample show this variable

to be most important for Spectator and the relationship is

positive (+ l). Booster Shows a weak positive relationship

(+ 3), while gladiator (- 2) had a negative moderate rela-

tionship. These results conflict with.the hypotheses in

the case of spectator. Booster was expected to have a

positive relationship with perceived classmates' political

interests for the affiliative character of this type of

style of political participation.

For all the styles, this variable maintains its

strongest predictive power (as measured by the down-ranks)

for spectator; 12th in the UCAB data and 14th in the UCV

data. Therefore, this variable is an important predictor

for the Spectator style of political participation.
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PersonalityCharacteristics

13. Assertiveness

 

 
 

 
  

 

 

Cross-Ranks Down-Ranks

UCAB UCV UCAB UCV

S B G S B G S B G S B G

+3 +2 +1 +3 +2 +1 14 5 3 25 23 22

 

Individuals who assert themselves, and thus impose

their wills upon others have a greater tendency to parti—

cipate in politics. Assertiveness has been found to be

associated with prominence in political leadership in

general politics and in university student political leader-

ship. In trying to explain the relationship between asser-

tiveness and the three styles, the rationale behind the

hypotheses takes into account that for any one of the

styles a certain amount of assertiveness is needed.

Assertiveness, therefore, is supposed to be related to each

one of the three styles of political participation in a

positive manner, although the intensity varies. Gladiator

is expected to be most strongly related to this variable

(+ 1), then booster (+ 2), and finally spectator (+ 3).

The scale to measure assertiveness, and two other

variables (extroversion and openmindedness) was obtained

fronrthe same instrument. Below is an explanation of how

these three scales were constructed.
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Students were asked in question 62 (p. 15) to rate

themselves with regard to 30 personality characteristics.16

If the student thought that one characteristic described

him very well then he gave it a "1" rating, a "2" if he

thought that it described him more or less, and a "3" if

the characteristic hardly described him at all.

The respondents in this task were asked to produce

three groups of descriptors, ranked "1," "2" and "3." This

constitutes a departure from the procedures used in the

original study. In the UCAB study, Finifter asked his

students to organize the same 30 characteristics into three

groups (according to the three ratings previously discussed)

of ten characteristics each. According to post-interview

information, however, this requirement appeared to be too

rigid and too burdensome to a good number of the student

respondents. Since the 10-10-10 requirement was tedious

it may very well have produced some degree of artificiality.

An important consequence of the forced character of the

response choices may be to lower the level of inter-

dependence among the items Shown in the correlation matrix

of these items, Table 10. The decision to minimize the

forced nature of the instrument in my study was probably

responsible in part for an increase in the level of inter-

dependence among the items in the correlation matrix

 

16This instrument uses Stephenson's Q-Sort

technique. For the purpose of the virtual replication I

used the same 30 characteristics used in the original

study. For detail about how the 30 characteristics were

obtained see Finifter (1968: 98-100).
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(Table 10). I did not receive significant complaints about

the nature of this instrument, nor did the respondents

express difficulty in filling it out.

The 30 items were then factor analyzed using the

multiple correlation of each item with all others as the

estimate of communality and using an oblique rotation. I

used a two, three, four, five and Six factor solution, and

after comparing them, I concluded that the three factor

solution was the best from both an empirical and a theore-

tical point of view.

One factor, which will be identified as the

"assertive-recessive“ factor, was composed of the following

descriptors: reliable, intellectual, capable, optimistic,

cooperative, individualistic, realistic, dominant, imagina—

tive, reflective, decided, and Sincere. A second factor

which will be called "extroverted-introverted" had the

following items: popular; extroverted, esteemed, satisfied,

successful, happy, serious, intelligent. Finally, a third

factor identified as "openmindedness-closemindednesS" was

composed of: studious, orderly, responsible, efficient,

sure, idealistic, faithful, elegant, stable, and

independent.

A comparison was made with the factor structure

found in the original study (Table 11). The same proce~

dures which were discussed earlier in this work were used

to make a comparison of the two factor analyses. A

comparison of the two factor analyses shows that the scale
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Table 11

Arranged Rotated Factor Matrix for Actual Q-sort Self Ratings; UCAB and UCV Studies.

(A-R = Assertive-Recessive; E-I - Extroverted-Introverted; O-C = Openminded-Closedminded).

 

 

 

 

 

UCAB Study
UCV Study

No. Item A-R E-I O—C No. Item ' A-R E-I O—C

20 Dominant .48 .05 ~.02 21 +Reliable ~.43 .06 -.07

21 Reliable ~.42 .07 ~.02 27 Intellectual .42 ~.28 ~.07

13 Responsible -.4o .17 .13 28 Capable’ -.34 -.08 -.17

29 Intelligent .39 .00 .00 24 Optimistic* ~.32 ~.15 ~.06

15 Cooperative ~.36 ~.24 ~.03 . 15 +Cooperative ~.32 ~.12 ~.08

18 Orderly ~.34 .09 ~.04 ) 9 +Individua1. .29 ~.09 .07

19 Faithful -.34 .09 .20 i 17 Realistic -.29 -.01 -.24

9 Individual. .33 .29 ~.17 i 20 ~Dominant* .28 -.09 .02

11 Sincere 112$ ~.09 .02 i 25 Imaginative* ~.27 ~.04 .18

22 Stable* ~.23 .00 .14 . 12 Reflective* ~.27 .06 .05

16 Successful* .17 ~.05 .12 23 Decided* ~.24 ~.18 ~.ll

28 Capab1e* .16 ~.12 .14 11 +Sincere* 2;}; ~.03 ~.21

5 Elegant* .15 ~.09 ~.01 30 +Popular ~.18 .55 .02

6 Happy .07 ~.49 .16 4 +Extroverted ~.05 .48 .07

30 Popular ~.02 ~.43 -.l9 l4 +Esteemed .02 .43 .16

12 Reflective ~.21 .41 ~.09 26 Satisfied ~.36 .40 .19

1 Serious ~.20 .41 .06 f 16 +Successful .ll .40 .21

24 Optimistic .13 ~.39 .04 6 +Happy .Ol .38 .22

14 Esteemed ~.08 ~.36 ~.05 l +Serious ~.l3 ~.35 .13

10 Independent .17 .31 ~.07 29 Intelligent‘ ~.l7 :31_ .10

4 Extroverted .10 1421 ~.24 7 +Studious .14 ~.07 ~.39

26 Satisfied* .01 ~.22 .04 18 Orderly ~.04 .02 ~.38

7 Studious* ~.15 .17 .08 13 Responsible ~.29 .03 ~.33

2 Idealistic .13 .12 ~.50 8 +Efficient .07 ~.18 ~.33

3 Sure .04 .00 .49 3 +Sure ~.10 ~.18 ~.28

25 Imaginative .18 ~.01 -.47 2 +Idealistic .09 .06 .24

17 Realistic .00 .14 .32 19 Faithfu1* ~.03 ~.16 ~.21

27 Intellectual .21 .18 ~.30 5 Elegant* .02 -.17 ~.18

23 Decided .18 ~.06 .30 22 Stable* ~.05 ~.13 ~.18

8 Efficient* ~.12 .01 .19 10 Independent* .09 .04 .15    
*Excluded from cluster scales.

+Corresponding item.
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which is most successfully reproduced is the measure of

extroversion~introversion. However, the data generally Show

a good deal of replicability for the other two as well.

After the factor analysis comparison was concluded

the final scales were as follows:

 

Assertive~ Extroverted- Open-

Recessive Introverted Closemindedness

21 Reliable+ 30 Popular+ 7 Studious+

27 Intellectual 4 Extroverted+ 18 Orderly

15 Cooperative+ 14 Esteemed+ 13 Responsible

9 Individualistic+ 26 Satisfied 8 Efficient+

16 Successful+ 3 Sure+

6 Happy+ 2 Idealistic»

1 Serious+

+CorreSponding Items.

As can be seen, 13 out of the 17 items used in the

scales are corresponding items, that is they belong to the

same factor as in the original study. In the case of the

four non-corresponding items empirical evidence was very

convincingly in favor of letting them remain in their

respective factor.

The relatively low Hoyt reliability coefficients

(Table 9) for the measures of assertiveness and openminded-

ness are due in part to the small number of items for each

one of these two scales. However, the biserial correlation

of each item has been consistently high in spite of the

low reliability, and this latter criterion was instrumental

in retaining the items for scaling.
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Having explained the construction of these three

scales, I continue by analyzing the results of assertive-

ness in the UCV AID analysis. The hypotheses with regard

to assertiveness expected this variable to be positively

correlated with all three styles, strong for gladiator,

moderate for booster, and weaker for spectator. The UCAB

study confirmed these hypotheses.‘

The UCV results also confirm the hypotheses in

these exact directions and strengths. In spite of this

confirmation the predictive power of this variable, as

measured by the down-ranks, was consistently lower in the

second study. In the UCAB analysis "assertive" was 19th,

5th and 3rd in down ranks for spectator, booster and

gladiator, respectively, while in the UCV study the ranks

were 25th, 23rd, and 22nd for Spectator, booster, and

gladiator. This however could have been produced by AID

artifact.

14. Conventional Authority Orientation

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

Cross-Ranks Down—Ranks

UCAB UCV UCAB UCV

S B G S B G S B G S B G

:3 -2 ~1 ~2 -3 -l 25 l7 16 19 27 15

 

Persons who question or are critical of conventional

authority are more prone to participate politically than

thOSe who do not.
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The hypotheses contend that conventional authority

is the most important predictor for both gladiator and

Spectator. For the purposive gladiator this relationship

should be negative (~ 1.5), since gladiators probably tend

to be critical of the authority and that non-conformity

could be a strong motivator for action. For the normative

spectator, however, the relationship should be positive

(+ 1.5), since he would support the values of the

social group including its authority make-up. For booster

the hypotheses indicate a weak relationship of undetermined

Sign, ( 3 ).

A scale to measure orientation toward civil

authority was devised by adding the responses to the

following two questions:

Question 30 (p. 6)~~When peOple disagree with

the government, they should not obey it.

Question 85 (p. l9)~-A bad law should be changed,

but while it stands it ought to be obeyed.

Both questions were scored on a four-point scale. For

question 30 the coding was "0" total agreement, "1"

Partial agreement, "2" partial disagreement, and "3" total

disagreement. For question 85 the coding scheme was

reversed.

The UCV results confirm the hypothesis with regard

tOgladiator (- 1). This finding seems to have a good

dEal. of generality and importance. For the other two

Styleas there is neither agreement with the hypotheses nor

with the UCAB findings. The relationship between
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conventional authority and spectator and booster is

inverse, moderate for Spectator (~ 2) and weaker for

booster (~ 3).

A look at the down rank confirms further the

strength of the relationship between this variable and

gladiator. For gladiator conventional authority orienta-

tion has maintained a surprising degree of strength across

the studies. In the first study it was 16th in importance,

while in this study its position was 15th.

15. Extroversion

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

Cross-Ranks Down-Ranks

UCAB UCV UCAB UCV

S B G S B G S B G S B G

12 +1 +3 :3 +1 :2 16 14 27 20 7 9

 

Individuals who are extroverted are found through-

out the literature to take an active part in politics. As

with assertiveness there is a certain amount of extroversion

required for all political activities, even though accord-

ing to the theory it can be more important for one style

than for others. It is predicted in the hypotheses that

extroversion will be more important (+ l) for the affilia~

tive booster. Persons who Show a tendency to be extroverts

thrive on booster type of activities because they provide

Opportunities to be socially outgoing. Spectator is
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predicted to have a moderate curvilinear relationship with

extroversion (i 2), while booster will Show a weak posi-

tive relationship (+ 3).

The measurement of extroversion of the members of

the UCV sample was obtained from the Q—sort instrument

previously discussed. The findings of the UCV study

confirm that extroversion indeed has a very strong positive

relationship with booster activities (+ 1). However,

there is a weak and positive relationship for gladiator

(+ 3), and for Spectator the relationship is moderate and

curvilinear (i 2).

In spite of certain discrepancies the important

information obtained from the evaluation of these hypo-

theses is the strong correspondence which exists in corre-

lation between extroversion and booster style of political

participation. With regard to the down ranks for the case

of booster this variable gained a Significant degree of

explanatory importance. It was 14th in predictive impor-

tance in the original study, and 7th in the UCV study.

16. .Openmindedness

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

Cross-Ranks Down~RankS

UCAB UCV UCAB UCV

S B G S B G S B G S B G

 

-1 +3 +2 ~3 -2 -1 6 31 21 16 12 8
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The evidence points out that persons who are

curious, and are willing to consider information which may

contradict their Opinions are more likely tO participate

in politics. It has been found that active participants

expressed significantly broader cultural and intellectual

interests.

The measure of Openmindedness is built on a

bipolar factor. Openmindedness should be strongly nega—

tively (~ 1) correlated to the Spectator style Of political

participation. On the other hand, a moderate positive

(+ 2) relationship is expected between this variable and

gladiator political participation. Finally, a weak posi~

tive relationship (+ 3) is expected between Openmindedness

and booster style.

Information about the degree Of Openmindedness Of

the members Of the sample was Obtained from the Openminded-

ness scale discussed previously in describing the Q—sort

instrument.

The results of the UCV study do not agree with the

results Of the UCAB study, which did confirm the hypotheses.

Openmindedness appears in the UCV data as being strongly

negatively (~ 1) associated with gladiator style, a result

that was not expected. I wonder if this could have been

Caused by some dogmatic feelings among highly politically

Committed gladiators, and be a special historical condition.

OPenmindedness is also negatively correlated with the

booster and Spectator styles, (~ 2) and (~ 3) respectively.
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An explanation for the dissimilarities which are

found can be inferred from the composition Of the scales

used to measure the variable. After the factor analysis

no perfect degree Of correspondence between the UCAB and

UCV scales to measure Openmindedness was found. The

reliability of this scale is relatively low .32 (Table 9).

17. Faith in People

 

  

    

 

Cross-Ranks Down-Ranks

UCAB UCV UCAB UCV

S B G S B G S B G S B G

:l :3 :2 +2 :1 :3 10 27 19 9 3 10

 

Persons who trust other people are more likely to

participate actively in politics than those who are not

trusting. The hypotheses as stated regarding this variable

are incompletely specified. They recognize a negative

relationship with Spectator ( ~ ), a curvilinear relation~

ship with booster ( i), and a positive relationship with

gladiator ( + ), but do not specify the relative magnitudes

Of these relationships.

The scales to measure faith in people, and three

other variables (personal efficacy, social isolation and

political efficacy) were Obtained from the following

questions:
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Question 23 (p; 6)~~Now, some peOple prefer to

spend most of their time with a group Of friends,

while others Spend their time alone. Do you

spend your time: alone, depends on my mood, with

some friends.

Question 24 (p. 6)~~The most important thing is

to be in agreement with other people~~the question

Of who is right or who is wrong is secondary.

 

Question 25 (p. 6)~~I have to study more than my

classmates to get a good grade on an exam.

 

Question 26 (p. 6)~~There are many young students

in this country who get involved in politics tOO

much because Of lack Of discipline.

 

Question 27 (p. 6)~~My classmates have more luck

than I do.

 

Question 28 (p. 6)~~Sometimes politics and govern-

ment seem SO complicated that a person like me

cannot really understand what is going on.

Question 29¥(p. 6)~~I have Often felt that there

15 no sense in trying to be somebody in this life.

 

 

Question 32 (p. 7)~~If I do not watch out, people

will take advantage of me.

 

Question 33 (p. 7)~~PeOple like me do not fit in

society.

 

Question 34 (p. 7)~~Nowdays a person does not

really know whom he can count on.

 

Question 35 (p. 7)~~It is not really fair to bring

children into the world, seeing how things will be

in the future.

 

Question 36 (p. 7)~~Voting is the only way that

peOple like me can have any say about how the

government runs things.

 

Question 37 (p. 7)~~It is better to content oneself

with what one has than to get involved with new

things.

 

Question 39 (p. 7)~~People like me do not have

anything to say EBOut what the government does.

 

‘ m—i—r --—-"""
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Question 40 (p. 7)~~Now, which would you choose:

"Most people are disposed to help others," or

"most people are disposed to help themselves?"

 

Question 84 (p. 19)-~The real difference between the

people who succeed and those who fail is that those

Who succeed have luck. That is, success is more a

matter of luck than Of ability or individual effort.

 

Question 86 (p. 19)-~A bad law should be changed,

but while it stands, it ought to be obeyed.

 

Question 87 (p. 20)~~In spite Of what people say,

the conditiOn Of people like me is getting worse

instead of better.

 

Question 88 (p. 20)~~It is not worthwhile to bother

yourself about politics, because in general, the

politicians are not the most qualified individuals

in the society.

 

Question 93 (p. 20)~~Most Of the time I feel lonely.
 

Question 94 (p. 20)~~Most public Officials are not

interested in the problems Of people like me.

Question 95 (p, 20)~~There is little I can do to

change my life.

 

Question 96 (p. 21)-~My Opinions carry less weight

than the opinions of my classmates.

Question 97 (p. 21)-~When you get down tO it, no

one 18 g01ng to care much what happens to me.

Question 98 (p. 21)-~Human nature is fundamentally

cooperative.

Question 99 (p. 21)-~I seem to be the type of

person that has more bad luck than good luck.

Question 100 (p. 21)-~Nowdays a person has tO live

for today and not worry about the future.

Question 101 (p. 21)-~I feel I chose the wrong

career.

Question 102 (p. 21)-~Now, some people say that

most people can be trusted. Others say that you

cannot be too careful in your dealings with

other people. How do you feel about it: most

peOple can be trusted or cannot be tOO careful.
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These twenty-nine items were the same as those used

by Finifter to measure personal and political efficacy,

faith in people and social isolation. Even though some new

items were included most had been used in previous research.

The faith in people items were Obtained from Rosenberg

(1957), and the social isolation items from SrOle (1956),

Campbell and associate's items (1954) were utilized to

measure political and personal efficacy.

The above measures were tentatively assumed by

Finifter to cluster empirically in ways Similar to those

in previous studies, and to measure the same dimensions.

This assumption was similar to the one that I had to test

when measuring the dependent variables and some Of the

independent variables which required the use of complicated

scales. In the particular case of these four variables,

Finifter found that all the items that he included were

consistently related as the originators of these scales

stipulated except for Srole's items used to measure social

isolation. Then, as Finifter (1968: 112) puts it:

. . . On the basis Of these findings, a choice had

to be made between two alternative strategies: I

could ignore the empirical cluster patterns in

order to maintain the 'nominal' identities of the

various scales, as intended by their authors, or I

could let the data themselves dictate the construc-

tion of dimensions and thereby risk the di31ntegra~

tion of some previously devised scales. The second

choice seemed preferable for several reasons, .

.Particularly because no prior work had been carried

(NJt with these scales for the kind Of population I

WEis studying, and there was little to be gained by

sSupposing on a_priori grounds that the items would

behave in specific ways.
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The scales to measure these four variables in the

original study therefore were constructed taking into

account the empirical clustering Of the items. This was

a plausible decision and is discussed later.

After asking the same twenty-nine questions, I

factor analyzed the correlation matrix Of these items, again

using the multiple correlation Of each item with the rest

as the estimate of communality and an Oblique solution for

the rotation. A comparison of the factor analyses Of the

items in the UCAB and UCV studies is presented in Table 12.

After excluding items from the scales the final

composition Of the four scales was as follows:

Personal Efficacy Scale:

96 My Opinions carry less weight

+99 Have more bad than gOOd luck

+95 There is nothing I can do

+100 Have to live in present

+84 Success is luck vs. individual effort

+101 I chose the wrong career

87 Conditions Of people like me worse

Social Isolation Scale:

+93 Most Of the time I feel lonely

+86 Classmates have more friends

+23 Prefer to spend time alone

+33 People like me do not fit in society

Faith in People Scale:

+34 DO not know who can be counted on

+102 Can trust majority Of people

+32 People will take advantage of me

Political Efficacy Scale:

27 Mates have more luck than I

+37 Better not get involved in new

+28 Politics and government too complicated

+36 To influence government can only vote

+25 I have to study more for exams

+39 DO not have any say about government

*CorreSponding items.



102

Table 12

Political Efficacy, and Faith in People; UCAB and UCV Studies.

Arranged Rotated Factor Matrix of Items Measuring Personal Efficacy, Social Isolation,

 

 

 

 

UCAB Study UCV Study

No. Item PE SI PP Pol E No. PE SI FP P01 E

99 Have more bad than good luck .64 .05 ~.23 ~.ll 96 ~.SS .28 ~ 09 24

84 Success is luck vs. individual effort .62 ~.26 ~.O3 ~.19 99 .54 ~.24 .17 - 32

27 Mates have more luck than I .51 ~.06 .01 .02 95 .42 ~.05 .05 ~.26

95 There is nothing I can do .47 ~.05 ~.02 .03 100 39 ~.O7 .10 ~.13

101 I chose the wrong career .45 .10 ~.32 .00 84 .35 .01 .17 ~.28

24 Agreeing is more important .43 ~.27 .15 .01 97* .38 ~.18 .35 ~.15

29 Not worthwhile try to be someone .40 .14 ~.22 .00 101 .34 ~.21 .04 ~.12

100 Have to live in present .33 ~.09 .01 ~.16 87 -;33 .20 ~ 14 ~.03

35 Not fair to bring children into world .30 ~.Ol .02 ~.12 93 ~.30 .50 ~ 22 12

93 Most of time I feel lonely .12 .60 ~.27 .00 86 ~.29 .50 ~.04 .15

86 Classmates have more friends ~.24 .58 .08 ~.05 23 .00 .48 .02 -.Ol

33 People like me do not fit in society .01 .50 ~.32 .02 33 ~.13 .30 ~.16 .06

87 Conditions of people like me worse .06 .46 .01 .07 29' .17 ~.28 .09 ~.11

23 Prefer to spend time alone ~.23 .46 ~.06 .00 94* ~.15 #31 ~.22 .02

94 Officials not interested in my problems .23 .34 .04 ~.26 34 .12 ~.16 .45 ~.28

96 My opinions carry less weight .14 .112. .09 .09 102 .09 ~.02 .43 ~.10

39 Do not have any say about government ~.22 .15 .56 ~.04 32 .15 ~.l3 .34 ~.22

36 To influence govt. can only vote ~.02 .14 .44 .05 40' .03 ~.l3 .21 ~.02

37 Better not get involved in new .00 .06 .37 .08 98' .06 .07 _‘16_ .07

26 Too many students in politics ~.Ol ~.l4 .36 ~.06 27 .35 ~.21 .10 .44

25 I have to study more for exams .14 ~.l4 .35 .01 37 .21 .09 .02 .44

28 Politics and govt. too complicated .09 .12 .34 .01 28 .21 ~.13 .10 .42

88 Not worthwhile bother with politics .01 .13 .31 ;‘1; 36 .18 ~.13 .13 .38

102 Can trust majority of people ~.17 .29 .00 .53 25 .13 ~.02 .07 .38

40 Most people help others vs. self ~.lO .14 .02 .49 39 .26 ~.l3 .08 .36

34 DO not know who can count on ~.l3 ~.10 ~.14 .44 24' .19 .01 ~.10 .33

32 People will take advantage of me .01 .07 ~.06 .42 35‘ .ll ~.15 .18 ~.29

98 Human nature is cooperative .04 .00 .03 .38 26' ~.Ol .Ol .05 ~.2S

97 No One cares what happens to me ~.29 ~.09 .10 .34 88' .24 ~.15 .19 .26

 

  
'Excluded from cluster scales.
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Only three of the twenty items which finally com—

prised the four scales were non-corresponding items, which

is strong evidence for the stability of these scales. The

appropriateness of Finifter's decisions to allow the

empirical evidence to determine the construction of the

scales is validated by my data. This is especially indi-

cated by the high degree of correspondence of the scales

measuring social isolation and faith in peOple.l3 The

plausibility of this procedure for scale construction also

strengthens the early decisions I made with regard to con-

structing the dependent variable measures discussed at the

beginning of this chapter.

After discussing the construction of the measures

of these four variables I will continue the AID analysis

of the UCV data with regard to the variable "faith in

people." Faith in people appears related strongly in a

curvilinear pattern (i 1) to the booster style of political

participation. This variable is related curvilinearly to

gladiator (i 3), and positively (+ 2) to spectator style.

The strong relationship between faith in people and booster

Style makes theoretical sense since in order to be affilia-

tive a person has to have great deal of confidence in his

fellow human beings. The pattern of curvilinearity shows

 

 

13In considering the scale analysis (Table 9) of

these nmasures I not only took into account the Hoyt

reliakhility, since reliability may have been lower due to

e SuwflJ.number of items in some of the scales, but I

alSO Considered the biserial correlations for each item.



104

(please refer to the Appendices) that the relationship

between faith in people and booster style is positive

toward the middle scores of faith in people, the relation-

ship then becomes positive again toward the higher scores.

For the normative spectator a minimum amount of confidence

is also important in order for them to adhere to the norms

of their group or society. However, for the purposive

gladiator these considerations are not as important because

people are perceived as raw material for indoctrination

(such as we found in the case of "mate‘s political

interest").

With regard to the down-ranks, this variable is an

important predictor for all three styles in the UCV data.

In the particular case of booster this variable is 3rd in

importance. For gladiator and spectator it is also impor—

tant, 10th and 9th respectively.

18. Personal Efficacy

 

 
 

    

 

Cross-Ranks Down-Ranks

UCAB UCV UCAB UCV

S B G S B G S B G S B G

+1 -2 +3 +3 -1 +2 9 15 17 18 11 18

 

Persons who perceive themselves as efficacious and

who in general do not possess a sense of powerlessness are

more likely to participate in politics. Personal efficacy
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is hypothesized to be positively related to both spectator

and gladiator styles of political participation, strongly

for the former (+ l) and moderately for the latter (+ 2).

In the case of booster personal efficacy is expected to be

negatively and weakly associated (- 3) to this variable.

For gladiator and Spectator styles in which an

intrinsic political motivation is present, perceived personal

efficacy is important, and hence the positive hypothesized

relationships. The inverse relationship between personal

efficacy and booster style could be produced by a low sense

of self-worth, and gains in self-validations could be

obtained in the process of social interaction, afforded by

political campaigns.

The UCV data confirms the hypotheses with regard to

the negative relationship between personal efficacy and

the three styles of political participation. There is a

strong negative correlation (- l) for booster. With regard

to spectator and gladiator the relationship is also main-

tained even though the strength of it was not that pre-

dicted-—(+ 3) and (+ 2) respectively.

19. Political Efficacy

 
 

    

Cross-Ranks Down—Ranks

UCAB UCV UCAB UCV

S B G S B G S B G S B G
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People who consider themselves as politically

efficacious are more likely to participate in politics than

those who do not. The contention behind the hypotheses is

that political efficacy is positively related to all three

styles of political participation, since for all a sense

of political efficacy is necessary.

This variable should be positively and strongly

associated (+ 1) with the gladiator style of political

participation. For spectator the relationship should be

moderate (+ 2), while for booster should be weaker (+ 3).

The contention that booster is the least politically

efficacious is that boosters do not participate in politics

EE£.§E! but rather in affiliative aspects of it. Therefore,

a sense of political efficaciousness is not as essential

an ingredient for this style.

This variable has a positive relationship to the

three styles of political participation as was predicted in

the hypotheses, however, the intensity of this relationship

does not coincide perfectly with that which was expected,

as seen in the case of Spectator participation. Political

efficacy appears strongly negatively related (- l) to this

variable.

There is however, a fact that indicates on one hand

the importance of this variable for a theory of political

participation, and on the other hand makes the evaluation

of these results difficult. Political efficacy is one of

the most powerful predictors for all styles in both studies.
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In the UCAB study the down ranks on this variable are 3rd,

8th, and lst for spectator, booster and gladiator respec—

tively. In the UCV study the down ranks are 2nd, 6th, and

4th for spectator, booster and gladiator. Since these

ranks are so close and they could change very easily due

to the characteristics of the AID operation, the only

judgement that I want to make at this point is the recog-

nition of the importance of this variable and recommend

its inclusion in further analyses.

20. Social Isolation

 

 
 

 
   

 

Cross-Ranks Down-Ranks

UCAB UCV UCAB UCV

SBGS B G SBGSBG

-l -3 -2 -l -2 -3 4 29 26 5 10 ll

 

People who feel lonely and isolated tend to parti-

cipate less in politics than others. Anomie has also been

found associated with political participation, and for

this reason the items on anomie developed by Srole were

used. However, when they did not empirically "hang

together" the measurement of anomie pg£_§g_was dropped.

Instead of anomie a measure which Finifter called social

isolation was included in the analysis. As was said

earlier the same items which measured "social isolation"

appeared in the factor analyses of the UCAB and UCV data.
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With regard to this variable the hypotheses predict

a strong inverse relationship between social isolation and

spectator participation (- 1). For the other two styles,

booster ( — ) and gladiator ( - ), the hypothesized rela-

tionship is negative, but is not specified as to relative

strength of relationship.

The hypothesized strong inverse relationship

between spectator and social isolation is predicated on

the grounds that the more a person who is normatively

inclined feels estranged from his group, the less he will

participate as a spectator. In the case of booster and

gladiator, social isolation is also considered an impedi-

ment to the deve10pment of the activities of these two

styles.

The results of the UCV study also confirm the

strong inverse relationship (- 1) between this variable and

Spectator style. With regard to the other two styles the

negative relationship is again confirmed by these data.

The importance and the stability of the relation-

ship between social isolation and spectator style of

Political participation is illustrated by the importance

of this predictor to explain spectator for both studies.

In the UCAB study this variable was 4th in importance as

a Predictor of spectator, while in the UCV study it was 6th.
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21. Punitiveness (Strength of Superego)

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Cross-Ranks Down-Ranks

UCAB UCV UCAB UCV

S B G S B G S B G S B G

:1 :3 -2 +2 :3 :1 8 26 25 10 15 6

 

Persons who have a strong sense of moral respon-

sibility, a highly developed conscience, or a developed

superego using the Freudian terminology, are more likely

to participate in political activities which are encouraged

by these norms. It has been found that a feeling of

"citizen responsibility" is associated with a certain mode

of participation in politics.

The hypotheses suggest that there should be a strong

positive (+ 1) relationship between punitiveness and spec-

tator style of political participation. Since the spectator

Style by definition reflects a normative orientation to

political participation, the strength of the superego Should

be the most important ingredient for this participation

Style. Since this is not the case for either of the other

two styles, the relationship expected between punitiveness

and booster and gladiator styles should be negative,

although the strength of those relationships is not

SPGCified.
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A rationale for the formulation of these hypotheses

in the direction and the strengths previously stated is

also found in a study which included a sample of Venezuelan

student leaders performed about the time that the data for

the original study was collected. In this study (CENDES,

1967) it was found that punitiveness as measured by ques—

tions very similar to those used in the original study

(and in this replication) appeared to be negatively related

to the political participation of the students in a sample,

which by its very characteristics should have been made

up mostly of gladiators.18

A scale of punitiveness was formed by the combination

of questions 20, 21, and 22; these questions were of the

projective type.

Question 20 (p. 5)--What do you think should be

done with the son who neglects his schoolwork?

Question 21 (p. 5)--With the woman who is not

faithful to her husband?

Question 22 (p. 5)--And with the son who is old

enough to work, but does not want to?

 

The six categories into which these three questions

'were coded were intended to describe the degree of

 

18In CENDES (1967: 45-6) six questions were asked.

Iflhat should be done to (1) the person who never attends

church; (2) the father who deserts his family; (3) the

jhusband who is not faithful to his wife; (4) the wife who

is not faithful to her husband; (5) to the son who does

not want to work; and (6) to the neighbor who disturbs the

;public peace. Questions 4 and 5 were asked in both the

UCV’and the UCAB studies.
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punitiveness expressed by the respondents (for an explana-

tion of these categories see the appendices).

The results of the UCV AID analysis do not provide

conclusive evidence with regards to the direction of the

relationships between punitiveness and the three styles of

political participation. This makes it difficult to

evaluate the plausibility of the hypotheses. However, with

regard to the strength of the relationship some rejection

can be seen in the fact that the strongest relationship for

the UCV data is for the gladiator style (i l). Spectator

has a moderate relationship (+ 2) with this style, and

booster a weak one (i 3).

A look at the down ranks Shows that the down ranks

of this variable for booster are remarkably constant:

8th place for the UCAB data and 10th place for the UCV

data.

22. Self-Satisfaction

 

  

    

Cross-Ranks Down—Ranks

UCAB UCV UCAB UCV

S B G S B G S B G S B G

 

:2 :3 +1 :2.5 fl i2.5 11 23 4 12 4 17

 

No uniform opinion is found in the literature about

the relationship between political participation and self-

satisfaction, self—esteem, self-acceptance, or self—

contentment.
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The hypothesized relationships between self—

satisfaction and the three styles of political participa—

tion are as follows: A strong relationship is expected for

gladiator (i l), and a weak for booster (i 3); both

relationships are expected to be curvilinear. The con-

tention here is that for the purposive gladiator self—

satisfaction is an important ingredient of action. Rational

mastery over external and internal events is crucial to the

gladiator style of political participation. In the case of

booster that necessity is not the one that is dominant,

thus the hypothesized weak relationship. In the case of

spectator a moderate (+ 2) positive relationship is

expected.

The same Q-sort instrument used to measure asser—

tiveneSS, extroversion and Openmindedness was used to

measure this variable. Self-satisfaction is the discrepancy

in the answers to questions 62 and 63. In question 62 (p.

15) the students were asked to rate on a three point scale

30 personal characteristics. In Question 63 (p. 16) the

students were presented again with the same characteristics,

except that this time they were asked to rate themselves

according to how they would like to be from an ideal point

of view. The two sets of characteristics were correlated.

High positive correlation coefficients reflect high self-

satisfaction. High negative correlation coefficients

reflect high self-dissatisfaction. The correlations
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obtained for the UCV sample ranged from +1.00 (for students

highly satisfied with themselves) to -.38 (for students who

wanted to be very different from the way they perceived

themselves at the time).19

The results of the AID analysis for this variable

shows the relationships to be most intense for booster

(: l), and equally for spectator (: 2.5), and gladiator

(: 2.5). A look at the down-ranks, however, Shows that the

results for spectator are highly stable; 11th place for the

UCAB data, 17th place for the UCV data. However, the

relationship between booster and gladiator and self-

satisfaction appears highly unstable; 23rd and 4th for the

booster and 4th and 17th for gladiator for the UCAB and UCV

data, respectively.

Career Orientation
 

23. Intrinsic Career Involvement

 

  

 
  

 

 

Cross-Ranks Down-Ranks

UCAB UCV UCAB UCV

S B G S B G S B G S B G

-3 -2 -l -3 -2 -1 l3 6 2 l3 8 3

 

19In order to facilitate the AID analysis (the AID

,program used does not accept negative numbers and does not

(allow variables with values equal or greater than 63),

'the correlation coefficients were recoded.
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Persons who are more involved in their careers are

less likely to participate in politics than those who are

less involved. The idea behind this assertion is that the

resources that an individual invests in a career cannot

also be used at the same time for participation in poli-

tics, because these are competing activities. This is the

same type of reasoning that was used to explain the rela-

tionship between being married, or being employed and

political participation.

Following this line of reasoning it is hypothesized

that a negative relationship should exist between intrinsic

career involvement and all three styles of political parti-

cipation. However, the negative relationship will be

strongest for the gladiator style (- l). Gladiator

activities are the most demanding, and therefore compete

more for the individual's resources. A moderate negative

relationship (- 2) is also expected for booster, because

the affiliative type of activities associated with this

style also compete with time and effort involved in the

studies, even though not with the same intensity as the

gladiator activities. In the case of spectator activities

one can say that in comparison to the other two styles they

do not require the same amount of time and effort, and for

this reason the negative relationship is hypothesized to

be weaker (- 3) than booster and gladiator style.

A scale intended to determine the amount of career

involvement was developed from the following questions:
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1 Question 3 (p. l)-+What are the reasons that

influenced your choice of this field?

Reasons associated with career involvement

were scored 6 points; if no mention was

made of career involvement the score was 0.

 

2 Question 5 (p. 2)--And what are the Specific

things about your field that you do not like

very much?

If no specific complaints were mentioned the

scoring was 6, if negative aSpects of the

field were mentioned the scoring was 0.

3 Question 4 (p. 1)--What specific things do you

like best about your career?

Same codes as question 3

 

4 Question 6 (p; 2)--Would you say that your

career is a means to reach other ends, or is

an end in itself?

Iffwend in itself," the code is 6; if a

means to reach other ends the code is O.

 

 

5 Question 6a (p. 2)--What goals are you pursuing

by studying this career?

 

Question 6b (p. 2)--Why do you consider it as

an end in itself?

 

These two questions were coded as if they

were one. The codes are the same as question

3.

6 Question 8 (p. 3)--How often would you say you

discuss classwork with your fellow students?

Coded 6 if frequently, 3 sometimes and

0 almost never.

 

7 Question 10 (p. 3)-—If you had to choose your

career over again, would you choose?

Coded 6 for the same career, 0 for another

career.

8 Question 11 (p. 3)--After you have finished your

classes at the university do you review your notes?

6 everyday, 3 sometimes, 0 only before

examinations or almost never.
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9 Question 12 (p. 3)-—Approximate1y how many hours

did you spend studying last week?

Question 13 (p. 3)--Do you usually spend about

the same number of hours studying each week?

Question 13a (p. 3)--If no, how many hours do

you usually Spend?

Coded into 7 categories, from 6 for 30 or

more hours per week to 0 less than 5 hours

or never study.

 

 

 

After making thaanalyses of the scales formed by

these nine items I decided to drop three items which had

very low biserial correlation and which had a very low

discriminating capacity. The scale used for the final

analysis is composed of the six items above numbered 2,

3, 5, 6, 7 and 8.

The results of the UCV study confirm the hypotheses

and corroborate the findings of the UCAB study in their

entirety: Gladiator (- 1), booster (- 2), and Spectator

<- 3). ‘

A look at the down~ranks related to this variable

indicates also the impressive stability of the prediction

for each of the three styles of political participation.

For the UCAB study intrinsic career involvement ranked 13th,

6th and 2nd in predictive power respectively for spectator,

booster and gladiator. In the UCV study the predictive

importance was 13th, 8th, and 3rd also for Spectator,

booster, and gladiator. These results I think are one of

the most important contributions made by the replication,

since in spite of all the compexity of the AID analysis,

the low Hoyt reliability of the scale used, and other



117

complications that could have prevented reproduction, the

original results are strongly corroborated.

24. Mobility Aspiration

 

 
 

 

  
 

 

Cross-Ranks Down-Ranks

UCAB UCV . UCAB ‘ UCV

s B G s B G s B G s B G

+2 -1 -3 :1 -3 -2 17 2 24 22 31 29

 

It seems as if time and other resources Spent in

pursuing upward vertical mobility compete with political

participation. With regard to the hypotheses linking this

variable to the three styles of political participation

because of its "resource allocation" characteristics, its

relationship to the booster and gladiator styles of

political participation is expected to be negative.

However, the intensity of the relationship will vary. It

is expected that the relationship between booster and

mobility aspiration should be negative and strongest (- 1).

The rationale is that the affiliative activities of booster

will conflict more with political participation than any

of the other styles. In the case of the gladiator style,

the relationship is expected to be negative and weak (- 3),

again some competition is expected but the strength of the

hypothesized relationship reflects the possibility that

some mobility can also be achieved through the political
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route, because politics can be an important avenue for

social mobility. For spectator style the relationship is

expected to be moderate and curvilinear (: 2).

A scale to measure mobility aSpiration was con-

structed from the following four questions:

1 Question 3 (p. l)—-What are the reasons that

influenced your choice in this field?

Coded 5 if money or professional status or

other mobility related answers were mentioned,

0 if not.

 

2 Question 4 (p. l)--What Specific things do you

like best about your career?

Same codes as question 3

 

3 Question 6 (p. 2)--Would you say that your

career is a means to reach other ends, or is

an end in itself?

If means to reach other ends the code is 5,

if end in itself the code is 0.

 

 

4 Question 123 (p. 25)--How do you think your

future level of life will be compared to what

your parents have (had)? Would you say it

will be

Coded into 5 categories from 5 a lot

higher, to l a lot lower

 

The UCV results confirm the hypotheses only with

regard to the direction of the relationships between

booster (- 3) and gladiator (- 2) and mobility aspiration.

For spectator style, however, the relationship is strong

and curvilinear (i 1).

An inspection of the down-ranks reveals that the

predictive power of this variable, for the spectator and

gladiator styles, has remained stable between the two

studies; respectively 17th place for UCAB and 22nd place
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for UCV, 24th for UCAB and 29th for UCV. However, a large

discrepancy occurred in the relationship between this

variable and booster: 2nd for UCAB, 3lst for UCV. This

change leads me to reject the hypotheses. I wonder if

there has been a change over time on booster which has made

the affiliative element less important for social mobility.

It may reflect a decrease in particularistic ways of attain-

ing upward social mobility.

Social Integration

25. Acknowledged Ego Model

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

Cross-Ranks Down-Ranks

UCAB UCV UCAB UCV

S B G S B G S B G S B G

+3 +1 +2 +2 :3 +1 34 7 34 34 35 33

 

Persons who follow the example of others, and who

find an identifiable model in other persons, are more

likely to participate more in politics than those who lack

these personal models.

The hypotheses only predict the relationship

between acknowledged ego model and booster style of poli-

tical participation. The relationship between booster and

this variable is predicted to be strong and positive

(+ 1), the contention is that identification with another

person is important for affiliative reasons.
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Students were requested to provide information

about the existence of ego models in a series of questions:

Question 7 (p. 2)--In choosing a career, or in

draw1ng up a general plan of life, many people

follow the example given by individuals whom

they know and admire, and whom they would like

to resemble. Now, try to think of the people

you know. Can you think of anyone you would like

to be like?

1 yes, 0 no

The respondents who answer "no" to question 7 were

further asked:

Question 7b (p. 2)--For example, some peeple say

that they would like to be like a member of

their family, a professor they have known, a

boss they have had, or a speaker they have heard.

Is there anyone you would like to be like?

1 yes, 0 no

The results of the UCV study do not confirm the

hypotheses: (+ 2), (: 3) and (+ l) for spectator, booster

and gladiator, respectively. However, a look at the

down-ranks indicates the consistently low predictive power

of this variable. In the UCAB study it was 34th for spec-

tator, and 34th for gladiator. In the UCV study for the

three styles the order was 34th for spectator and 33rd

place for gladiator. Booster, again, showed a large dis-

crepancy; 7th in the UCAB study and 35th for UCV.
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26. Family Integration

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

Cross-Ranks Down-Ranks

UCAB UCV UCAB UCV

S B G S B G S B G S B G

+3 +1 +2 -2.5 -2.5 -l 29 19 29 36 36 32

 

Persons who are members of highly cohesive families

are more likely to participate politically than those who

are not.

Family integration is hypothesized to be positively

correlated with all the three styles of political partici-

pation. A relationship of equal importance is predicted

for gladiator (+ 1.5) and booster (+ 1.5), since it was

hard to differentiate theoretically for which of these two

styles this variable would be more important. For Specta-

tor, however, the same direction of relationship was hypo-

thesized, but its strength was predicted to be weaker (+ 3).

Information about family integration was obtained

from question 3 (p. 1). If a student answered either that

he had chosen his career because of family influence, or to

emulate his father or other family members, they were

scored 1, if not they were scored 0.

The results of the UCV study run completely Opposite

to the hypotheses. The relationship between family integra-

tion and the three styles of political participation are all
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negative. This relationship is strongest for gladiators

(- l) and of and equal Size for booster (- 2.5), and

Spectator (- 2.5).

Any definitive conclusion about the strength and

stability of the findings regarding family integration is

limited by the consistent low explanatory power of this

variable in both studies. In the UCAB study family inte-

gration ranked 29th, 19th and 29th for spectator, booster

and gladiator. The corresponding ranking for the UCV

study were 36th, 36th and 32nd. This means that the con-

tribution to the explanatory power of the theory provided

by this variable was close to.nil, and replicably so.

27. Sociality

 

  

    

 

Cross-Ranks Down-Ranks

UCAB UCV UCAB UCV

S B G S B G S B G S B G

-3 +1 +2 -2 +1 +3 36 21 33 33 9 35

 

Persons who spend their leisure time socializing

are more likely to participate in politics than those who

do not.

Since booster activities are concerned with the

affiliative aspects of behavior, this variable should be

strongly and positively associated (+ l) with this style

Of political participation. With regard to the other

two styles, it is also hypothesized that the relationship
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in both cases is curvilinear. The hypotheses recognize

that there is a certain element of socializing for

gladiator, while in the case of spectator the inverse

relationship shows low interpersonal skills and competence.

Information about sociality was obtained from

question 48 (p. 12) "Most of us have some hobby that

interests us outside of our studies or work. What do you

do in your leisure time?" If socializing with friends,

visiting, dating, or going to parties or similar socializ-

ing activities were mentioned the question was coded 1,

if not it was coded 0.

The results of the UCV study confirm the strong

and positive (+ 1) relationship between sociality and

booster style. With regard to the other two styles, also

a positive relationship was found between gladiator and

sociality even though this time it is weak (+ 3). It is

moderate and negative for spectator (- 2). In this study,

the relationship between sociality and spectator is also

negative.

A look at the down ranks of the two studies indi-

cates the increasing importance of this variable as predic-

tor of sociality for the booster style of political

participation. It was let in the UCAB study and it is

9th in the UCV study.- What is more important to point

out, however, is that for gladiator and spectator styles
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this variable has very low predictive power. This leads me

to believe that sociality is indeed a very important

variable for booster, but of little value for either of the

other two styles.

28. Church Attendance

 

  

    

 

Cross-Ranks Down-Ranks :-

UCAB UCV UCAB UCV

S B G S B G S B G S B G ~~

:3 +1 +2 +1 :3 +2 15 12 12 ll 26 19

 

Persons who attend religious services are more

likely to participate in politics than those who do not.

No information is provided for the strength of I

the expected positive relationships except for the case of

booster when this is expected to be strong (+ 1). The

hypothesized direction for the booster style is again

associated with the interpretation that attendance at

religious service is often an affiliative type of activity.

Information about the church attendance patterns of

the students was requested in Question 122a (p. 25) "How

often do you go to church (temple)?" There were eight

coding categories from never (coded l) to every day (coded

8).

Since UCAB is a Catholic University, and UCV a

State sponsored university I expected to find a significantly

higher church attendance from the first sample. The
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evidence, however, is that there are no major differences

with regard to this variable between the two samples.

In the UCV study the hypotheses are not confirmed

with regards to booster; booster has a curvilinear rela-

tionship of (i 3) while spectator has one of (+ 1). For

booster the relationship between this variable (see appen—

dices) starts out as a negative one, it becomes positive

when the frequency of church attendance is from 3 to 11

times a year, and then becomes negative again. These find-

ings, however, can be interpreted in the light of the

theory. The normative, tradition-supporting value of

church attendance for spectators, is greater than the

affiliative value of church attendance for boosters.

Life Evaluation, Happiness and Optimism

29. Evaluation of Self at Present

 

 

 

 

 

Cross-Ranks Down-Ranks

UCAB UCV UCAB UCV

S B G S B G S B G S B G

—1 +2 -3 :2 :3 -l 3 24 23 8 l9 5

 

Persons who are generally content with themselves

are more likely to participate in politics than those who

are not. The literature on social movements (see Blumer,

1969) presents the idea that a certain amount of dissatis-

faction is necessary for individuals to engage in political
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activity. Davies (1962) also points out that dissatisfac-

tion with oneself can provide the incentive for political

action, that when collectively organized, could become the

germ of a revolutionary movement.

The hypotheses only express that a negative

correlation ( — ) is expected between evaluation of self

at present and the gladiator style. The defense of this

contention is that engaging in gladiator—type activities

is contingent on the state of personal dissatisfaction as

expressed by low evaluation of self at present.

The self-anchoring scale devised by Cantril (1965)

was used to measure this variable as well as three others

(rating of self in past, rating of country at present,

rating of country in past).

Information about rating of self at present, and

rating of self in the past was obtained from questions

43a and 43b. The students were presented with a picture

of a ladder, this ladder had 11 steps, numbered 0 to 10.

They were asked to place themselves and Venezuela on this

symbolic ladder. In question 43a they were asked infor-

mation about where they felt they stood at the present.

In question 43b they were asked where they thought they

stood on the ladder five years ago.

Questions 46a and 46b also followed the format of

the self-anchoring scale which used the ladder, except

that in this case students were asked to rate their
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country, Venezuela. In question 46a the request was to

place Venezuela on the ladder at the present, and in

question 46b (p. 11) was to place Venezuela where it was

on the ladder five years ago.20

The results of the UCV study confirm the hypo-

theses. Gladiator is indeed negatively (— l) correlated

with the evaluation of self at present.

A look at the down-ranks of the two studies indi-

cates that the importance of this variable for explaining

gladiator style of political participation appears to have

increased markedly over the time span between the two

studies: from 23rd in UCAB to 5th in UCV. The increasing

importance of this variable for explaining the gladiator

style should not cause us to dismiss the fact that for

spectator "evaluation of self at present" has shown a

remarkable degree of stability over time ,3rd in UCAB and

8th in UCV.

30. Evaluation of Self in Past

 

 

 

 
 

  

 

Cross-Ranks Down-Ranks

UCAB UCV UCAB UCV

S B G S B G S B G S B G

-2 +3 -1 -2 +3 -1 22 30 10 15 18 12

 

 

20To facilitate computer analysis of these variables

steps 0 and l were combined (step 0 had an average of 3% of

‘the cases), and then a constant of l was subtracted from

(mach score. The range of this variable therefore was from

(J to 9.
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Following the same rationale as for “evaluation of

self at present,“ a person who is dissatisfied with his

evaluation of himself in the past should be a more likely

participant in political activities.

The hypotheses therefore reflect this fact by

expecting a negative relationship ( - ) between evaluation

of self in past and gladiator participation. No hypotheses

were advanced for the two other styles.

The measures were obtained from the self—anchoring

scale. The results of the UCV study also confirm the

hypotheses. Furthermore, these results are identical to

those of the first study in both the direction and in the

strength of the relationships. With regards to the down-

ranks the relative importance of this variable has remained

relatively stable over the two studies. This relative

stability was also found in the relationship between all

three styles and evaluation of self in present.

31. Evaluation of Country at Present

 

  

    

 

Cross-Ranks Down-Ranks

UCAB UCV UCAB UCV

S B G S B G S B G S B G

:1 +2 -3 -2 +1 -3 18 20 28 4 2 7

 

The hypotheses predict that for the affiliative

lmooster the relationship with evaluation of country at
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present should be positive. Emotional support for the

country should be the motivating force for this style.

For gladiator and spectator, where this type of motivating

force is not expected, the relationship is expected to be

negative.

A positive and strong relationship (+ l) was found

between booster participation and this variable. The rela-

tionship was moderate and negative for spectator (- 2), and

slightly inverse for gladiator (- 3).

The most important fact about this variable, how-

ever, is its increasing importance. There were many

factors which in early 1974 could have made the evaluation

of their country by the university students included in

this research somewhat high. As stated before in this

dissertation, a new administration was about to be

installed, the government had changed hands for the second

time. That is, had changed from one political party to

another. This made many Venezuelans more optimistic about

the stability of the political system, and the future of

democracy in the Country. On the economic Side there were

aalso some signs which warranted optimism; the full reali-

zation of the surplus produced by the OPEC oil price

0 I I 21 O D O 0

increases was in the air. The new administration beSides

Iuiving control over vast resources also had political support

 

21Venezuela is a member of OPEC (Organization of

Ekatroleum Exporting Countries), and a major oil producer.
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which was manifested in control of Congress by the govern-

ment party. All these factors contributed to the general

mood of optimism that was prevalent during those recent

days in Venezuela.

In spite of the increased importance of this

variable, I feel that the most important finding which can

be reported from this data is the fact that booster

remained positively associated with evaluation of country

at present; a development that is concordant with the

general theory.

32. Evaluation of Country in Past

 

 

 

  

 

 

Cross-Ranks Down-Ranks

UCAB UCV UCAB UCV

S B G S B G S B G S B G

-l :2 +3 +3 —1 -2 7 ll 14 21 13 20

 

This variable is deemed to be strongly associated

with the one previously discussed, and for that reason the

rationale for the hypotheses and the expected relationships

are the same.

No confirmation of the hypotheses is provided from

the UCV data. There is no pattern which can be compared

‘vith any of the hypotheses-expected relationships. This

‘variable is strongly and negatively (— 1) associated with

kxooster style; gladiator (- 2) is negatively and spectator
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(+ 3) is positively associated, respectively. In retro-

spect, I feel that an interpretation of these results is

not at odds with the tricomponential theory. The more a

person values the immediate past of his country, the less

his tendency to participate because of affiliative reasons.

The reverse argument could be made for the normative Spec-

tator: the more he lauds his country's past, the more he

will engage in normative-type of activities.

The down-ranks indicate that the relative impor-

tance of this variable for booster and gladiator has

remained very stable.

Participation—Specific Attitudes
 

33. Humanitarian Social Service

 

 
 

  
  

 

Orientation

Cross-Ranks Down—Ranks

UCAB UCV UCAB UCV

S B G S B G S B G S B G

+3 +1 +2 -3 -2 -1 31 16 20 30 28 26

 

This variable and the next three (social reform

<3rientation, nationalism, and student role responsibility)

«can be considered as measures of "altruism." Their common

(iimension is a concern for others. In the literature it

113 found that persons who feel responsibility toward

cythers have a greater tendency to participate politically.
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These four variables are intended to find out how these

different manifestations of “altruism" are related to the

three styles of political participation.

It is hypothesized that there will be a positive

relationship between "humanitarian social service orienta—

tion" and the three styles of political participation.

However, since the motivation to act in politics, which is

influenced by feelings of human identification, is con-

sistently more important for affiliative reasons it is

hypothesized that this variable will be strongly corre-

lated to booster style of political participation (+ l).

A scale was constructed to measure humanitarian

social service orientation, and was composed of questions

3 (p. 1), questions 4 and 6a,b. The respondents were

scored a point for each one of the answers to these ques-

tions which involved humanitarian reasons for choosing

their career, or by stating that their career aims involved

humanitarian reasons.

The results of the UCV study do not confirm these

jhypotheses. The relationship between humanitarian social

service orientation is negative for all the three styles

<3f political participation. The strengths are (- l) for

<gladiator, (- 2) for booster and (- 3) for spectator.

With regards to the down ranks, however, the

faredictive power of this variable is consistently low for

the two studies.
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34. Social Reform Orientation

 

 

 

 
 
  

 

Cross-Ranks Down-Ranks

UCAB UCV UCAB UCV

S B G S B G S B G S B G

+1 +2 +3 +2 +1 +3 2 3 7 7 5 16

 

Social reform orientation is predicted to be

positively strongly to moderately related (+ 1.5) to both

spectator and gladiator styles of political participation.

The contention is that for the purposive gladiator and

for the normative spectator the desire to obtain social

reform via political participation will motivate action.

In the case of booster the hypotheses expect that since

booster is not intrinsically involved in politics per se,

the relationship will be positive but weak (+ 3).

A scale to measure social reform orientation was

composed of question 3 (p. 1), question 4 (p. 1), questions

6a,b (p. 2) and question 53 (p. 12). The first three ques-

tions dealt with reasons for choosing a career and for the

goals that were assigned to the career. If social reforms

reasons were given, students were scored "5;" if not, "0."

The last question requested the students' opinion of the

class differences in Venezuelan society. The responses to

this question permitted the construction of a five-point

scale, ranging from "strong opposition to the existing

order" (scored 5) to'Strong support of it" (scored 1).
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The results of the UCV study indicate that all the

relationships between social reform orientation and the

three styles of political participation are positive.

The strength of these relationships, however, differ from

both the hypotheses and the UCAB results. This variable

is the most important predictor for booster style of

political participation (+ l). Gladiator (+ 3) and spec—

tator (+ 2) also Show positive relationships.

With regard to the relationship between social

reform orientation and booster style, the affiliative

nature of booster determines the strong positive relation-

ship. However, there are other considerations which cannot

be made without a look at the down ranks. The down ranks

indicate that this variable has maintained a consistent

importance over time. The down ranks for spectator,

booster and gladiator were 2nd, 3rd and 7th for the UCAB

study and 7th, 5th and 7th for the UCAB study and 7th, 5th

and 16th for the UCV study, respectively. The closeness

of the down ranks for booster and Spectator for the two

studies leads me to accept these results cautiously.

However, the fact stands that booster and spectator are

influenced greatly by social reform orientation, and even

though for gladiator the influence is less, it is never—

theless very significant.
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35. Nationalism

 

 
 

 
  

 

Cross-Ranks Down-Ranks

UCAB UCV UCAB UCV

S B G S B G S B G S B G

+1 +3 +2 +3 +2 +1 27 36 31 28 l4 l3

 

It is hypothesized that nationalism will be

strongly to moderately (+ 1.5) associated with Spectator

and gladiator styles of political participation. For

Spectator the normative elements associated with nationalism

will serve as a motivator for action. For gladiator the

nationalistic element is important as a motivator of pur-

posive action, since allegiance to the nation will serve

as a very important inducement. For booster the hypotheses

recognize a weak relationship ( 3 ) but do not state the

direction of this relationship.

A scale to measure nationalism was formed with

question 3 (p. 1), and questions 6a,b (p. 2). These two

questions, as mentioned before, dealt with reasons for

choosing a career and goals assigned to the career. If

the students mentioned nationalistic reasons for any one

(3f these items they were scored “1," if not "0."

The results of the UCV study indicate that there

:is a positive relationship between nationalism and the

titree styles of political participation. The strongest

rmelationship is found for gladiator (+ 1), the moderate
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for booster (+ 2) and the weakest for Spectator (+ 3).

The fact that for the UCV data the first cross rank is

for gladiator does not contradict the hypotheses, but is

not in agreement with the UCAB findings, in which the

first cross rank is for spectator. It is theoretically

plausible to explain the importance of this variable for

gladiator on the grounds that a greater perceived sense

of nationalism is more prevalent today than was the case

10 years ago, and therefore there is a greater inducement

to become a gladiator for nationalistic reasons.

A look at the down ranks indicates that the impor-

tance of this variable has increased over time. For

spectator, booster and gladiator it was 27th, 36th and

Blst in 1964, and respectively it was 28th, 14th and 13th

in 1974.

36. Student Role Responsibility

 

  

  
  

 

Cross-Ranks Down-Ranks.

UCAB UCV UCAB (UCV m

S B G S B G S B G S B G

+1 +3 +2 +2 +3 +1 5 22 ll 3 25 1

 

"Student Role Responsibility" is used to mean the

xmay'the students recognize special responsibilities

arttached to their role of students in Venezuelan society.

ZIt is hypothesized that there will be a positive relation—

sflnip between each of the three styles and student role
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responsibility. This variable will be more important for

the norm sensitive spectator (+ l), moderately important

for gladiator (+ 2) and weakest for booster (+ 3).

Three questions were presented to the students in

order to determine their student role responsibility.

Question 17 (p. 4)--Do you think that being a

university student involves any special

obligations, apart from your studies, or not?

 

 

Question 18 (p. 4)--Do you think that university

students have Special responsibilities in the

change and development of the country?

 

Question 19 (p. 4)--Do you think that you

personally can do anything in the process

of change in Venezuela?

 

 

If mention was made of any obligations or responsi-

bilities associated with role as a student, the answers

were coded 1, if not 0.

The direction of the relationship between this

variable and the three styles of political participation

is confirmed; all the relationships are positive. The

:strengths, however, vary: gladiator (+-1L booster (+ 3)

euui spectator (+ 2). In spite of the differences in the

<gladiator and spectator styles between the two studies

auni the hypotheses, for booster the two studies Show the

weakest relationship between this variable and this style.

The down ranks indicate that the importance of

thits'variable has been consistently high for spectator and

gljuiiator for both studies, and has remained consistently

ltwvzfor booster. For spectator, booster and gladiator it
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was 5th, 22nd and 11th in 1963, respectively, and 3rd,

25th and lst in 1973.

Overall Comparison Between the AID

Models of the Two Studies

After the variable-by—variable evaluation presented

in the previous section I proceed now to make an overall

comparison of the AID models of the two studies. The goals

of this comparison are: (a) ordering the variables with

regard to the degree of agreement between the hypotheses

and the results of the two studies; (b) deciding which

variables will be excluded from the systematic replication

research; and (c) arriving at an evaluation of the success

or failure of the virtual replication.

Ordering the Variables with Regard

to the Degree of Agreement of the

Hypotheses and the Results of

the Two Studies

 

 

I will use the information contained in Table 8

to determine the degree of agreement shown throughout the

two studies, the emphasis on this agreement is theoreti-

cal, that is, the extent the results of the two studies

agree with the hypotheses obtained from the tricomponential

theory.

I think that the highest degree of agreement that

can be expected from any variable is in both the direction

(and.strength of the cross ranks. Variables in this cate—

gory (Category 1).are:
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Parental political interest

13 Assertiveness

23

3O

Intrinsic career involvement

Evaluation of self in past

The next degree of agreement (Category 2) is

agreement on first or third cross-ranks when these ranks

clearly define the particular styles. The following

variables agree with the hypotheses and the UCAB study

on the first cross ranks, excepting variables 19 and 36

which agree on the third cross ranks:

4

5

12

14

15

19

20

27

36

Sex

Nativity

Perceived political interest of classmates

Conventional authority orientation

Extroversion

Political efficacy (also agreement in

direction)

Social isolation (also agreement in

direction)

Sociality (also agreement in direction)

Student role reSponSibility

I considered agreement in direction to be the

.next.category of agreement (Category 3). The variables

which Show coincidence of direction between the hypotheses

euui the results of the two studies are:

l

2

3

8

18

21

22

Father's occupation (also empirical agreement

on first rank)

Father's education (also empirical agreement

on second rank)

Age

Labor force status

Personal efficacy

Punitiveness

Self-satisfaction

 

22By empirical agreement I mean that the results

of tflue two studies agree with each other but they repre-

sentL<iiscordance with the hypotheses.
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28

29

31

34

35
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Mobility aspiration

Church-attendance

Evaluation of self at present

Evaluation of country at present

Social reform orientation

Nationalism

There is also a residual category (Category 4) of

variables of qualified agreement. The degree of agreement

of these variables did not allow me to classify them in

any of the previously discussed categories. These

variables are:

6

11

Size of birthplace (agreement in ranks but

not in direction)

Parent--chi1d political agreement (empirical

agreement in direction)

The last category of variables (Category 5) com-

prises those in which agreement was found neither in any

of the cross-ranks nor in direction. Those variables

are:

16

17

25

26

32

33

Marital status

Absence of father

Openmindedness

Faith in people

Acknowledged ego model

Family integration

Evaluation of country at past

Humanitarian social service

Rationale for Excluding Variables for

the Systematic Replication

The rationale for excluding variables is that since

tju3.AID model is an interactive model each variable has to

compete with the rest in terms of explanatory power, then

tflua explanatory power of many of the variables will be

more clearly defined when those which show a very low
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predictive importance are not again considered. Addition-

ally, the exclusion of variables from a new model can also

serve as a further test of the robustness of the AID

algorithm and both the UCAB and UCV results.

It is clear that the eight variables included in

Category 5 Show the least degree of agreement between the

two sets of AID results and the hypothesized relationships.

The preliminary conclusion, however, is that their con-

sistent lack of predictive importance provides enough

justification for excluding them from the systematic

replication part of this research. However, Since I have,

in the evaluation of the importance of the variables,

considered not only degree of agreement but also predic-

_ tive importance I will do the same during this evaluation.

I will therefore take into account the predictive impor-

tance of these eight variables, as determined by their

down-ranks. The rationale behind this decision is that

in spite of their low replicability, I want to retain

variables with an appreciable level of predictive impor-

tance (as measured by the down ranks). All these variables

excepting l6, "openmindedness," 17, "faith.in people,“ and

32, "evaluation of country at past" show consistently low

down ranks. For this reason all variables included in

category 5 will be excluded from consideration except the

three variables just mentioned.

Before proceeding with the systematic replication

I will make a preliminary evaluation of the virtual
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replication, since more detailed consideration will be

given to this evaluation in the concluding chapter.

It seems to me that in spite of the obstacles for

obtaining agreement between the hypotheses and the AID

results for the two studies, the two sets of data Show a

high degree of coincidence. A non—trivial degree of

agreement was obtained from 26 out of the 36 variables

considered (those variables comprised categories 1, 2 and

3).



CHAPTER IV

THE SYSTEMATIC REPLICATION

In the systematic replication part of this research

I will start by presenting the new hypotheses to be tested.

These hypotheses will be considered together with those

hypotheses which survived the test performed by the virtual

replication.

Table 13 will introduce the new variables and the

hypothesized relationships which I propose are derived

from the tricomponential theory of action.

Evaluation of the AID Model

As in the virtual replication, I will analyze the

:new set of variables through the use of the Automatic

Interaction Detector. In Tables 14 and 15 the results of

‘this analysis are presented.

The following is a variable-by-variable presenta-

tzion of the five new variables to be considered in this

ssystematic replicstion. I now present the rationale for

fiarmulating the new hypotheses, and then explain the measures

arui results associated with the particular variables.
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Table 13

Hypothesized Relationships of Variables for Predicting

Three Styles of Political Participation: EXpected

Directions and Cross-Style Rank Orders of

Explanatory Power. New Hypotheses.

 

Spectator Booster Gladiator

 

A1

A2

A3

Individual modernity

(high scores) vs.

traditionalism - 1 + 3 + 2

Place of residence

(provincial = 1

VS- Caracas = O) + 1

Concentration in tradi-

tional discipline (1)

vs. non-traditional

 

discipline (0) + 1

A4 Satisfaction with life

as student
- 1

A5 Scholastic ability + 1

Note: "1" means "most important" or largest PEP coefficient;

"2" means "moderate" PEP coefficient; and "3" means

"least important" PEP coefficient. "+" indicates a

direct relationship; "-" indicates an inverse

relationship.

The hypotheses are intended to be propositions

derived from the three-fold typology on which the theory

is based. The first set of hypotheses to be introduced

in the systematic replication as elaborations of the

tricomponential theory of social action, deals with the

possible relationship between degree of individual
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and Down Ranks for Three Styles of Political Participation.
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Table 14

Potential Explanatory Power (PEP) Coefficients

 

   

 

Spectator Booster Gladiator

PEP Down PEP Down PEP Down

Rank Rank Rank

1 FATHEROCCUPATION .07373 31 .12325 17 .06097 26

2 FATHEREDUCATION .14186 14 .11272 20 .07180 25

3 AGE .13743 17 .11714 19 .05980 27

4 SEX .06879 32 .03708 35 .03883 31

5 NATIV-FOREIGN .04752 35 .07243 32 .07679 23

6 SIZEPLABRTH .08859 27 .11258 21 .08812 18

1A MODERNITY .27511 1 .12603 16 .14746 2

8 LABORFORCESTATUS .01990 36 .07332 31 .05072 29

2A PLACERESIDENCE .05292 33 .01896 36 .00896 36

10 PARENTPOLITICALINTER .26567 2 .21697 1 .13746 4

ll PARENTAGREE .10930 22 .09145 28 .03992 30

12 MATESINTEREST .13374 19 .08606 29 .02622 35

13 ASSERTIVE .09987 25 .07871 30 .08665 l9

l4 CONVENTIONALAUTHORITY .15320 12 .10179 24 .11394 7

15 EXTROVERSION .10853 23 .13914 9 .09626 l4

l6 OPENMINDEDNESS .13105 20 .13460 12 .10395 ll

17 FAITHINPEOPLE .15937 9 .18040 4 .09816 13

18 PERSONALEFFICACY .15794 11 .13881 10 .07225 24

19 POLITICALEFFICACY .24453 3 .16314 7 .11777 5

20 SOCIALISOLATION .17848 4 .13243 14 .10141 12

21 PUNITIVENESS .14076 15 .10744 22 .11263 8

22 Q-SORT .16462 7 .17810 5 .08865 17

23 CAREERINVOVEMENT .14694 13 .14516 8 .13902 3

24 MOBILITYASPIRATION .09735 26 .04759 34 .03662 32

3A NATURECAREER .08122 29 .06444 33 .03408 33

4A STUDENTSATISFACTION .11948 21 .16542 6 .11054 9

27 SOCIALIZE .05074 34 .11732 18 .02976 34

28 CHURCHATTENDANCE .13695 18 .09585 25 .07808 22

29 SELFPRESENT .15922 10 .13160 15 .11399 6

3O SELFPAST .13816 16 .09513 26 .09297 15

31 COUNTRYPRESENT .17118 6 .20040 2 .10848 10

32 COUNTRYPAST .10675 24 .13561 11 .08631 20

5A SCHOLASTIC ABILITY .08377 28 .09171 27 .05127 28

34 SOCIAL REFORM .16209 8 .18805 3 .08477 21

35 NATIONALISM .07394 30 .13360 13 .09288 16

36 ROLERESPONSIBILITY .17666 5 .10385 23 .19620 1
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Three Styles of Political Participation:

Cross-Style Rank Orders of Explanatory Power.‘
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Table 15

Hypothesized Relationships of Variables for Predicting

Cross-Style and Down-Style Rank Orders of

Explanatory Power.

Expected Directions and

Obtained

 

 
 

 

Hypotheses Cross-Ranks Down-Ranks

s B G s B G s B G

1 FATHEROCCUPATION +3 +2 +1 +3 +1 +2 31 17 26

2 FATHER EDUCATION +3 +2 +1 :1 +2 +3 14 20 25

3 AGE + +1 - :1 -2 -3 17 19 27

4 SEx +1 - + +2 -3 -1 32 35 31

5 NATIV-FOREIGN 3 +2 +1 -3 -2 +1 35 32 23

6 SIZEPLACEBRTH + + + +3 +2 +1 27 21 18

*IA MODERNITY -1 +3 +2 -1 +3 +2 1 16 2

8 LABORFORCESTATUS - + + -3 +2 +1 36 31 29

*2A PLACERESIDENCE +1 +1 +2.5 +2.5 33 36 36

10 PARENTPOLITICALINTER +1 +2 +3 +2 +1 +3 2 1 4

11 PARENTAGREE +2 +3 -1 -1 -2 +3 22 28 3o

12 MATESINTEREST +1.5 +3 -1.5 +1 +2 -3 19 29 35

13 ASSERTIVE +3 +2 +1 +2 +3 +1 25 30 19

‘14 CONVENTIONAL AUTHORITY +1.5 3 -1.5 -2 -3 -1 12 24 7

15 EXTROVERSION +2 +1 +3 :3 +1 :2 23 9 14

16 OPENMINDEDNESS -1 +3 +2 -3 -2 -1 20 12 11

17 FAITHINPEOPLE - : + :2 :1 :3 9 4 13

18 PERSONAL EFFICACY +1 -3 +2 +2 -1 +3 11 10 24

19 POLITICALEFFICACY +2 +3 +1 +1 +2 +3 3 7 5

20 SOCIALISOLATION -1 - - -1 -3 -2 4 14 12

21 PUNITIVENESS +1 - - :2 :3 :1 15 22 8

22 Q-SORT +2 :3 :1 :2 -1 :3 7 s 17

23 CAREERINVOLVEMENT -3 —2 —1 -3 -2 -1 13 8 3

24 MOBILITYASPIRATION 12 -1 -3 t1 -3 -2 26 39 32

*3A NATURE CAREER +2.5 +2.5 +1 -1 +2.5 +2.5 29 33 33

*4A STUDENT SATISFACTION -1 +3 +1 -2 21 6 9

27 SOCIALIZB - +1 + -3 +1 +2 4 18 34

28 CHURCH ATTENDANCE + +1 + +1 :3 +2 18 25 22

29 SELFPRESENT - -2 -3 -l 10 15 6

3o SELFPAST - -2 +3 -1 16 26 15

31 COUNTRYPRESENT - + - -2 +1 -3 6 2 10

32 COUNTRY PAST - + +3 -1 -2 26 11 20

*SA SCHOLASTICABILITY +3 +2 +1 +2.5 +1 +2.5 28 27 28

34 SOCIAL REFORM +1.5 +3 +1.5 +2 +1 +3 8 3 21

35 NATIONALISM +1.5 3 +1.5 +3 +1 +2 30 13 16

36 ROLERESPONSIBILITY +1 +3 +2 +2 +3 +1 5 23 l

 

*The new hypotheses and variables are indicated by asterisks.
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modernity and the three styles of political participation.

These hypotheses are based in part on a review of the

literature on the modernization process. The other sets

Of hypotheses are arrived at from a review of recent

literature on university students political participation

in Latin America and in the United States, and from my

knowledge Of Venezuelan university students' political

milieu.

Al. Modernization
 

A review of the literature on the process of

modernization shows a positive correlation between

individual modernity and political participation. For

instance, the work of Almond and Verba (1963) on the

"Civic Cultures" of five nations shows that the more

modern the nation is, the higher the general level of parti-

cipation of its population in the political process is.

Another indication of a possible relationship between

individual modernity and political participation can be

Obtained from the analysis of the multi—dimensional scales

devised to measure modernity (Smith and Inkeles, 1966;

Kahl, 1968; Schnaiberg, 1968; Armer, 1970). Items dealing

with political activism in these scales have been found

to have a high discriminating capacity in scale analysis.

I intend to apply one Of the most commonly used

modernization scales, the OM (“overall modernity") scale
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to Smith and Inkeles, to test a hypothesized connection

between individual modernity and political participation.

However, I am aware of the problems which are associated

with the measurement of individual modernity through the

use of any of the four scales of modernization mentioned

above. Some of the deficiencies of theSe scales have

been mentioned by Armer and Schnaiberg (1972). By using

the four scales to measure the individual modernity of a

lower class sample in Uptown Chicago, they arrived at the

conclusion that the modernization scales do not demonstrate

enough intercorrelation. They also concluded that the

modernization scales did not Show sufficient validity,

since modernization was Often confused with other

phenomena.

The criticism of the modernization scales levied

by Armer and Schnaiberg can be met partially by arguing

that the problems associated with the modernization

scales are conceptual in nature, an event that they also

forsee in their discussion of matters of measures asso-

ciated with the scales of modernization. If that is the

case, then a revision of the conceptual framework related

to modernization is as important as the elucidation of

problems of methodology.

Several authors have argued for the need to revise

that conceptual framework, in order to give more meaning

to measures Of modernization. It has been contended
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that modernization is a vague concept without precise and

common meaning. Smelser (1964), for instance, states that

the reason modernization is associated with other concepts

is that there is a very strong correlation between moderni-

zation and structural differentiation. Holden (1972),

following the same line Of reasoning and,basing his argu-

ment in part in Armer and Schnaiberg findings, contends

that individual modernity is related to anomia. A redefi-

nition of individual modernity might include the considera-

tion of these relationships.

I agree that a reformulation of the theoretical

basis to explain the process of modernization is mandatory.

However, a partial reformulation of modernization may be

achieved through an elaboration of the tricomponential

theory Of social action. In fact an analysis of the char-

acteristics of individual modernity types reported in the

literature (e.g., Lerner, 1964; Nash and Schaw, 1963)

that traditional, transitional, and modern orientations

correspond very closely to the three genotypes stipulated

in the tricomponential theory of social action--normative,

affiliative and purposive. I now proceed by spelling out,

for each case, where these assumed similarities lie.

The traditional individual can be regarded as an

example of the normative spectator, who is oriented

toward the past. His allegiance is given to particular—

istic type of authority. He possesses a good deal of
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fatalism, which hinders more active political participa-

tion. Since traditionalism is the crucial element for the

normative Spectator, I hypothesize that there will be a

strong negative correlation (- 1) between individual

modernity and this style of political participation.

The transitional individual can be viewed as an

illustration of the affiliative booster, who is oriented

toward the present. He Shows a conflicting allegiance

to particularistic and universalistic type of authority.

It has been found that the characteristics associated

with the transitional man correspond to the "Opinion

leader" reported in the diffusion of innovation studies

(Rogers, 1962). This leads me to expect that there is a

strong affiliative content in this particular modernization

type. I hypothesize that there will be a weak positive

correlation (+ 3) between individual modernity and the

booster style Of political participation.

The modern individual can be viewed as the purposive

gladiator who pursues rational mastery over his internal

processes, as well as objects and persons external to him.

The modern individual manifests rational decision making,

and a risk-taking orientation. His allegiance is given to

universalistic symbols of authority. I hypothesize that

there will be a moderate positive correlation (+ 2)

between individual modernity and the gladiator style of

political participation.
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Measures and Findings

To measure modernization I used a short form Of

the OM scale (Smith and Inkeles, 1966). Since moderni-

zation is considered to be a complex phenomenon, different

dimensions will be considered. These dimensions are:

educational aspirations, change perception and valuation,

citizens political reference groups, efficacy of science

and medicine, family size (birth control), mass media

valuation, Openness to new experience, and religious-

secular orientations. The questions were:

1 Question 47 (p. ll)--How often do you read

the newspapers? 3-a lot; 2-regu1arly; l-a

little, O—never.

 

2 Question 47b (p. ll)-—Which one of the follow-

ing kinds of news interests you most? 3-happen-

ings in other countries; 2-Venezuela; l-Caracas;

O-Sports and religious events.

 

3 Question 54 (p. 13)--How much schooling do you

think children OpreOple like yourself Should

have? 3-the maximum schooling; 2-just the

necessary schooling; l-the same as everybody

else.

 

4 Question 55 (p. l3)--Two twelve-year-old boys

took time from their work in the corn fields.

They were trying to figure out a way to grow

the same amount of corn with fewer hours of work.

3-the father of one boy said "That is a good

thing to think about. Tell me your thoughts

about how we should change our ways of growing

corn"; O—the father of the other boy said "The

way to grow corn is the way we have always done

it. Talking about change will waste time but

not help." Which father said the wiser words?
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5 Question 56 (p. l3)--What should most qualify

a person to holdhigh Office? O-coming from

the right family background; l-devotion to the

Old time-honored ways; 2-being the most popular

among the people; 3-high education and Special

knowledge.

6 Question 57 (p. l3)--Which is most important

for the future of Venezuela? 3—the hard work

of the people; 2-good planning on the part Of

the government; l-God's help; O-good luck.

7 Question 58 (p. l3)—-Scientists in the univer-

sities are studying such things as what determines

whether a baby is a boy or girl and how it is that

a seed turns into a plant. Do you think that

these investigations are: 3-all very beneficial;

2-all somewhat beneficial; 1-all somewhat harmful;

O-all very harmful.

 

8 Question 59 (p. l4)--3-some people say that it

is necessary for a man and his wife to limit the

number of children to be born so they can take

better care of those they already have; O-others

say that it is wrong for a man and his wife pur-

posely to limit the number of children to be born.

Which Of these opinions do you agree with more?

 

9 Question 60 (p. l4)--If you were to meet a

person who lives in another country thousands of

kilometers away from Venezuela, could you under-

stand his way Of thinking? 3-yes; O-no.

 

10 Question 61 (p. l4)--Do you think a man can be

truly goOdEwithout having any religion at all?

3-yes; O-nO.

 

I asked these ten questions knowing in advance

that some of them might Show very little discrimination

for the members of my sample. I was dealing with a univer-

sity student sample and the responses of this relatively

educated sample might tend to agree in the answers to cer-

tain items, especially to items 4, 7 and 10 Of the previous

list.
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Taking that into account, I proceeded with the

analysis of the ten items. I started by constructing a

correlation matrix, and found very little correlation

among the items (the mean correlation is .10). I was

expecting low intercorrelations because as it has been

pointed out by some of the critics of the modernization

(Armer and Schnaiberg, 1972) that the multi-dimensionality

of the concept produces such a pattern among the items.

I proceeded by examining each one Of the ten items,

and found that some of them had almost no discriminating

capacity. As expected almost all students scored high in

Items 4, 7 and 10. Because of this result, these three

items were excluded. Items 5, 8 and 9 were also scored

highly. These items had better discriminating capacity,

but it was not markedly higher than the previously discarded

three items. The responses to item 8, which deals with

family planning practices really intrigued me. I question,

even though birth control is rapidly spreading, that its

acceptance is as universal as could be inferred by analyz-

ing the responses to this question. What is possible,

however, is that they agree that the statement about the

practice of family planning is "socially desirable.“

Items 5 and 9 which deal with citizens' political

reference groups and empathy also show a low discriminating

capacity probably for the same reasons as item 8. I

decided therefore to exclude these three items as well.
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After analyzing all the items, I constructed a scale which

included items 1, 2, 3, and 6. The low Hoyt reliability

is produced by the low intercorrelation between the items

which comprise this scale. Table 16 presents the charac-

teristics of the modernization scale.

Table 16.

Characteristics of the Modernization Scale

 

 

Standard Hoyt Standard

Mean Deviation Reliability Error Range

8.95 1.36 .23 1.10 '4-12

 

The AID results Show that this variable is

positively related to the booster and gladiator styles of

political participation: moderately for gladiator (+ 2),

and weakly for booster (+ 3). For Spectator the relation-

ship is strong and inverse (— l). The hypotheses there-

fore are confirmed in both their direction and strength of

relationship.

Modernization, as it has been measured by the

items which were included in my scale and which I think

represent the concept as presented in the literature, has

the strongest predictive power in the systematic replica-

tion. A fruitful connection appears to exist between

the modernization postulates and the tricomponential

theory of social action. As the down ranks indicate, it
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is lst, 2nd and 16th for Spectator, gladiator and booster,

respectively.

A2. Place of Residence
 

In Venezuela, as in most Latin American countries

(Liebman, gp_al., 1972), provincial educational develop-

ment lags when compared to that of the capital city.

Additionally, there are few provincial universities, and

these are considered low prestige educational institutions

(Arnove, 1971). Therefore, it is expected that students

who completed or had part Of their elementary and secondary

education in provincial areas will be found in our sample

of students from a Caracas based university.

I predict that provincial place of residence will

be a strong positive correlate (+ l) of the spectator

style of political participation. This prediction is based

on the following two reasons: (a) there is higher sub-

scription to tradition and particularistic social norms in

the provincial areas, and (b) the provincial student who

moves into Caracas is going through a period of adaptation

that may hinder his political participation. Since it is

considered that most of elementary and secondary school

education takes place between the years of S and 15, a

question about where the students had lived during that

period of their life was asked.
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Measures and Findings

In the virtual replication part of this research a

question on the place of birth of the respondent was asked.

If the correlation between place of birth and the place

where the respondent lived from age 5 to 15 years of age was

too close to unity then this variable by being confused with

place of birth Should not have been included. An analysis

of the data Shows, however, that the places of birth and

residence from ages 5 to 15 have a correlation Of only + .40.

Information about place of residence was Obtained

from question 108 (p. 22): "Where did you live the major

part of the time between the ages of 5 and 15?" If the

response was Caracas, the question was coded 1, if the

answer was somewhere else, the answer was coded 0. It

turned out that 67% Of the respondents lived in Caracas

during that period of their life, which indicates that

some geographical mobility has taken place for the other

members of the sample.

The AID analysis confirms the hypothesis that there

is a strong positive relationship between place Of resi—

dence and spectator style Of political participation (+ 1).

For both booster and gladiator this relationship is also

positive (+ 2.5), for these two styles.

The evidence that confirmed the hypotheses is

weakened by the consistently low predictive power of this

variable for all the three styles of political participation.

 l—i
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A3. Nature of Field of_Study

Studies of university student patterns Of political

participation, both in the United States (Lipset, 1971;

Astin, 1968) and in Latin America (Liebman ep_al,, 1972),

have shown that there is a correlation between activism

and student enrollment in particular disciplines. In the

Latin American student political milieu, the traditional

disciplines (Albornoz, 1972) tend to have higher activism

among their students. What is not clear is the effect of

SES in the choosing of these careers, and if students were

already predisposed toward activism before entering the

university through the operation of early socialization.

In the Venezuelan context the typically traditional

disciplines have been law, civil engineering and medicine.

Traditional disciplines have provided a good number Of the

ICountry's leaders, many of whom are either lawyers, or

non-practicing medical doctors.1 Considering the role

1;layed.in Venezuela by the traditional disciplines there

Should be a strong positive relationship (+ 1) between this

*variable and the gladiator style of political participation.

 

1Archila (1972) and Quintero Garcia (1968)

Ennesent, respectively, a listing Of prominent Venezuelan

nmaiical doctors who have participated in politics and

literature.
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Measures and Findings

To Operationalize this variable the traditional

disciplines (medicine and law) were scored 1. The non-

traditional disciplines (computer science, physics,

chemistry, mathematics, pharmacy and architecture) were

scored 0. Students enrolled in traditional disciplines

comprised about one-fifth of the sample.

It was found in the AID analysis that this

variable was strongly and negatively associated with the

spectator style of political participation (- 1). For

gladiator and booster the relationship was positive and

moderate to weak (+ 2.5). These relationships reject the

hypothesis.

An inspection of the down ranks indicates that the

predictive importance Of this variable is not impressive:

.29th for spectator and 33rd for gladiator and booster.

A4. Satisfaction with Life as Student

It has been reported (Liebman pp_al., 1972) that

satjjsfaction with daily life as a student has a negative

effexit on political activism. Reported satisfaction as

student may reflect a contentment with the return the

individual receives from the university milieu, and may

alex) affect his desires to change it.

I hypothesize that satisfaction with daily life as

(a stundent is a strong inverse (- l) correlate of the
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gladiator style of political participation. No hypotheses

are advanced for the relationship between this variable

and booster or spectator styles of political participation.

Measures and Findings

A scale of "contentment" was constructed from

information Obtained in the questionnaire.2 Students were

asked their Opinion about the quality of their instruction,

the perceived fairness Of the professors, the adequacy of

the university facilities, and their Opinion of the student

government. The questions were as follows:

1 Question 15 (p. 4)--How satisfied are you with

yourglife as student?

 

Question 16 (p. 4)--Specifically, how satisfied

are you with the following aspects of your univer-

sity life?

 

The professors

The courses

The installations (physical plant)

The examinations

The student governmentO
N
U
'
I
D
W
N

In Table 17 the characteristic of the scale used

to nmaasure satisfaction with life as a student are

presented.

 

2The correlation of this variable and "valuation

of self at present" is .22.
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Table 17

Characteristics of the Satisfaction with Life

As Student Scale

 

 

Standard Hoyt Standard

Mean Deviation Reliability Error Range

5.77 2.22 .62 1.26 0-12

—‘ V—‘ v ‘ W

 

W —‘ 1‘ r—‘ .__V

The results Of the AID analysis Show that this

variable is strongly and positively correlated with the

booster style (+ 1) Of political participation. This

rejects the hypothesis which predicted that the strongest

relationship would correspond to gladiator. However a

moderate and inverse correlation (- 2) was found between

satisfaction with life and student and gladiator style of

political participation. A weak and positive relationship

was found for Spectator (+ 3).

The predictive importance of this variable, as

indicated by the down ranks, is Significant for booster

euui gladiator (6th and 9th respectively). The predictive

:hnportance for spectator is moderate (let).

.AS. Scholastic Ability_

It has been noted in several studies dealing with

time relationship between "intelligence" or "intellectual

auxility" and political activism (Bay 1967; Katz, 1967;

Ekmners, 1965; Trent and Craise, 1967) that those with the

luujhest.ability tend toward political activism. On the
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other hand evidence presented by Kerpelman (1972)

did not Show any relationship between these variables and

political activism.

I was interested in studying the possible relation-

ship that ability had to the three styles of political

participation. The characteristics of the data collection

techniques used made the administration of one of the

standard IQ tests undesirable. I considered the use of

the Quick Work Test (QWT) devised by Borgatta and Corsini

(1964), but that also added too much time to the comple-

tion of the questionnaire and I decided against its use

as well. I finally opted for considering reported

scholastic performance as a general measure of the dimension

I was interested in.

Research on scholastic ability, as measured by

students grades, shows that those who are more politically

anytive tend to have better marks in school (Blum, 1969;

Trent and Craise, 1967) . These studies however consider

a£;.a measure of scholastic ability "self-reported" grades.

Ihlt Kerpelman (1970) who took into account "actual" grades

.forund no such differences in political participation.

Siiuse most of the evidence reported in the literature

iruiicates a positive relationship between ability and

pmfiLitical participation I will accept this assertion
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in formulating the hypotheses. I predict that there is a

strong and positive (+ 1) relationship between scholastic

ability and gladiator style of political participation.

Measures and Findings

Information about grades was Obtained from question

118 (p. 24) "During your university studies, what would you

say has been your grade point average?" Since at UCV the

students are graded on a 20 point grade scale, the students

were coded according to this grading system. The responses

to this question were organized into a six point scale;

grades less than 10 were scored 1; grades between 19 and

20 were scored 6. The modal category was that which com-

prised grades from 13 to 14 points, the standard deviation

was .81.

The hypothesis is confirmed with regard to its

dirtxrtion. With regard to the strength of the relationship

it is not as hypothesized. This variable is strongly

associated to booster (+ 1) , and moderately to weakly to

spectator and gladiator (+ 2.5) .

The down ranks, however, are so close (28th, 27th,

arui 28th for Spectator, booster and gladiator, reSpectively)

tiuit any definitive conclusion about this variable has to

be presented cautiously. The down ranks also indicate that

this; variable has a low predictive importance for each of

the three styles .
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Evaluation of the AID Results for the

Systematic Replication

For the evaluation of the new set of hypotheses I

will use the same categories used to evaluate the results

of the virtual replication.

Al. "Modernization," shows perfect agreement (Cate-

gory 1) between the hypotheses and the systematic replica-

tion AID results.

A2. "Place of residence," agrees with the hypotheses

with regard to the first cross rank (Category 2).

A4. "Satisfaction with life as student," and A5

"Scholastic ability," on the other hand, agree with the

hypotheses with regard to the directionality of the

(Category 3).

Finally, very little agreement was found between

.A3, "Nature of career," and the hypothesized relationships

(Category 5). This last variable provided the least con—

tribution to the new AID model.

With regard to the down ranks the two variables

‘which offered the greater amount of predictive power are

Ideernization and satisfaction with life as student. In

(due particular case of modernization this variable has

first and second predictive importance for Spectator and

«gladiator styles of political participation.

Besides the contribution that the new variables,

esgmmdally the two just mentioned, might offer to the model
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there is another fact that is worth mentioning. Though

five variables were deleted and the same number substituted

in their place in the systematic replication model, there

is a high degree of stability of the findings. In fact, a

rank correlation test of the PEP coefficients for the 31

variables which are included in both the virtual and the

systematic replication shows a great deal of correspondence

between these results. The implication is, therefore, that

these results Show independence from variable manipulation.

This is a reassuring finding, and allows greater confidence

in these results.



CHAPTER V

SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS AND IMPLICATIONS

In this research the generality of a theory of

social action based on a three-fold typology of social

participation styles has been put to a test. The three

genotype concepts on which the theory rests are postu-

lated to correspond to three principal motivational

meanings which participation has for different individuals.

The three genotypes are called normative, affiliative and

jpurposive. In the particular case of participation in

politics, the genotypes are Specified in content and linked

‘UD three phenotypic styles of political participation,

identified as Spectator, booster and gladiator.

Questionnaire information was collected from a

sanuile of 509 Venezuelan university students. The data

dealt with attitudes, personal characteristics and patterns

of'gxolitical participation in their country's 1973

national electoral campaigns. A factor analysis of nine-

teen participation activities showed the existence of

threne distinctive contents of participation behavior; these

corresponded to the three phenotypes predicated by the

165
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theory. A comparison was made of these three distinctive

contents of participation behavior with similar results

obtained in an earlier study in which the same dimensions

were tested. The degree of correspondence of the depen-

dent variables prescribed the feasibility Of the comparison

of this research with the previous one.- This comparison

was based on a replication of the measures of the first

study in order to make an evaluation of the findings.

Then I proceeded to determine the motivational

structure of each one of the participation styles to

evaluate the predictive power of a set of thirty-Six

social-structural and personality variables. A multi-

variate technique which allows for interaction was used

in performing this evaluation. The comparison of these

results with the first study was the "virtual" replication

phase of this research.

After comparisons were performed between the hypo-

thesized relationships associated with each style and the

Inesults of the two studies, a few of the variables which

showed consistently low explanatory power were identified.

Tfluese variables were substituted in a new multivariate

nmxdel by others which were thought to have better explana-

txyry capacity. This phase of the research was called the

"systematic" replication.

An evaluation Of the results of both the virtual

arui systematic replications Shows that the following

'vaiziables, as prescribed by their degree of correspondence
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across time are accurate predictors of all three styles of

political participation: parental political interest,

assertiveness, intrinsic career involvement and evaluation

of self in past. With regard to Spectator the variables

which have retained their importance over time include:

political efficacy, social isolation, punitiveness, social

reform orientation, and student role responsibility. All

these variables are characteristic of the normative style

of social participation, since they stress conformity and

support of socio-cultural traditions. With regard to

gladiator the variables which have remained important

include political efficacy, self—satisfaction and student

role reSponsibility. All these variables indicate the

purposive nature of the gladiator style: the expression

and attainment of rational mastery over objects and events

:niternal and external to the actor. Finally, for booster

jparticipation the variables which have consistent impor-

tzuuce include: extroversion and leisure-time socializing.

fiflnese variables defined the affiliative style; high valuae

titni of and search for affective support.

The additions of new variables in the systematic

replication part of this research showed that moderniza-

titni is an important predictor for booster and gladiator

styles. Satisfaction with life as a student is an

inmxzrtant predictor for booster and gladiator. These two

variables are theoretically linked to the styles where the

re lationships were found .
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After studying the results of several independent

tests of the empirical foundations on which the tricompo-

nential theory is based, the evidence seems to justify the

assertion that both the conceptual framework and the

empirical evidence are sound. No serious discrepancies

between the hypotheses derived from the tricomponential

theory and the two sets of empiriCal findings were found.

Empirical coincidence represented a major confirmation of

the main postulates of the theory.

I feel, however, that the degree of coincidence is

greater for the Spectator style of political participation.

The activities associated with this style are "easier" to

perform, and this fact may facilitate the stable identifi-

cation Of the independent variables associated with this

style. For booster and gladiator styles, which comprise

:more "difficult" activities, identification of the indepen-

dent variables is harder to obtain.

From a methodological point of view I would suggest

tflnat for any possible studies trying to further ascertain

tine strength and generality of the findings obtained so

far» iizw0uld be advisable to over-sample with regard to

gltuiiator and booster style of political participation. A

prenflious knowledge of the population from which the sample

would be drawn would allow for this to be done.

I was conscious from the beginning of this research

tiuit the replication of the Finifter research even though
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it was the most immediate goal of this dissertation was not

its ultimate objective. The greatest asset of the tricom-

ponential theory of social action, from my point of View,

is its generality. Social participation can take

innumerable forms of which political participation, or

electoral participation of the type which was dealt with

in this dissertation, is just one facet. The next step

for the continuation of this intellectual endeavor would

be to apply this general theory to other aspects of social

participation such as participation in small formal and

informal groups, voluntary associations, and complex

organizations.

The encouraging fact is that the findings reported

so far, in the original study and in this dissertation,

are general enough so that they can be utilized in studying

other forms of participation other than the one studied

here. The relationship between variables studied so far

(such as intrinsic career involvement, assertiveness and

punitiveness) and social participation should be investi-

gated outside the political arena in order to further test

the generality of the tricomponential theory.
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APPENDIX I

SPECIMEN OF LETTERS AUTHORIZING THE STUDY



 

UNIVERSIDAD CENTRAL DE VENEZUELA

FACULTAD DE FARMACIA

 

CARACAS

NOD—51.0.2;

4 de marzo de 1974

Ciudadano

Prof.Armando Villarroel

Escuela de Sociologia.Fac.Economia

Universidad Central de Venezuela

Presente

Tengo e1 agrado de dirigirme a usted en la ocasién de acu

sar recibo de su comunicaciOn de fecha 28-2-74 y en la

cual solicita colaboracién para llevar a efecto un estudio

acerca de planes vocacionales del estudiantado de esta Ca

sa de Estudios; me permito comunicarle que este Decanato

1K) tiene inconveniente en acceder a lo formulado por usted.

  

 

estO Diaz Montes

Decano
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INIVERSIDAD CENTRAL DE VENEZUELA

FACUHAD DE (IENCIAS

DECANATO

mmoo 10093

Caracas. Venezuela

 

N&1;.u’k~«-~ 25 de Marzo de 1974

Ciudadano

Lic. Armando Villarroel

Escuela de Sociologfa

Facultad de Economfa

U.C.V.

Caracas.

En atencién a su carta de fecha 22 de 105 corrientes, tengo e1

agrado de comunicarle 1a conformidad de este Decanato con su solicitud de

colaboracién por parte de nuestros Servicios de Orientacién y Programacién

Docente para el Estudio‘sobre Actitudes y Planes Vocacionales del Estudian-

tado Universitario que se lleva a cabo bajo 1a direccién de Ud.

A ta] efecto puede ponerse en contacto con las responsables de

las citadas Dependencias, quienes ya han sido notificadas a1 respecto.

c

/

f. 0”,“VCNtentamente , _,

.:“p C! Claifig " - (~./. : )‘
.

      
c.c. Gladys de Drescher, Serv. de.9pientaci6n

c.c. Nancy Zambrano, Oficina de Programacién Docente.

LC/jb.

.180



APPENDIX II

QUESTIONNAIRE



Amigo estudiantes

Esta es una investigacidn cientifica de las actividades y planes vocacionales

del estudiantado universitario, 1a canal esta dirigida por un profesor de sociolo-

gia de la Universidad Central do Venezuela. El presents trabajo se concentra en

la descripcién por parte de los estudiantes de sus problemas, tanto educativos co-

mo de otro tipo. Por este medic esperamos obtener una visién clara del proceso de

formacién de planes vocacionales, que incluya sus aspe ctos sociales, ecoanmicos,p_o_

liticos y psicolégicos.

Esta estudio es absolutamente an6nimo, y por esta razén le pedimos no escriba

su nombre en ninguna parte del cuestionario. Estamos interesados solamente on ten

dencias y frecuencias estadisticas, no on cases individuales.

Si tiene alguna pregunta sabre 061210 llenar e1 cuestionario por favor levante

la mano y sera ayudado.

Si Ud. estuviese interesado en recibir a vuelta de correo un sumario de los

resultados de esta investigacién, Inarque este recuadro Z: y swninistrenos

en un papel aparte su nombre y direccién para poder hacer el envio correspondiente.

MUCHAS GRACIAS



” n-“flvo. .. a~o-r.-- ----u.- g. . ‘. ’5- ». 4......‘g-

 

ESTUDIO SOBRE ACTITUDES Y PLANES VOCACIONAIES -. -

1'. {Que carrera esta estudiando Ud. actualmente ‘2

-01___ Derecho

-02__ Ingenieria Civil

-03__ Agronomia

-O4__ Veterinaria

-05__. Arquitectura

-06__ Psicologia

-0'7___ lbdicina

-08__ Farmacia

—O9_ Matematicas

-lO_ Sociologia

-ll___ Economia

-12___ Educacién

-13__ Otra carrera
 

(per favor especifique)

2. 2, Qué afio O'semestre esta cursando '2 '

#51 ___.Primer afio 6 -01 ___ Primer semestre

'-2 ____Segundo afio ~02 __ Segundo semestre

. 43 __Tercer afio . .. __ —03_ __ Teroer semestre

.1 ‘4, __ CuaTtdafid ' ' -01, __ Cuarto semestre

-5 _. Quinta afio . ~05 __ Quinto semestre

-06 __ Sexto semestre

-O7 __ Septimo semestre—

~08 __ Octave semestre

-09 __ Noveno semestre

" . -10 __ Décimo senestre

3. 1, Ouales razones influyerm en laescogenciade su carrera 2

1-10

 

 

 

4. (, Guéles son las cosas especificas que mas 1e gustan de la carrera

que actualmente cursa '2

 

 

GGDIGO

 

 



 

5. IY qué cosas especificas de su carrera actual g2 10 gustan mucho ‘2 '

 

6. ;, Diria Ud. que su carrera es un m.die para lograr otros fines, 9

un fig en Si misma '2

// Medi; / Fin en Si urisrrrb7

 

 

\1/ V

6a. a, Qué fines persigue estudiando 6b. 2, Por qué la considers cg

su car-Tera '2 mo un fin en sf misma '2

 
W
 

 

 

‘ 7. L1 eSOOgor una cam-era 0 a1 traaarse un plan general de Vida mocha

gents se sigue par 61 ejemplo dado por individuos a quienes ellos

conocen y admiran y a quienes les gustaria pamgem. Ahira, tra-

te de pensar en las personas que Ud. condos. 1‘ Puede pensar en a;

guna a la que la gustaria parecerse 7

7a. 3, Quién es ‘2 76‘. For ejemplo, algunas persp

nas dicen que quieren pare

cerse a un miembro de nu '

familia, a un profess:-

que conocen, a un jefe que

tuvieron, o a un orador a

quien oyeron.z, Hay alguna

' persona a la que Ud. 1e

gusteria paracerse ?

r781
%0 Z, Quién OS ?

 

. 1-40

 

 

0013100

1425( )

I

i
I

l

' 1-26( )

_1-27

' 1-28

1429

1.30

1—31

1-32

1-33 M
V
V
V

1-35

1-36

1-37

1-39

j
i vVW

V
V

 

I—tH)

142()

1-43()

 



mfiamos interesados también en conocer de que temas hablan los estudiantes.

8. 5 Con qué frecuencia diria Ud. que converse con suSecompafieros detclase

sabre conocimientos adquiridos en clase ? & Diria que es

   

/
I

[/frecuentemente’ , //algunas veces// , e [/ casi nunca7 ?
  

 

9. a Y sobre problemas del pais ? ; Piria que habla con sus compafieros

6" ' /

// frecuentemente7 ,///algunas veces/ , o/// casi nunca// ?

_10. 4 Si Ud. tuviera que volver a eseoger su carrera, escogeria

  
 

 

 ‘

. —7'

j; Z/Vla misma carrera/ u Z{:otrr. carrera//

1

.' \3

I ;. ‘ A l

1

. 2 Que carrera escogeria

entonces ?

 

5 ll. 2 Repasa Udc las materias a1 terminar sus clases en la Universidad

‘47 7 ; I

todos los dias , algunas veces 7/ 8610 antes / , //ca3i /

1 de examenesj 1 nunca‘ j

j 12- a-fipréximadamente cuantas horas dedicé Ud. a repasar durante la

semana pasada ?

 
 

 
 

 
  
 

horas
 

13- 6 Fkxiina mas o menos el mismo nfimero de horas cada semana ?

{ ;;1_77 i No /

/

13a. 5 Cuéntas horas dedica usual-

mente ‘2

horas

 

 

calico

1-44( )

l-z.5( )

1-46( )

.1-47( )

1-48( )

1-49( )



CGDIQQ

I I . .

14. a Cuando esta repasando, can qué frecuencia Siente Ud. que la gustaria

 

 
 

 
 
 

ester haciendo otra cvsa « 1—50 ( )

7 7 .I '

//frecuentemente/ , / algunas veces/ , o / casi nunca / ?

/ i ' j [_ f

15. 2 Que tan satisfecho esta Ud. con su Vida coma estudiante 1-51 ( )

 
 
 

//1mry satisfecho/ ,7’ mas o menos satisfechg ,/muy insatisfechof ?

L J
 
 

16. 5 Especificamente, que tan satisfecho esta Ud. con los siguientes

aspectos de su experiencia universitaria ?

Muy M53 O menos Muy

satisfecho satisfecho insatisfecho

 

 

 

 

 

L38 profesores
- 1‘52 ( )

Los curses —_ ' 1-53 ( 1

Las instglacianes 1-54 ( )

Los exémenes ' 1—55 ( )

El gobierno estudiantil 1-56 ( )    
 

 

17. a PienSa Ud. que al ser estudiante universitario se tiencn ohlipg-

giones eSpeciales, aparte de sus estudios, o no Se tienen ?

 

/ f

S: ' No /

T/ L-—‘ 1-57( )

17a. 2, Cuéles son 2 1-58 ( )

 

 

 

18. gPiensa Ud. que los estudiantes universitarios tienen 32s o.sabilidade

especiales en el cambio y desarrollo del pais ?

/ Si / / No ,‘ 1—59 ( )

b—d
. \p  



v...- .

 

 
 
 
 

  

 
 

18a. 4 Qué crec Ud. que pue‘en haoer 139 estudiantes . CODIGO

1:60 .( )

19. a Cree Ud. que personalmente puede hacer alga en el procesc de 1-61 ( )

cambio de Venezuela ? .

1—62 ( )

FEE"?
/ NO

/ 5 I x.

, y ,
19a. 2 Que puede hacer ?

'2 1.63 '( )

 
Ahara, queremos hacerle~algunas preguntas acerca de lo que se debe

hacer en ciertas.situaci>nes familiares ?

 
  
 

 
 

Que creo Ud. que se le debe hacer a1 hijo que descuida sus estudios

1-61.(

1-65( )

   
 
 

20. a

21. Z. A la mujer que engine a su esp-33o ?

422’.” 5 1:1 hijo que esta en edad de trabajar, y no quiere trabajar ?



Ahora, algunas personas prefieren pasar 1a nay

un grupo de amigvs, mientras que otros se p

Jr parte del tiempo con

13 asan solos.

23. Ud. posa la mayoria de su tiempo

 '; . i lp——-——-7

/ con amigos! o / 8310 /

l ‘ J *4

 

.A continuacifin, vamos a presentarlo algunas frases. Tod? lo que Ud. tiene

que hacer es pensar sabre cede frase y luego indicar con una equis (X) si

esta totalmente de acuerdo, un poco de acuerdo, un poco en desacuerdo, o

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

Lo mas importante e ester de acuerdo con otra persona, la cuestifii

do quién tiene la razén o quién esta equivocado es secundaria.

 

___J

 

/ Total acuerdoi/kPoco acuefdi] /FPoco desacuerdOV /Total desacuerdpj/

/ i . .

Tengo que estudiar mas que mis compafieros de class para sacar una bug

na note en un examen.

 

 

 

ZTptal acterch] /Poco acuerdo/' /’Poco desacuerd67 / Total desacuerdo7

Hay muchos estudiantes jévenes en este pais que se meten en la politi

ca per fa to de discipline.

/Total aouerdo 7 /7Poco acuepi§7 / Poco desacuerdo/ /Total desacuerdp/

 
 

 

 

Mis compafieros de clase tienen més suerte que ye.

 r— e . ——1 r

/ Total acuerdo/ / Poco acuerdo/ / Paco desacuerdo7 / Total desacuerdo/

 -

 

A veces 1a politics y cl gobierno porecen tan complicadas que una per

sona come yo no puede realmcnte ontender que esté pasando.

  
 

F ? 7 _"—" ?—'

/Total acuerdo//—Poco acuerdoj / Poco desacuerdo/ / Total desacuerdo/
' .._1 J_i _.l

He sentido fiecuentemente que no tiene valor tratar de ser alga en es

ta Vida.

 

gTotal acuerdo/ /Poco acuerdo/':rPoco dcsacuerdo/ / Total desacuerdo/
 

 

I - . -,

.Cuando la gente esta en desacuerdo con el gobierno, no deoeria abode-

cerle.

 
7

IJ , .. - :I I Ir' 7

] TOtal atherdo/ /Poco acuerdo, /Poco desacuerdo/ ; Total desacuerdo ,

, ammo

l-66( )

1-67( )

1-68( )

1-69( )

1.70( )

1-71( )

1-72( )

1-73 ( )

 



  

 

 
  

  

  
 

  

  

 

I CCDI

31- La religién tiene una gran importancia en mi Vida 1-74 ( )

fiotal acuerdp] / Paco acuerdo/ [Peso desacuerdo/ /Tota1 desacusrdo7

7 l'

32. Si no ando con cuidado, la gents ms sxplotaré 1-75 ( )

1/ Total acusrdj [Paco acuerdo/ [Poco desacuerd6_7 / Total desacusrdp/

33. La gents como yo no encuentra sitio en la sociedad 1-‘76 ( )

[Total aouerdq [Poco acuerdo7 [Paco desacusrdy A Total desacuerdp/

34. Hay en dia una persona no sabe verdaderaments con quien puede contar 1—‘77 ( )

  

 

[Totalicusrdfioj/ Poco acusrdrE/T / Paco desacuerdfl /—Total desacuerdo/

 
 

35. Es poco justo traer nifios a1 mundo, viendo como estarén las cosas en el 1.78 ( )

future

_ . —7 f \ 3 w
LTotal acuerdp7 [Poco acuerdo/ [Poco desacuerdO/ 1,. Tot l desacusrdfl

 
 

 

 
 

36. La Unica manera en que una persona come y: puede opinar acerca de las - 1.79 ( )

cos-as que hace e1 gobierno es votando ~

  

flotal acuerdp7 /_Poco acuerdg LPoco demons-rd? Z Total desacuer'd—o/

37. Es major contentarse con lo que uno tions que msterss en cosas nuevas 1.80 ( )

 

   

[ Total acusrdo/ LPoco acuerdiy [Poco desacuerdp/ / Total desacuerdj

38. Mis ideas religiosas tienen una influencia considerable sabre mis pun- 2-8 ( )

tos de vista sabre atros asuntos

LTotal acuerdgz Poco acuerdj [Race desacuerdp/ Eotal desacuerga/

39. La gents com') yo no tiene nada que dscir acerca ds lo que hace e1 go— 2-9‘ ( )

bierno

   

   

/ Total acuerdo7 / Paco acuardoj’ LPOCO desacuerdo] / Total desecuerdo?

  

40. Ahora, 'que escogeria Ud.: "La mayoria de la gente esta dispuesta a ayu 2-10 ( )

dar a 139 otros" 0, "La mayoria de la gente esta dispuesta a ayudarse a

SI misma"

E 133 otrosq [A 51’. misma7

 

  



' AI:' Ahora, tedos nosetros aspiramos a ciertas cosas en la Vida.

42.

Cuando

Ud. piensa en lo que realmente le imports en su vida, a cuéles sen

sus desees 1 generanaag para el future ? En otras palabras, si Ud.

se imaginara su future de la forms mejez, mag OQL;Q;SL§ DO§1bl§,

; come deberia ser su Vida entonces, para que Ud. se sintiera feliz ?

 

 

 

 

Ahora, si pensamos lo contrario de la situacién ideal anterior,

L cuéles sen sus Ezeecgpagioges z temoreg acerca del future ?

T'En etras palabras, si Ud. se imagine su future dcsde e1 pee;

punto de vista, de la manera mas pesimigta, ; come veria su

Vida entonces ?

 

 

 

 

 

£90100

2-u( )

2-12( )

 



incontinuaciSn esté e1 dibujo de una escalera. Suponga que el

ultimopeldafio (numere 10} de la escalera represents 1a m

Vida posible para Ud., y que el primer peldafio (numere 0) re-

presents la p§32_vida posible para Ud.

43a. 3, En que peldafio de la escalera siente Ud. que se encueg

tra slim ?

Eeldafio N°

43b. 3, En qué peldafio de la escalera diria Ud. que estuvo I

e c' so a e ?

Peldafie N°

430. a‘En qué peldafie de la escalera piensa Ud. que estaré

degtre de since g fies ?

Peldafie N° '__

10
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

     

’ conmo'
 

 

2-13 ( )

2-14 ( )

2F15 ( l



IP‘

44.

45.

10

Ahora, 5 cuéles son sus de§eos 1 es eranz para el future do

nuestro pais ? Si Ud. se imaginara el future de Venezuela con

s1 payer'eptimismo posible, 5 come 1e parecerian las 00538, d;

games, dentro ds disz afios ?

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Y, & cuéles son sus ‘mo es o ura iones acerca del future de

nusstro paig ? Imaginese sl future de Venezuela con el mayo;

pesimismo pesible, a cSme le parecerian las cosas, digamos, dentro

de diez afios ?

4

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

CCDIGO

2-16 ( )

2-17 ( )



ll

Ahira, viendo nuevamente la escalera de la pégina 9, suponga que

sue gatores esperanzag para Venezuela estén en la parts superior

de la,e$calera, y sus peores temorss para Venezuela estén en la

' parts mas baja. ,

46a. ; En qué parte de la escalera colocaria Ud. a Venezuela

en la actualidgd ?

Peldafio N0

46b. 5 Bends diria Ud. que estuve Venezuela hace cinco afios ?

‘Psldafio N0

46c. Trate de hacer una suposicion lo mas acertada posible y di-

ganes, a dSnde piensa que estsré venezuela en la escalera

dentro de cinco afios ?

_ Psldafio No

Tenemos intsrés también en saber come la gente logra las no

tieias del die.
. .ro-W'

47. Tomemes, per ejemple, les periodicos. 5 Lee muehe, regular,

poce, o casi nada sobre las noticias del dia ?

{IMuchog Z Regular! { Pecof //Casi nada/

47s. a A qué temas de les perifidicos les presta mas atencion ?

 

 

 

 

47b. & Y cual de los siguientcs tipos de noticias 1e interesan a Ud.

mas 2

-l___ lo que pasa en otros paises 2e23

—2___ lo que pasa on Venezuela

-3___ lo que pasa en Caracas

-4___ deportes

-5___ eventos religiJSOS

2-18 (

2-19 (

2-20 (

2-21 (

21-22' (

 

‘ 00mg

)



S

. ~_~.

, o

48. La mayoria de nosostros tions algunes pasatiempos o cosas que .

ls interesan fuera de sus estudios e trabajo. -z Qué hace~Ud.'

en sus ratos de oeie ?

 

u... .r,.

 

l

49. Hey en dia ss habla muche sebrs clases sociales. a Cuales cla

, .ses crse Ud. que existen en Venezuela ?

 

 

;

l
I

x

a .

, 5Q.,.De las mencionadas, & a cual dirfa Ud. que pertsnece 7

 

51. & Diria Ud. que esta en la parts superior de la (CLASE ESCOGIDA)

i ~s_,o en la parts inferior de esta class ?

  

"_ . fi/Fparte inferior/X Z;parte superiorj/

  

52. & Guéles ores Ud. que son las principales diferencias entre estas

clases sociales 7 . , a .

 

 

53. L Y, que piensa Ud. sobre esas diferencias ?

 

  

CODIG)

2-24 ( )*

2-25( )

2.4M)

2-27_()

2—28( )

2.2M)



l3

Ahora, queremos haesrle preguntas de otre tipo

54. 5 Cuénta educacién piensa Ud. que los hijes ds psrsenas some

Ud° deberian tener ?

 

55. Des nines de docs afios de sdad tomaren tiempo ds su trabaje en

una plantaeifin de UBiZo Ellos estaban tratando ds encontrar u

na manera ds cultivar-la misma eantidad de maiz utilizande me-

mes horas ds trabajo.

Aw El padre ds uno de las nifios dije: "Este es alge bueno

que debemos eensiderar, dejenme saber sus ideas de some

nosotres deberiames cambiar nuestra manera de cultivar

maiz"

E. El padre del otre nifio dijo: "La manera de cultivar méiz

es la manera que nosostros siemprs hemos utilizado, hablar

ds eambies de procedimisnto es una pérdida de tiempo".

a Cual de los padres pronuncio las palabras mas sabias ?

  

—I

A/fipadre A / 4/ padre B /
  

56. .5 Que es lo que debs calificar a una persona para ocupar un alto

puesto publico ?

—l___ El ser mismbro de una familia adeeuada

—2~-_,Su devoeion a las tradicienes nacionalss

~3__~.Su popularidad entre el pueblo

-%;___Su buena edueaeion y eonocimientos eSpseializados

s sstas eardveion8 es la mas import nte para el futuro

ezuela ?

1____ Fl duro trabajo ds su pueblo

-2____le buena planifieacion de parts de su gobisrne

-3___ La ayuda ds Dies

—4___ La buena susrts

570 Z, Cual d

ds Vsn

58. Ibes cisntifiees en las universidadss estén estudiando tales ce-

5M1s come que es lo que deusrmina el sexo de un bebé, y que es

113 que permits que una semilla crezea para convertirss en plan-

tgi. ; Pisnsa Ud‘ que estas investigacionss son:

-l____Thdas benefieiosas

-2___ Tedas alge beneficiosas

~3__u Todas alge psrjudieiales

--4-____ Tod-as muy perjudiales  

2-30 (

2-31 (

2—32 (

2-33 (

CODIGO

2-29 ( )

)

)

)

)



60.

61.

A. Alginas personas dicen que es necesarie para un hombre

y su esposa limiter el nfimero de sus hijos ds mansra de

pods: dar mas a los hijos que ya tienen

B. Otros piensan que no es corrects que un hombre y su es—

p051 limiten a preposito el numsro de les hijos per na-

cer

& Con cual ds estas Opiniones esta Ud. mas de aeuerde ?

—1_ Opinion A

—2___ Opinion B

Si Ud. llegara a coneeer a una persona quisn vive en otre

pais distante miles ds kilometres ds Venezuela, 5 pedria

Ud. sntender la manera ds pensar de esa persona ?

a Piensa Uda que un hombre puede ser realmsnte buene sin

tener ninguna class de religion ?

_7 .

Si 6 No ;

 

, cameo

2€M.()

2-35 ( )

2-36 ( )
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Esta parte del cuestienerio es un pose diferente a le hecho anterio;

manta. las preguntas estan relacionadas con la mnera some une se

percibe a 81 misme. A continuacion hay una lista de 30 caracteristi

. cas 'que las personas usan para describirse. Lea Ud. la lista de sa-

racteristicas y decide haste que punts cada palabra 10 describe

MUY BIEN, ms 0 MEN(B BIEN, 0 My! P00 . Piense en some es Ud. ELI,

REALIDAD, no en some Ud. quizas quisra ser.

62. "g, COMO SE IERCIBE UD. ACTUAIMENTE ?

1. Pengase “1" a1 lado de 5 :5 mass palabras que le describsn

MUY POGO. _

2. Pongase "2" a1 lade de 5 6 mass palabras que lo describsn

m 0 MENOS BIEN.

3. Pongase "3" a1 lade de 5 5 mas palabras que lo describen

MUY BIEN.

SERIO

IDEALISTA

SEGURO

EXTRAVERTIDO

EIEGANE

FELIZ

ESTUD1030

EFICIENTE

INDIVIDUALISTA

INDEPENDIEN'IE

SINCERO

REFIEXIVO

RESPONSABIE

ESTIMADO

COOIERADOR

EXITOSO

REALISTA

ORDENADO

CONSTANTE

DOPHNANTE

CUMPLIDOR

ESTABIE

DECIDIDO

OPTIMISTA

IMAGINATIVO

SATISFECHO

INTEIECTUAL

CAPAZ

INTELIGENTE

POPULAR

Revise, por favor, si hay al menos 5 palabras Wde los tres

grapes mrcados "l", "2" y "3".

CODI
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Ahora, he aqui otra lista con las mismas 30 palabras anterivres.

Divide Ud.1estes 30 palabras etra vsz en tres grupos, pero en es

ts case dividalas segun lo que le GUSTARIASRDDESDE UN PUNTO DE

VISTA IDE’3L._ Es decir, n) come Ud. eres que es en realidad, e

considera que otros desesn que Ud. sea, sine cuélss son sus IDEAP

LES PERSONAIES.V

\[TL‘ ‘2"63. '_ "g, cor-10 IE 01133311111 SER ID1311L133

1. Pongase "1" a1 lade de 5 6 mas palabras que describen MUY POGO1

le Que a Ud. ls gustaria 86-r.

2. Pongase "2" al lado de 5 6 3.158 palabras que describen MAS 0 ME-

EQ§:BIEN lo que a Ud. ls gust3ria ser.

3. Pongase "31::al lado de 5 6 ’3

lo que a Ud, ls gustaria ser.

SERIO

IDEALISTA

EGURO

EXTRAVERTIDO

ELEGANTE

FELIX

ESTUDIOSO

EFIOIENTE

INDIVIDUALISTA

INDEPENDIENTE

SINCERO

RErLEXIVO

RESPONSABLE

ESTIMADO

COOPEP’LDOR

EXITOSO

REALISTA

ORDENADO

CONSTANTE

DOMIN NTE

GUMPLIDOR

ESTABLE

DECIDIDO

OPIIMISTA

IMAGINATIVO

SATISFECHO

11ME.LECTUAL

CAPAZ

INTELIGENTS

POPJLAR

|
I
l
l
|
l
l
l
l
I
H
I
H
I
H
I
H
I
I
‘
H
I
I
H

 

Revise, por favor, si hay menos 5 palabras en cad; uno do 103 trss

grupos marcados ”l", "2" y "3".

spalabras que describen MUY BIEN

 

CODIGO

3-56

3-67 A
A
A
A
A
A
A
A
M
A
A
W
M
A
M
fi
A
A
A
M

V
V
V
V
V
V
V
v
v
v
v
v
v
v
v
v
v
v
v
v
v
v
v
v
v
v
v
v
v
v
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6%. A nosotros nos gustaria saber también que atencién presta la gente

generalmente a lo que pasa en la politics. Nos referimos a la po-

litica de todos los dies, cuando no hay campafias electorales cn

marcha. a Podria Ud. decir si sigue la politica con

   

/fancho interés/ , Z/ moderado interés , o// poco interés] 7

 
 

65. 5,Y durante la filtima campafia electoral ? g Diria Ud. que esteba

 
 

 

' / may interesego/ ,1/ moderadamentchinteresaOEZ , o [/5630 intereseéé]

en la filtimo campafia ?

 

66. z, Ouéntos alumnos de su faculted considers Ud. que estén interesados

en la politica

67. .Ahora, algunos estudiantes so intercson mucho por las activiggggs, pg '

liticas, mientros que otros no se preocupan tanto ellas. Lo que nos

interesa aqui no es a que partido pertenece la gente, sino mediante

que actividades una persona participa en la politics. For ejemplo,

discute Ud. con sus compafieros s>brc la politica universitaria

 

[
a

No

68. 1 Lee periSdicos y revistas sobre temas politicos en general ?

OE El

/

. 09- a ASiste a reuniones politicas ?

OE El

0. . . _

7 _ 3' ASlSte a mitines polit1cos ?

E
!

H

71. 1

3- Esté afiliado a algLin partido politico ?

GODIGO

4-8 ( )

4-9 ( )

1.101

4—11 (

4-12 (

. 4-13 (

' 4-14 (

4-15 ( 

7F337 No7  

v



72.

73.

74.

76.

77.

78.

79-

80.

l
_
_
!

0
0

Trat6 de orientar en el veto de otros ?

NoB

Fue a alguna comida de carécter politico ?

/ NoE

001006 consignas politicas ?

81 I ' 3 NoD
° EscribiS consignas politicas ?

E H
Hizo discursos pfiblicos a favor de un candidato 0 un partido ?

If N O

L.__./

Distribuyé panfletos u otra propaganda politica ?

B

 

No

° Particip6 en las caravanas politicos de carros ?

Si N El

° Puso un distintivo politico en su carro 0 en su rOpa ?

S1 , I NoD

Participa on asaCiaciones voluntarias ?

Si NLl Q

 

CODIGO
 

 

4-16 (

4—17 (

4-18 (

4-19 (

4-20 (

4-21 (

4—22 (

4—23 (

4-2J1(

)

\
J
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GODIGO

81. Z. Hizo alguna otre cosa ? ' 4—25 ( )

 

Si No

813. g, Podria decirnos que ? 4-26 ( )

 

82. 5 Habla Ud. de la politico con sus amigos ~- 4-27 ( )

   

/frecuenténienty , A algunas veces] , o /casi nunca/ ?
 

  

83. z, Ahora, rnirondo a esta lista, generalmente qué parte toma Ud. 4-28 ( )

en estas conversaciones ‘2 IETRA ' . .

O. . x. ‘

A. Aunque tengo mis propias epini ones, goneralmente sSlo escg

Choc

B. En general escucho, pero dc vcz on cuando expreso mis pro-

pias Opiniones.

C. Tomo igual partc en las convorsaci mes.

D. Hago algo ma’s que dar mis epini mes on las .conversaciones;

usualmente trato do convencer a los otros que tengo la ra-

ano

. Ahora, toncm‘vs unas pocas prcguntas més del tipo "Acuerdo- ,

' Desocuerdo", coma ya le hicimos anteriormente. De nuevo, todo

lo que Ud. tiene que hacer es penszr sabre cada frase acuerdo,

gag poco de acuo;_d_o, un poco en dcs;_g:1uerdo, o o lmente en d -

ggcuerdo.

 

84. La diferenCia real entre la gsnte que triunfa y la que fracasa ' 4-29 ( )

es que la gente que triunfa tieno'sucrte; es decir, triunfar '

es cosa de suerte 11133 que de habilidod y esfuerzo individual.

A

' c. -\

 

  

/Total acuerdo: LPoco acuerdo/‘r / Poco desacuerdo7 1,1" Total desacuerd—o/
 

 

. 85. Una male ley dobe ser cambiada, pori: mientras no so modifique, 4—30 ( )

debe ser cumplida .- .

 

‘1 / T3158]- acuerdo]; Foco acuerdg F300 desecuerdj LTQtal dosacuemflf

“\

1| 86. Mis compafieros de clase tienen mis amigos que yo. 4-31 ( )

‘11 {Total acuerdry LPoco acueri—o7 LPoco desacuerdy fietal desacuerdo/
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8 A 3 of _ ,
3 o I u .0

7. ’pcsar do lo que algunas perswnas dicen, la cond1016n de la gente
come yo esta empeorando, on vez de mcjorer.

  

  

1 - .— _-_..ZiTotal acucrdo/i Poco acuerdi7[ Poco dcsccucrdzy Total desocuerdo7

(*0 . ' . ,
do. No vale la pond ocnparse de la politico, perque los politlcos no

son los individuos més preparodws de la sociedad.

 

Z Total acucrda LP'wco acuerdo7 Jim damacucrdo] i Total desacuerdo/

89. La asistencia a los servicijs religiJS‘S es un indice de la mora-

lidad de una naci5n.

  

 

 

ZrTotal acuerd67ZLPoco acuerdq/ [:Paco dcsccucrdo/ [LTotal desacuerd37
  

U
)900 Y9 trato de hacerme agradeble a tty

 

fl 3 fig . '--" ' ’
Z Total acuerdo/LP-oco acuerdo, 1, P303 mrsucncrdn- Total desacuerdo.

-. - .—_. l - . -........_ -._.._h-4---

 

 

91. Siempre trato de hacer 13 correct# y pot1ar do acuerdo a las prin-

cipios moralos que me hon ensefind .

 

{ Total acuerdo/ {Paco acuerds/l “wen dcsocuerdo/ A Total desacuerdo/
.1 1 ,

 

92. Siento placer tratando dc entcndorme a mi mismv, y c>noccr mis for

talezas y debilidades. .

 

 

. 7

“ /’Total acuerdo7/IPoco acuerdo/l, Poco dasacuerdojz Total desacuerdo/

‘ s

93.' La mayoria dol tiempo me siento sol).

 
 

..Z:Total aousrdo7/[Eocofacuerdo/ Z Paco desocuerdo/z Total desacuerdo/

1 _-- -. -. - _..__-___. __ __.,_. -..__.__ -.__._.._.__.

94. La mayoria de 103*funcionarios pfibliCJS no estén realmente intere-

sados en los problemas do la gente coma yv.

 

 
I —7 I I I ’ - " ’

/ Total acuerdo//'Poco acuerdo] , P co_dosacuerdo3 L Total desacuerdo/

3 « .g

95. Es muy poco lo que puedo hacer para ambiar mi Vida. ~

  

 

 

 

[1 Total acuerdo7//Poco acuerdo/I/ Poco dosacuerdg/ / Total desacuerdo/

{ L'mdfit‘

f 4-«32 < 1

I

I

4-33( 3

4-34( )

I, 71* " \

4—36( >

4—37( )

/.~93( l

I ‘1‘; ( )

44M 1 



96.

97.

98-

99.

100.

101.

102.

103.

104.

105.

L

—'-‘-./. ' 7- h u"

21

'Mis cpinio as tienen manos peso que las opiniones dc mis compaficros

da clase

  

/Total acuerdo/ /Poco acuerdo/ /Poco dcsacuerdo7 / Total dcsacuerco/

Z _ I .__J [L— 1' ’
  

A la hora do la verdad, nadic va a preocuparsc macho por mi

   ’-

/ Total acueroj/ Paco acuerdo//f§oco dcsacucrdof /’Total dcsacuerdo}

l I

 

La naturaleza humana cs fundamentalmente cooperativa

   
  

 

'—.'

31'[Total acucrdoj/ /Poco acu-QrdJ L/ Poco dosacuerdry /Total desacuerdo7
Ll
 
 

 

Ma parece que soy la clasc do persona que tione mis mala sucrta que

buana sucrta

  

 

I

L..._..-...... c-d' 
  

[Total acucrdo/ /T.>co acucrdo’ /Poco deszacuardjj7 [—lTotal desacuerdo/

Hoy en dIa una persona tiene que vivir bicn el presente, y desatcn-

dersc del futuro

 
  

 

[/Total aCDGIdQFZCTOCD‘écuelié— [FToco desacuerdo? /TTotal desacuerdo/

Siento que me equivoquo dc carrera

  

   

LTctal acucrdo l/Poco acueru'J7 ‘/-Poco dcsacucrdoF/T /To’ca1 desacuerdcy

_ , _A 1 liq  
  

Ahora, algunas persona: dicen que podemos confiar en la mayoria da

la gente, michras qua o ras dicen que as major scr desconfiado.

& Qué crec Ud. ? T

Z Polonos confiar/ 1/ Es major ser desconfiadc/

 
 

  

Para concluir tenemos unas pocas pregnnfias mas, del tipo ccnso con

las cuales Ud. esta bien familiarizadv 5 Dual cs su sexo ?

 
 

O ’r O

/ Mascullnfl / Femenmj
 

 

; Guantos afios tiene Ud. (en su mas cercano cumplcafios) ?

QfiOS
 

; Nacié Ud. on

K Venezuela]T 0 en cl.Zextranjero/

\l/

 
 

M GODLGo

4-41 ( )

4'42 ( )

4‘43

14~44 ( )

4-45 ( )

4H46 ( )

44H)

44.“)

4-49()

 



106.

107.

108.

m 109.

1:10,

22

 

105:1. [en un p631? fvfuera de la 7

, do América/ / América La-/

. i_. tina __A/

Z. Dondc exactar‘nionte nacié Ud- 7

 

( GIUDAD o PUEBLO, ESTADO o PAIST

;, Diria Ud. que la ciudad o pueblo dondc Ud. NACIO tenia

' 4—53

3, Donde vivio Ud. por mas tiempo cuando era nifio (entre las edadas

~l menos de 500 habitantcs

-2 cntrc 500 y 999 habitantes

-3 : entrc 1.000 y 2.499 habitantcs '

-4 entre 2.500 y 4.999 habitantcs

-5 entre 5.000 y 9.999 habitantcs

~6 entre 10.000 y 24.999 habitantes

~7 entre 25.000 y 199.999 habitantcs

-8 0200.000 y mas habitantes

de 5 y 15 $303) ?

 

(CIUDAD o mam, ESTADO o PMS?

z, Diria Ud. que la ciudad o pueblo de donde Ud. se CRIO tenia

4-55

 

-1 menos de 500 halbitantes

-2 cntre 500 y 999 habitantcs

-3 ' cntre 1.000 y 2.499 habitantes

a4," entre 2.500 y 4.999 habitantes

-5 entre 5.000 y 9.999 habitanteaa

-6 cntrc 10.000 y 24.999 habit-antes

-'7 entre 25.000 y 199.999 habitantcs

-8 200.000 y mas habitantes

' g, Estan‘ vivos' sus 'padros '2

 

/ Sélo uno vivej'

flm V”

110a. z, Cuél ha muerto ?

[ padre? : mare]  

C(DIGO

 

4-50 ( )

4-51 ( )

4-54( )

4-56 ( )

4-57 ( I



1H. glfiye Ud. actualmentc en

-2 en la residencia do uno dc sus padres

-3 _____en hotel 0 pensifin

—4 con familiares

-5 ____ on vivienda aparte

3-36 -1 en la residencia do sus padres

02. a Tieno Ud. hermanos (as) ?

/ 317 // NO, Soy hijj

\J/ ~

 

zinic o
 

112a. En relacifin con cl ordcn dc _. ‘ - a-.m%-

w"Thacimiegtysuyo y do sus he;

'manos (as), & Ha sido Ud.

4-60 —1 - cl primcro on LCC3T

-2 cl sogund? on noccr

—3 cl torcerw on nacer

-4 cl cuarto cn naccr

-5 e1 quinto en nacer

-6 el scxto on nacor

+7 el séptimo an naCer

-8 ____ 01 on nacer

-9 cl filtimo en naccr

13. & Hasta que afio estudio su padre ?

‘4-61 -1 no asistio a la cscuala

-2 primaria incomplcta (1° a 5° grado)

-3 primaria complcta (6° grado)

-4 . bachillerato incompleto (1° 3 4° afio)

bachillerato comploto o educacién técnica (59 and).

Carrera universitarjn (incluyendo parlagfigico) no

concluida

-7 carrcra universitaria complctada

-5 ____.

- & Chlél.<ss (era) la ocupacifln de su papa ? (ESPECIFICAR NUMBER DE

OCUPACION, mama QUE REALIZA, SU POSICION, ETC.)

_-. -.,,

F -~-  

_CODTGO

4~58 ( )

4—59 ( >

/..-62 ( )



k
)

#
2

,115‘M_11Tuvotsu.papéfisste-mismotrabajodcuando Ud,uera.nifi0~?

 

D I . .' 1‘] '
l , 3,1

115a. 4 Qué tips dc trabajo

tonia su papa durante ‘

csa época ?

 

 

.1169 .filbixia,Ud. que su mama esta (cstuvo) intorcsada en la politica

--

-~.

*o / ocol‘ ?
L_E__4/

 

mic c4" ,
.——______J ‘

0 I . a

117. & Dlrla Ud. que su paifi csté (cstuvo) interosado en la politlca

 

 

J’MuChD/ , / rcgular/ , o ’ poco/ ?
L___.__4 L________4 L______

117a. Generalmenta, diria Ud. que su papa esta (estu—

vo) do acuerdo o no cvn las ideas politicas su-

yas ? '

 

/ 31,7 ,1" No «’
L_...._/ ’ 

_ .4

117b. Y su m3m{, ostf (cstuvo) ella generalmanto do.g

cucrdo Con sus iduas polfticas

 

Si No 9

118. Durante sus estudios universifariws, 5 Cnfl] dirfa’Ud. ha sido su.

promcdio dc calificacionos ?

4—63 —1 menos do 10 punt~3

cntrc 10 y 12 puntv

entre 13 y 14 punt;~

entrc 15 y 16 punt:

entre 17 y 18 punt»

entre 19 y 20 punto m
m

If
)
u

m

g.. .....----- 'v-w—a“'

119. a Esta Ud. actualmontc

, Z soltcro} , 7 divorcia'io/ ,‘ ( separado’- , o /' viudo/ ?
a a J -: ,

   

--Qom;ao

4-63 (

4-160 (

4—6l(

_4~62(

4—64(

\

\
l
l
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120. g Trabaja Ud. actualmentc ? v- I / No

120a. ; Qué tips do trabojo es ?

SEA‘ESPECIFICO

 

 

"121,__g A qué class do MSaslasocundoria concurrié Ud.

  

 

:Pfiblicau], L: Drivada I13 religi0333/, /PI'1V8da I‘GllgiOSj, Li:

121a. 5 Qué tipo ?

122. a A qué religifin portcnece'Ud. ?

 
 

// Catolica1//P"otestnntg /-Judi# / 0hr? :L 1/ Ningung’

 

 

(gCuél?)

1223. g Qon quu3 frrcuencia asistc Ud a la iglesia (templo) 7

(DE JU”““0 DE VECES POR \HMIIAz M33 0 AND. ESPECIFI-

(11111 31 as 1301-?1:13.11 1198; 011110)

.vcccs par _
 

123. 5 Cfimo crcc que sora su futuro nivcl dc Vida comparodo con el que

tienen (tonLan) sus padres ? 1 Diria quc scré

 - cum-q-

,/ macho mas alt// ,/ un poco mas alto/ , 1 aproximadamente el/

‘ -— 'smo ]

 
 

 

 

  

[’un poco mas bajo 1 , 04:.mu0h3 mas bajS]

"   

CODIGO

4—65 (

4-66 (

"4-=6‘7(

4-68(

4—69 (

4-70 (

4-‘71 (

V
v



Esto cs tod>. 1 En general puflria Ud. docirnos 05mo lo porocifi este

CLICS'tiOILflT‘ir) ? 2, Huh) pai‘i'os (111G (inngn‘hpfl fl-if‘fai'lng q (1110. n’) '19 gué

. ,tnron ?

1’ Si/ / No ,7
, ‘/_._....L

\J/

E. a Cuélcs S1n ?
 

 

B. a For qué fueron.dificilcs para Ud. (o'no lo gustaron) ?

   
MUGHAS GRACIAS POR SU COOPERAC'ION

4—72 ( )

4-73 ( )

4-74 ( )
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Uhiversidad‘Central de Venezuela‘

Facultad de Economia Enero-Julio 1974

Escuela de Sociologia Profesor Armando Villarroel

'ESTUDIO SOBRE ACTITUDES Y PLANES VOCACIONALES DEL ESTUDIANTADO

Nfimero de

columna

1

2

3-4

5-7

10

DECK 1

EN BLANCO

NUMERO DEL DECK (1)

EN BLANCO

 

 

NUMERO DEL CUESTIONéBIO

001

521

- EN BLANCO
 

Pregunta 1 SE. 1) &Qué carrera esta estudiando Ud.

ac ua men e.

l. Derecho

2. Arquitectura

3. Farmacia

4‘. Medic ina

5. Computacién

6. Fisica

7. Mateméticas

Prégfinta 2 (p. 1) éQué afio o semestre esta cursando?

1. Primer ano (6primer y segundo semestreg

2. Segundo afio 6 tercer y cuarto semestre

3. Tercer aro (o quinto y sexto semestre)

4. Cuarto afio E§ septimo y octavo semestre)

5. Quinto afio o noveno y décimo semestre)

8. No contesté



Nfimero de

columna

(ll-16)

11

.22 Deck 1

PreguntaAfi (p. 1) £Cuéles razones influyeron en la

escogencia de su carrera?

A. Ventajas economicas (perspectives amplias de em—

pleo, me gusta 1a carrera por los billetcs que se

ganan, me proporcionaré estabilidad economica, una

vida facil, independencia econ6mica, etc.)

Ventajas sociales (me permitiré superarme social-

mente, ser alguien en la vida, obtener prestigio

y nombre, salir adelante. etc.)

Ventajas profesionales (mejorar mi posicion pro-

fesional, mejorar mi posicion en el trabajo que

tango, etc.)

Relacionado con un empleo que ya tiene o estudios

previos sin mencionar posibilidades de conseguir

empleo, o superarse.

Como complemento para otra profesion con mencion

o implicacion de posibilidades de superarse o

adelantarse en su posicion.

Future y campo general de la carrera (amplio cam-

po, future abierto, mejores oportunidades sin es-

pecificar de que tipo)

5. Lo menciona

O. No 10 menciona

8. No contest6

Ventajas humanitarias (cooperar con el bienestar

de los seres humanos, ayudar a1 hombre, crear

espacios mas comodos para la vida del ser humane,

ayudar a aliviar e1 sufrimiento de mis semejantes,

curar a1 projimo, etc.)

1. Lo menciona

O. No 10 menciona

8. No contesto



Nfimero de

columns

13

l4

15

165

C.

-5- Deck 1

Razonespatrioticas y nacionalistas ( 1a nece-

sidad que tiene Venezuela de buenos arquitectos

o buenos médicos, esta es la carrera que nece-

sita e1 psi3, para ayudar a mejorar el pais, por

el bien del pa 3, por su utilidad para Venezue-

la, etc)

1. Lo menciona

O. No lo menciona

8. No contesté

Razones de reforms social ( resolver los proble-

mas de la comunidad, para ayudar a resolver 10s

problemas sociales, por el deseo de reformer a

la sociedad, etc.)

5. Lo menciona

O. No 10 menciona

8. No contest6

Razones de orientacion intrinseca hacia 1a ca-

rrera (siempre me ha gustado esta carrera, siem-

pre me ha llamado la atencion, me gusta: hacer

casas, me gusta 1a carrera en s1, desde peque-

fia me ha gustado esta carrera, oreo que Doseo

talento para la medicine, otcé?

6. Lo menciona

0. No 10 menciona

8. No contest6

Razones familiares (por la influencia de mi pa-

dre, mi hermano mayor escogié esta carrera antes,

por la tradicion familiar, vengo de una familia

de medicos, etc.)

'1. Lo menciona

0. No 10 menciona

8. No contesté



Numero de

columns

17

(18.23)

18

19

2O

21

22!

EN

-4- Deck 1

BLANCO
 

Pregunta 4 (p. l) £Cuéles son las cosas especificas

que‘fiéslengStafi de la carrera que actualmente our-

38

BL MISMO CODIGO DE LA PREGUNTA 5

Ventajas economicas, sociales y profesionales

Lo menciona

No 10 menciona

No contesté

Ventajas humanitarias

Lo menciona

No 10 menciona

No contesté

Razones patrioticas y nacionalistas

Lo menciona

No 10 menciona

No contesté

Razones de reforms social

Lo menciona

No 10 menciona

No contesté

'

Razones de orientacion intrinseca hacia la ca-

rrera

Lo menciona

No 10 menciona

No contesté



Numere de

columns

23

24

25

26

(27-52)

227
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Razenes familiares

. Lo menciona

No 10 menciona
O
D
O
H
'
I
J

. No conteste

EN BLANCO
 

Pregunta 5 (P. 2) &Y qué cesas especificas de su

carrera actualfng 1e gustan muche-

 

6. No hay nads que no le gusts de la carrera

0. Hace mencien a aspectos negatives especifices

de la carrera (demasiado teerice, no as practice,

91 sistema de estudio no sirve, Ies curses no

estén bien planificades, etc.)

8. Ne conteste

Eregunta 6 (p. 2) £Diria Ud. que en carrera es un

magic para legrar etres fines, 0 un fin en 51 mis-

ma.

 

6. Medic

0. Fin on Si misma

8. Ne conteste

Pregunta 6; (p. 2) ’Qué fines persigue estudiando

su carrers‘

Pregunta 6b (p.

fin en 31 misma?

 

 2) trer que la considers come un

SE CODIFICWN COMO 81 FUERAN UNA SOLA PREGUNT1 USAN-

DO EL MISMO CODIGO DE LA PREGUNTA 5

A. Ventajas economicas, sociales y prefesienales

5. Le menciona

0. Ne le menciona

8. Ne contestb



-6- Deck 1

Numere de

columns

28 Ventajas humanitarias

Lo menciona

No 10 menciona

C
D

0
!
“

U
3

0

. Ne conteste

29 C. Razenes patrioticas y nacienalistas

1. Le menciona

0. Ne 10 menciona

8. No centesté

. Razenes de reforms social30 D

5. Le menciona

0. Ne le menciona

8 . Ne centesté

31 E. Razenes de erientacién intrinseca hacia la ca-

rrera

6. Lo menciona

0. Ne le menciona

8. No centesté

32 F. Razenes familiares

1. Le menciona

0. Ne le menciona

8. Ne conteste

55-40 EN BLANCO
 



Nfimere de

columns
 

41

42

45
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Pregunta 7 (p. 2) A1 esceger una carrera 0 s1 tra-

zarse un plan general de Vida mucha gente se sigue

per e1 ejemplo dado per individuoa a quienes elles

conecen y admiran y a quienes les gustaria parecer-

se. Ahera, trate de pensar en las personas que .

conece. éPuede pensar en alguna a la que le gusta-

ria parecerse-

1. Si

O. No

8. Ne contest6

SI RESPONDIO "NO"_A LA PREGUNTA 7

Eregunta 7b (p. 2) Per ejemple, algunas persenas

dicen que quieren parecerse a un miembre de su fa—

milia, a un prefeser que cenecen, a un jefe que tu-

vieren, e a un erader a quien eyeren. 6Hay alguna

persons a la que Ud. le gustaria parecerse?

 

1. Si

No0.

8. Ne conteste

9. Ne aplicable (respendié "si" a la pregunta 7)

s1 RESPONDIO "SI" 1.113 PREGUNTAS 7 6 7b

Preguntas 7a_y 7b (p. 2) éQuién es?
 

1. Un miembre de su familia

O. Otra persons

8. No conteste

9. No aplicable (centesté ”no” a las preguntas 7

07b

Estames interesades también en cenecer de sus

temas hablan les estudiantes.

Pregunta 8 (p. 5) éCon que frecuencia diria Ud.

que cenversa con sus companeres de clase sebre cene—

cimientes adquiridos en class? 6Diria que es

 

6. Frecuentemente

5. Algunas veces

O. Casi nunca

8. No contesté



Nfimere de

columns
 

45

47

48

49
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Pregunta 9 (p. 5) éY sebre problemas del pais?

ZDiria que habla con sus cempafieres

2. Frecuentemente

. Algunas veces

. Casi nunca

C
D
O
l
-
J

. No contest6

Pregunta 10 (p. 3) éSi Udz tuviers que velver 8 es—

coger su carrera, escegeria

 

6. La misma carrera

O. Otra carrera

8. Ne contest6

Pregunta 11 (p. 3) sRepasa Ud. las materias a1 ter-

minar sus clases en la Universidad

 

6. Tedos les dias

3. A1gunas veces

0. S610 antes de examenes

Casi nuncsO.

8. Ne centest6

EN BLANCO
 

Pregpnta 12 (p. 5) cApreximadamente cuéntas horas

dedica Ud. a repasar durante la semana passda?

Pregunta 13 (p. 5) éDedica més o menos el misme nu-

 

 

mere de horas cada semana?

Pregunta 15a (p. 5) SI NO aCuéntas horas dedics u-
 

sualmente

SE CODIFICAN COMO 81 FUERAN UNA SOLE PREGUNTA

LO TUE N08 INTERESA ES.EL NUMERO DE HORAS QUE EL

ESTUDIANTE DEDICA USUALMENTE

6. 30 6 més horas per semana

25 a 29 horas per semana

20 a 24 horas per semana

15 a 19 horas per semana

10 a 14 horas per semana

5 8 9 horas per semana

Nenos do 5 horas per semana, o nunca estudia

 

.
'
1

O
O

O
5

O
)
o
w
m
w
t
m

No centest6





Nfimero de

columns

50

51

(52-56)

52

53

54

£55

.56
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Pregunta 14 (p. 4) aCuénde esta repasande, con

que frecuencia siente Ud. que le gustaria estar

haciende otra cesa?

O. Frecuentemente

5. Algunss veces

6. Casi nunca

8. Ne centest6

Pregunta 15 (p. 4) éQué tan satisfeche esta Ud.

con su Vida come estudiante?

2

 

. Muy satisfeche

1. M65 o menos satisfeche

O. Muy insatisfeche

8. No contest6

Pregunta 16 (p. 4) éEspecificamente, que tan satis-

feche esta Ud. con les siguentes aspectos de su ex-

periencia universitsria?

 

SE .ODIFICAN DE LA SIGUENTE MANERA;

Muy satisfeche

Mas o menos satisfeche

Muy insatisfeche

Ne centest6

Los prefeseres

Los curses

Las instalacienes

Los examenes

W
U
O
t
fi
m
e
l
-
‘
m

El gebierne estudiantil



Numero do

columns

57

58

59

60
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Preguncs 1i SE: 3% Piense Ud. que a1 ser estudiante

un vers ar 0 se ienen obligaciones especiales, g-

Earte de sus estudios, o no se tienEn

1. Si

O. No

 

8. No contesto

SI RESPONDIO "SI" A LA PREGUNTA 17

Progunta 17a gp. 4) éCuéles son?

1. Menciona 1a obligacién de dedicarse a la poli-

tica universitaria o a la politics en general;

menciona obligaciones religiosas o espirituales

con implicaciones politicas, etc.

0. Menciona otras cosas

8. No contesto

9. No aplicable (contesto ”no" a la pregunta 17)

Pregunta 18 (p. 4)H&Piensade. que los universita-

rios fienen responsabilidades especiales en el cam-

bio y desarrollo del pais?

1. Si

O. No

8. No contesto

SI RESPONDIO "SI” A LA PREGUNTA 18

Pregunta 18a'(p.5) éOué cree Ud. que pueden hacer

Ios estudiantes?

l. Mengiona'responsabilidades de participacion en

pol tica, se refiere a la rebeldia estudiantil 0

al papel que pueden tener los estudiantes univer-

sitarios en un pais como Venezuela, etc.

0. Menciona otras cosas

8. No contesto ,

9. No aplicable (contesto "no" a la pregunta 18)



Nfimero de

columna
 

61

62

. 65
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Pregunta 19 (p. j) £Cree Ud. que oersonalmente pue-

as hacer algo en el proceso de cambio de Venezuela?
 

1. Si

O. No

8. No contesto

SI RESPONDIO "SI" A LA PREGUNTA l9

Pregunta 19a (p. 5) éQué puede hacer?

1. Menciona que esta en capacidad de hacer algo

personalmente en el proceso de cambio de Vene—

zuela

O. Menciona otras cosas

8. No contesto

9. No aplicable (contesto ”no" a la pregunta 19)

Ahora, queremos hacerle algunas preguntas acerca

de lo que se debe hacer en ciertas situaciones fa-

miliares

Pregunta 20 (p. 5) éflué cree Ud. que se lo debe ha—

cer a1 hijo que descuida sus estudios?

 

5. Uso del castigo o coercion fisicat (lo castiga-

ria, lo sancionar1a, lo forzar1a a estudiar, in-

sistiria en que estudiara, me convortir1a en la

persona mas severa del mundo, etc.)

4. Lo 1imitar1a,le restringiria sus actividades, 0

1e retiraria alguna de sus satisfaciones= (1e

limitarla su acceso a actividades recreativas o

a las cosas que 1e gustan mas, 1e rebaqaria su

mesada, lo enviarla interno o lo meterla en el

ejercito, lo pondria a trabajar, etc)

5. Haria que sintiera verguenza, que se sintiera

culpable, apelaria a su sentido de responsabili-

dad, o lo regararia y criticar1a=(1e ensefiaria

a traves del ejemplo familiar, lo responsabili-

zaria de sus actos, lo persuadiria, razonaria con

él, lo regararia, constantemente 1e recordaria

oue tiene que estudiar, coercion moral, etc.)

(continua en la proxima pagina)



 

mou-



Numero de

columna _
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(viene de la pagina anterior)

2. Apelaria a su pro io interés= (hare que se dé

cuenta que se est perjudicando a si mismo, lo

amenazaria con las osibles consecuencias que so-

bre su futuro tendrga e1 no estudiar ahora, 1e

sefialaria la importancia del estudio para su fu-

turo, 1e hare vor que sin estudios él seré un

"don nadie", etc.)

Trataré de averiguar 1as causas, seré permisivo,

evitaré el uso de la fuerza pero no especifica que

accion debe tomarse, o no sabe que haoer= (averi-

guaré 1as causas de la negligencia del hijo, tra—

taré de conocerlo a él y a sus actitudes, con el

tiempo se convernceré, dejara que él encuentre su

prOpio camino en la vida, no le dara demasiada

importancia a1 problema, lo veré como una ocurren-

cia natural, no todas las personas nacen para ese

tudiar, 1e daré 1a libertad de desarrollar sus

propias actitudes, no se gana nada foraéndolo,

la fuerza fracasara, e1 entrevistado no sabe que

haré por que no tiene experiencia sobre ese pro-

blema, etc.)

Usara enfo ues terapéuticos= (trataré do estimu-

larlo, harg que se interese por los estudios, 1e

elevaré sus aspiraciones, 1e inculcaré el amor

por los estudios, hare que se interese en una bue-

na escuela hablaré con él, seré un amigo para

él, hablare con él de amigo a amigo, hablaré de

hombre a hombre, hablaré de padre a hijo, trata-

re de remediar sus faltas, corregir sus defectos,

lo enviaré a un psicoanalista para encontrar 1a

causa, etc.)

8. No contesto





Numero de

columna
 

64
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Pregunta 21 (p; 5) 5A la mujer que engafia a su espo—

so?

5., Usaré e1 castigo corporal o judicial: (la mataria,

la ahorcaria, 1e dar1a una paliza, ella debe ser

castigada de acuerdo a las leyes, deberia ser en-

viada a prision u otra pena judicial, 1a demanda-

ria judicialmente tratando de conseguir e1 mayor

castigo posible, etc.)

Se divorciaré (para eso existe e1 divorcio, me di-

' vorciaria inmediatamente, etc.)

1.

. Se separaré de ella 6 usaré ostracismo social:

(1a separaré de la sociedad, la botaré de la casa,

la regresaré a su familia, 1a separaré de sus hi-

jos, etc.)

Usaga 1a condena social y el ridiculo pfiblico,

har que le dé vergfienza, haria que se sintiera

culpable, apelaria a sus valores religiosos= ( e-

lla debe ser degradada por la sociedad, debe ser

condenada, 1e pondria un letrero y la haria cami-

nar por las calles, haria que se diera cuenta de

la seriedad de sus actos, etc.)

Trataré de averiguar las causas, seré permisivo=

(buscaria 1as causas, buscar las razones por las

cuales engafia, trataria de determinar la culpabi-

lidad del esposo en el asunto, no se le debe ha—

cer nada, dejarle y desearle felicidad, no as a-

sunto que le importe a1 marido, no puedo decir sin

haber tenido la experiencia, dependeré de como el

hombre es afectado, no sabe, o recomendacion in-

dcterminada, etc.)

Usaré resocializacion terapéuticai (1a tendré que

ayudar, evitaria que sucediera de nuevo, trataria

que regresara a1 buen camino, trataria de conse-

guirle asesoria es iritual, 1e dar1a tratamiento

psiquiatrico, etc.)

No contesto
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Numero de

columna
 

65 Pregunta 22 (p. 5) éAl hijo que esta en edad‘de

trabajar, y no quiere trabajar?

5. Usara castigo corporal y coercion fisica: (le

pegaria, lo castigaria severamente, haria que se

lo llevaran preso, lo forzaria a trabajar, etc.)

4. Usaré limitaciones*categoricas o definitivas=

(lo botaré de la casa, lo dejaré morirse de ham-

bre, no lo daria ni un centavo, 1e quitaria toda

ayuda de la casa, me negaria a‘seguirlo mantenien—

do, le negaria todo sustento incluyendo 1as comi-

das, 1e quitaria todo apoyo financiero, etc.)

5. Usara limitaciones caligicadas o provisoriasi

(no lo mantendria pero el podria seguir Vivien-

do en mi casa, 1e quitaria todo menos la comida,

etc.

2. Hare que le dé vergfienza, que se sintiere culpa-

ble, apelaria a su sentido de responsabilidad=

(lo aconsejaria, 1e haria ver 1a necesidad do

trabajar, 1e haria ver que trabajar dignifica

1e hablaré sobre su sirvenguenzura, 1e hablare

sobre su responsabilidad de traba'ar, lo conven-

ceré, usaré la persuasion, 1e hare ver que él no

puede pasar su Vida vegetando, etc.)

1. Trataré de investigar 1as causas, seré permisivo,

0 da una recomendacion indeterminadai (hablaria

con él y trataria de encontrar las razones por-'

que el n trabaja, uno tiene que tener paciencia,

lo dejare continuar sin trabaJo hasta que el sien-

ta 1a necesidad, yo estoy en contra de imposicio-

nes esto debe venir por voluntad propia, no pue-

der decir sin ser un padre con un hijo asi, etc.)

0. Usaré rehabilitacion vocacional, tomaré las in-

clinaciones de mi hijo en consideracion= (trata-

ré de orientarlo, hablaré con él como un amigo

lo ayudaré como lo debe hacer un padre, tratare

de estimularlo, 1e mostraré incentivos para tra-

bajar, le ensefiaré la satisfacion que uno obtie-

ne a1 ganar dinero trataré de inducirle amor a1

trabajo, 1e ayudare a conseguir un buen trabajo,

no lo forzaré mientras tanto él se dedique a al-

go'beneficioso como la continuacion de su educa-

Cion, €130.) '

8. No contesto
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67

68
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Ahora, algunas personas prefieren pasar la mayor

parte del tiempo con un grupo de amigos, mientras

que otros se lo pasan solos.

Pregunta 25 (p. 6) éUd. pasa 1a mayoria de su
 

tiempo

5. Solo

1. Depende como me sienta, hago ambas cosas

0. Con amigos

8. No contesté

A continuacién, vamos a presentarle algunas frases.

Todo lo que Ud. tiene que hacer es pensar sobre ca-

da frase y luego indicar con una equis (X) si esta

totalmente de acuerdo, un poco de acuerdo, un poco

en desacuerdo, o tgtalmente en desacuerdo

  

 

Pregunta 24 (p. 6) Lo mas importante es estar de

acuerdo con otra ersona, la cuestion de qUien tie-

ne la razon o quien esta equivocado es secundaria

0. Total acuerdo

1. P000 acuerdo

2. Poco desacuerdo

5. Total desacuerdo

8. No contesté

Pregunta 25 (p. 6) Tengo que estudiar mas que mis

compafieros de cIase para sacar una buena nota en un

examen

 

. Total acuerdo

. Poco acuerdo

. Poco desacuerdo

. Total desacuerdo

. No contesté



Numero de

columna
 

69

7O

71

72
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Pregunta 26 (p. 6) Hay muchos estudiantes jévenes

en

de

0.

C
O

\
N
f
U
I
-
J

este pais que se moten en la politica por falta

disciplina

Total acuerdo

Poco acuerdo.

'Poco desacuerdo

Total desacuerdo

'No contesté

Prggunta 27 (p. 6) M15 compafieros de clase tienen
 

mas suerte que yo

Total acuerdo

Poco acuerdo

Poco desacuerdo

Total desacuerdo

No contesté

Pregunta 28 (p. 6) A veces la politica y el gobier-
 

1'10

no

8.

parecen tan complicadas que'una ersona como yo

puede realmente entender que est pasando

Total acuerdo

Poco acuerdo

Poco desacuerdo

Total desacuerdo

No contesté

Pregunta 29 (p. 6) He sentido frecuentemente que no
 

tiene vanr tratar de ser algo en esta Vida

Total acuerdo

Poco acuerdo

Poco desacuerdo

Total desacuerdo

No contesto



‘0).
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columna
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74
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Pregunta 30 (p. 6) Cuando la gente esta en desacuer-

do

8.

con el gobierno, no deberia obedecerle

Total acuerdo

Poco acuerdo

Poco desacuerdo

Total desacuerdo

No contest6

Pregunta 51 (91122 La religipn tiene una gran impor-
 

tancia en mi Vida

C
I
)
\
N
N
H
O Total acuerdo

Poco acuerdo

Poco desacuerdo

Total desacuerdo

No contesté

Pregunta 524(p. 7) Si no ando con cuidado, la gente
 

me

O.

1.

2.

3.

8.

explotara

Total acuerdo

Poco acuerdo

Poco desacuerdo

Total desacuerdo

No contest6

Pregunta 53 (P. 7) La gente como yo no encuentra
 

sftio en la sociedad

5.

2.

l.

O.

8.

Total acuerdo

Poco acuerdo

Poco desacuerdo

Total desacuerdo

No contest6
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78

79
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Eregunta 54 (p.7) Hoy en dia una persona no sabe

verdaderamente con quien puede contar

8.

Total acuerdo

Poco acuerdo

Poco desacuerdo

Total desacuerdo

No contesté

Pregunta 35 (p. 7) Es poco justo traer nifios a1 mun-

do, viendo como estarén las cosas en el futuro

O.

l.

2.

3.

8.

Total acuerdo

Poco acuerdo

Poco desacuerdo

Total desacuerdo

No contest6

Pregunta 56 (p. 7) La finica manera en que una per-

sona como yo puede opinar acerca de las cosas que

hace e1 gobierno es votando

O.

1.

2.

5.

8.

Total acuerdo

Poco acuerdo

Poco desacuerdo

Total desacuerdo

No contesté

Pregunta 57 (p. 7) Es mejor contentarse con lo que

uno tiene que meterse en cosas nuevas

O.

1.

2y

5.

8.

Total acuerdo

Poco acuerdo

Poco desacuerdo

Total desacuerdo

No contesté
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Nfimero de

columna

1 EN BLANCO

2 NUMERO DEL DE&(2)

3-4 EN BLANCO

5-7 NUM‘RO DEL CUEKTIOTfRIO

001

521

8 Pregunta 38 (p_.w7) Mis ideas religiosas tienen

una 1nfluenc1a considerable sobre mis puntos de

vista sobre otros asuntos

0. Total acuerdo

l. Poco acuerdo

2. Poco desacuerdo

5. Total desacuerdo

8. No contesté

9 Pregunta 59 (p, 7) La gents como yo no tiene na—
 

da que decir acerca de lo que hace e1 gobierno

0. Total acuerdo

1. P000 acuerdo

2. P000 desacuerdo

5. Total desacuerdo

8. No contesté
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(13-15)
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14
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Pregunta 4O (p._7) Ahora, que escogeria Ud.; "La

mayoria de la gente esta diSpuesta a ayudar a los

otros" 0, "La mayoria de la gente esta dispuesta a

ayudarse a si misma”

5. A 108 otros

0. A 81 misma

8. No contesto

EN BLANCO
 

A continuacién esta el dibujo de una escalera. Su—

ponga oue el ultimo peldafio (numero 10) de la es-

calera representa la me or vida posible para Ud.,

y que el primer peldaro (nfimero O) representa la

peor vida posible para Ud.

(LAS PREGUNTAS DE 11 45a A LA 45c SE CODIFICAN DE

LA SIGUENTE MANEYA)

La poor vida posible

O
O

O
O

0

\
O
C
D
Q
O
W
U
'
M
P
W
F
U
H
O

La major vida posible

EN BLANQQ. No contesto, o no sabe

Pregunta 4§aw(p.ugl éEn qué peldafio de la escalera

siente Ud. que se encuentra ahora9

 

Pregunta 43b (p. 9) fiEn que peldafio de la escalera

diria Ud. que estuvo hace cinco afios?

 

 

Pregunta 450'(p.9) éEn que peldafio de la escalera

piensa Ud. que estara dentro de cinco afios?

 



Numero de 1

columna
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EN BLANCO
 

Ahora, viendo nuevamente la escalera de la pégina

9, suponga que sus mayores esperanzas para Vene-

zuela estén en la parte superior de la escalera,

y sus peores.§emgr§§ para Venezuela estan en la

parte m s aja.

 

(LAS PREGUNTAS DE LA 46a A LA 460 SE CODIFICAN

DE LA SIGUENTE MANERA)

0. Los pegges tempres para Venezuela

2:
3.
4.

5.

6.

7.
8’

9 Las maypres_osperanza§ para Venezuela_
"0." 

EN BLANCO No contesté, o no sabe

Pregunta 46a (p. 11) oEn que parte de la escalera

colocaria Ud. a Venezuela en la actualidad?

 

Pregunta 46b (p. 11) £D6nde diria que estuvo Vene-
 

zuela hace_gjnco afios?
 

Pregunta 46g_(p. ll) Trate de hacer una suposicién
 

lo mas acertada posIble y diganos, édonde piensa

que estaré Venezuela en la escalera dentro de cin—

co anos? ‘“—



.
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Tenemos interes, también en saber c6mo la gente

(Bl-25) logra las noticias del dia

21 Pregunta 47 (p. 11) Tomemos, por ejemplo, los

peri6dicos. ZLee mucho, regular poco, o casi

nada sobre las noticias del diaé

4. Mucho

5. Regular

2. P000

1. Casi nada

8. No contest6

22 Pregunta 4776p.“11) 6A qu6 temas de los peri6dicos

les presta m s atenci6n?

1.Menciona las noticias politicas nacionales o

la politica en una forma general

0. Menciona otro tipo de noticias

8. No contest6

23 Pregunta 47b (p. ll).&Y cual de los siguentes ti-

pos de noticias 1e interesan a Ud.

5. Lo que pasa on otros paises

2. Lo que pasa en Venezuela

1. Lo que pasa en Caracas

o. Deportes

O. Eventos religiosos

8. No contest6

(24-25) Pregunta 48 (p.12) La mayoria de nosotros tiene

algunos pasatiempos o cosas que le interesan fuera

de sus estudios o trabajo. oOue hace Ud. en sus

ratos de ocio.

24 A. Actividades politicas

l. Pienciona actividades politicas

O. No 1as menciona

8. No contest6



Nfimero de

columna
 

25

26
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Escala de sociabilidad

Menciona que se pasa 1as horas de ocio con amigos,

en reuniones de amigos, en fiestas, etc.

No menciona ninguna de estas cosas

C
O
O
P
-
W
I
}

. No contest6

regunta 50 (.12) De 1as mencionadas (EN LA PRE—

MIEE h ;.EEEIA QUE DIJERA CUALES ERAN LAS CLA-

mES SOCIALES EXISTENTES EN VENEZUELA EEGUN SU CRITE—

R10) ca cual diria Ud. que pertenece?

1. Class baja baja= (extremadamente baja, paupérrimo,

gente miserable, aquellos que no tienen con que

comer, super-baja, 1a clase infra-humana, despose-

idos, los abandondos, los que no tienen nada, los

que no tienen donde caerse muertos, los que Viven

en los ranches, etc.)

2. Clase baja altai (los que no tienen dinero, los

humildes, los necesitados, la olase popular, los

proletarios, los que tienen alguito, etc.)

5. Clase media bajai (obreros especializados, la

clase media baja, etc.

4. Clase media media: (la clase intermedia, los de

ingresos medios, los de familias sin apellidos,

etc.

5. Class media alta‘ (clase media alta, los modera—

damente adinerados, los nuevos ricos de la clase

media, los bur6cratas, los profesionales los in—

telectuales, los lideres politicos. etc. )

6. Clase alta bajaz (los ricos, la clase alta, los

de ingresos altos, etc.)

7. Clase alta alta: (los millonarios, los super-ri—

cos, los grandes capitalistas, los grandes indus—

triales, la oligarqu10. etc.)

8. No contest6



Numero

columna

de
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Pregunta 51 (p. 12) cDiria Ud. que esta en la par-

te superior de laT CLA3E E3COGIDA ) 0 en la parte

inferior de esta clase?

 

1. Parte inferior

2 Parte intermedia

5. Parte superior

8 No contest6

Pregunta 55 (p. 12) éY, que piensa Ud. sobre esas

diferencias7 (EV Id PREGUNTA 52 SE LE PEDIA DIJERA

CUflLES ERKN 118 UTEERENCIAS ENTRE LAB CLI7ES SOCIA-

1113 EN v1‘”"7‘T)

5. Se opone radicalmente a las diferencias do clases

existentes‘ (las odio, me dan asco, son injustas,

son artificialees, son falsas, son inhumanas, 1as

diferencias do clase no deberian de existir, se

debe)hacer todo lo posible para erradioarlas,

etc.

4. Se opone de una manera moderada a las diferen-

cias de 018ses existentes- (se debe tratar de

reducir las diferenci:1s de class, 103 ricos de-

ben contribuir a1 erario publico proporcionalmen-

a su riqueza, necesitan equilibrarse , son nece—

serias pero repucnantes, se debe implementar una

mejor distriouccion de la riqueza, etc.)

3. Es indifer(nte- (son muy marcadas, son causas de

friccion, son muy grandes, etc.)

2. Apoya moderadamente las diferencias de clas

existentes- (hf.bran siempre pobres y ricos, ese

deberlan de educar a los desempleados para que

trabajen, no estoy de acuerdo don 1as diferencias

pero)1as acepto, 1a clase media debe de Grocer,

etc.

1. Apoya radicalmente las diferencias de clases

existentesi ( las diferencias de clase son nor-

males 6 naturales, son necesarias en la sociedad

humaqa, son muv r“?enables , son inexorables,

etc.

8. No contest6



Nfimero de

columna

DO

51
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Ahora, queremos hacerle preguntas de otro tipo

Pregunta54 (p. 15) aCuénta educacion piensa Ud.

que Ios h1Jos de personas como Ud.deber1an tener?

5. La méxima

2. La necesaria ’ I

La misma eduoacion que los demasl

8. No contest6

Pregunta 55 (p. 13) Dos nifios de dooe a1os bomaron

tiempo de su Erabago en una plantacion de maiz.

E1103 estaban tratando de encontrer una manera de

cultivar la misma oantidad de-maiz utilizando me-

nos horas de trsbajo.

 

A. El padre de uno de los nifios dijo- "Esto es

algo bueno que d3bemos considérar, dejenmo sa-

ber sus ideas do como nosotros deberlamos cam—

biar nuestra manera de cultivar el ma1z.’

E. E1 padre do otro niro dijo- "La manera de culti—

var malz es la manera que noflotros siempre he-

mos utilizado,hab1ar de cambios de procedimien—

to es una pord1da de tiempo.”

¢Cué1 de los padres pronuncio las palabras mas

sabias?

3. Padre A

O. Padre B

8. No contest6

Pregunta 56 (p_. 15) °-“ue es 10 one debe calificar

a una persona para ocupar un alto puesto publico?

 

. E1 ser miembro de una fam111a adecuada

Su devocion a las tradiciones nacionales

Su popularidad entre el pueblo

. Eu buena eduoaoion y conocimientos especia1112a-

OS

0

1

2

5

8. No contest6



 h
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Numero de

columna
 

52 Pregunta 57 (p1 13) aCual de estas condiciones es

. mag importante.para e1 futuro de Venezuela?

3. E1 duro trabajo de su pueblo

2. La buena planificacion de parte de su gobierno

1. La ayuda de D105

0. La buena suerte

8. No contest6

55 Pregunta 58A(p. 13) Los cientificos en las univer-

sidades esfan estudiando tales cosas como que es lo

cue determina e1 sexo de un bebé, y que es lo que

permite que una semilla crezca para convertirse en

plants. &P1ensa Ud. que estas investigaciones son:

 

3. Todas beneficiosas

2. Todas alge beneficiosas

1. Todas algo perjudiciales

O. Todas muy perjudiciales

8. No contest6

54 Pregunga 59 (p. 14)

A. Algunas personas dicen que es necesario para

un hombre y su esposa limitar el numero de sus

hijos de manera de poder dar mas a los hijo

que ya tienen '

B. Otros piensan que no es correcto que un hombre

y su esposa limiten a proposito el numero de los

hijos por nacer

& Con cual de estas opiniones esta Ud. mas de

acuerdo 9

30 Opinifm A

00 0131111611 B

8. No contest6



 l1



NGméro de

columna
 

55

36

(57-45)

57

58

39

4o

41

42.

45.

44.

45.
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Pregunta 60 (p. 14) Si Ud. llegara a conocer a

una persona qu1en vive en otro pais distante m1-

les de k116metros de Venezuela, 6 podr1a Ud. en—

tender la manera de pensar de esa persona

3. Si

O. No

8. No contest6

Pregunta 61 (p. 14) &P1ensa Ud. que un hombre
 

puede ser realmente bueno sin tener ninguna clase

de relig16n?

5. Si

O. No

8. No contest6

Pregunta 52 (p. 12) £Cuéles cree Ud. que son las

principales d1ferencias:entre estas clases socia-

les?

SE CODIFICAN DE LA SIGUENTE MANERA‘

1. Lo menciona

O. No 10 menciona

8. No contest6

Diferencias econ6micas

Diferencias educativas

Diferencias culturales

Diferencias de status social

Diferencias religiosas y morales

*
l
t
h
j
U
O
U
i
‘
P

O

Diferencias politicas

C
)

Diferencias de personalidad

E
E
.
‘

Diferencias raciales y etnicas

H o Diferencias OCUpacionales

—(°)' 136 aqui en adelanta, hasta el final del Deck 2, las preguntas no siguen la as

cuencia establecida en el cuestionario.
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columna

(46~52) Pre unta 49 ( . 12)- Hoy en die se habla mucho so-

Ere cIases sociales. ccuales clases cree Ud. que

existen en Venezuela?

SE CODIFICAN USANDO EL MISMO CODIGO DE LA PREGUNTA

50 DE LA SIGUENTE MANERA3

1. Lo menciona

O. No 10 menciona

8. No contest6

46 A. Clase baja baja

47 B. Clase baja alta

48 C. Clase media baja

49 D. Clase media media

50 E. Clase media alta

51 F. Clase alta baja

52 G. Clase alta alta

55-54 Pregunta 105 (P. 3) £ng carrera escogeria enton-
 

ces?

Ols Ingenieria (no especifica)

O2. Computac16n

05. Agronomia

O4. Musica

05. Odontologia

06. Medicine

07. Sociologia

O8. Educaci n ’

O9. Ingenier a electr1ca

10. Ingenier a electronica

ll. Psicologia

12. Arquitectura

13. Administraci6n

14. Matematicas

15. Ingenieria industrial

(continua en la siguente pégina)



[
I
I
l
l
b
W
fl
l
q
u
'



Numero de

columna

55

56

57
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(viene de la pagina anterior)

I6. Ingenieria de sistemas-

l7, Oceanografia

18. Estadistica

l9. Quimica

20 . Bioanélisie

21. Biologia

22. Idiomas

88. No contest6

99. Respondié en ia pregunta 10 (p. 3) que escoge-

ria la misma carrera

Pregunta 108 S2, 22g £D6nde‘vivi6 Ud. por mas

1empo cuan o are nifio (entre las edades de 5 a

15 afios

1. En 91 area metropolitana de Caracas-

0. En el interior

9. En el extranjero

8. No contest6

Pregunta 108 $2. 22% £D6nde vivi6 Ud. pon mas

lemp c an are n fie (entre las edades de 5 a

15 afios)?

1. En 91 area metropolitana de Caracas

0. En el interior 6 en el extranjero

8. No contest6

Pregunta 1128 (p. 2 W En relaci6n con el orden de

nacimient6”euyo“y e sus hermanos (as), LHa side

Ud.

1. El primero en nacer

0. No fue el primero en nacer

9. No aplicable, es hijo finico
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Numero de

 

 

columna

58 \ Pregunta 112 a (p. 25) En relaci6n con el orden

de nacimiento suyo y de sus hermanos (as), ¢Ha side

Ud.

1. E1 ultimo en nacer

O. No fué el ultimo en nacer

9. No aplicable, es hijo unico



-31-

Universidad Central de Venezuela

Facultad de Economia Enero-Julio 1974

Escuela de Sociologia Profesor Armando VilDarroel

ESTUDIO SOBRE ACTITUDES Y PLANES VOCACIONALES DEL ESTUDIANTADO

Nfimero de

columna

l

2

5-4

5-7

(8-57)

DECK 3

ENHBLANCO
 

NUMERO DEL DECK (5)
 

EN BLANCO
 

NUMBép DEL CUESTIONARIO
 

001

521

Esta parte del cuestionario

es un poco diferente a lo hecho anteriormente.

Las preguntas estén relacionadas con la manera

como uno se percibe a si mismo. A continuaci6n

hay una lista de 30 caracteristicas que las per—

sonas usan para describirse. Lea Ud. 1a lista

de caracter sticas y decida haste gue punto cada

palabra 10 describe MUY BIEN, MAS MENUS BIEN,

o MUY POGO. Piense en same es‘UdT_EN_REKIIDID,

no en comb Ud. quizés quiera ser. '2

"é COMO SE PERCIBE UD. AC UA MENTE?"

l. Pongase "1" al lado de 3“$‘m§§‘paIabras que

lo describen MUY POGO. ’

2. P6ngase "2" al lado de 5 6 mas palabras que

lo describen MAS O MENOS BIEN.

5. P6ngase "5" aIDIado He 5 6‘553 palabras que

lo describen MUY BIEN.

 

 

 

 

LAS 50 CARACTERISTICAS CORRESPONDIENTES A LA

PREGUNTA 62 SE CODIFICAN DE LA SIGUENTE MANERA

1. L0 DESCRIBEN MUY P000

2. L0 DESCRIBEN MAS O MENOS BIEN

5. L0 DESCRIBEN MUY BIEN

Serio

Idealista



Numero de

columna

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

25

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

51

52

53

54
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Seguro

Extravertido

Elegante

Feliz

Estudioso

Eficiente

Individualista

Independiente

Sincero

Reflexivo

Responsable

Estimado

Cooperador

Exitoso

Realista

Ordenado

Constanta

Dominante

Cumplidor

Estable

Decidido

Optimista

Imaginative

Satisfecho

Intelectual

Deck 5
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55

36

57

(58-67)

38

59

4o

41

42

45

44

45
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Capaz

Inteligente

Popular

Pregunta 65 (p. 16) Ahora, he aqu1 otra lista

condIas mismas 30 palabras anteriores. Divida

Ud. estas 30 palabras otra vez en tres grupos,

pero en este caso d1v1da1as segun lo que le

GUSTARIA SER DESDE UN PUDTO DE VISTA IDEAL. Es

decir, no como Ud. cree que es en realidad, o

considera que otros desean que Ud. sea, sino

cuales son sus IDEALES PERSONALES.

"a COMO LE GUSTKRIK ”ER'IDEKLMENTE ?"

l. P6ngase "1" a1 lado de 5 6 maS'paIaBras que

describen MUY P000 lo que a Ud. 1e gustaria

ser.

2. P6ngase "2” a1 lado de 5 6 mas palabras que

 

 

 

 

describen MAS O MENOS BIEN lo que a Ud 1e gus-
 

tar1a ser.

5. P6ngase "5" al lado de 5 6 mas palabras que

desoriben MUY BIEN lo que a Ud.1e gustar1a

ser.

LAS 50 CARACTERISTICAS CORRESPONDIENTES A LA

PREGUNTA 65 SE CODIFICAN DE LA SIGUENTE MANERA

1. L0 DESCRIBEN MUY P000

2. L0 DESCRIBEN MAS O MENOS BIEN

5. L0 DESCRIBEN MUY BIEN

8 . NO CONTESTO

Serio

Idealista

Seguro

Extravertido

Elegante

Feliz

Estudioso

Eficiente



Nfimero de

columna
 

46

47

48

49

50

51

52

55

54

55

56

57

58

59

6O

61

62

65

64

65

66

67
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Individualista

Independiente

Sincero

Reflexivo

Responsable

Estimado

Cooperador

Exitoso

Realista

Ordenado

Constante

Dominante

Cumplidor

Estable

Decidido

Optimista

Imaginativo

Satisfecho

Intelectual

Capaz

Inteligente

Popular

Deck 5
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Nfimero de

columna

1

2

3-4

5-7

LO
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EN BLANCO

NUMERO DEL DECK (4)

EN BLANCO

NUMERO DEL CUESTIONARIO

001

521

Pregunta 64 SE. 122 A nosotros nos gustaria saber

am 1en que a en010n presta la gente generalmente

a lo que pasa en la politica. Nos referimos a la

politica de todos los d1as, cuando no hay campafias

electorales en marcha. éPodria Ud. decir si sigue

1a p011tica con

2.-Much0 interés ’

1. Moderado interes

0. P000 interés

8. No contest6

Pre unta 65 ( . l7) DY durante la filtima campafia

eIechraI? 6D1r1a Ud. que estaba

2. Muy interesado

1. Moderadamente interesado

0. P000 interesado

8. No contest6

Pregunta 66 (p. 17) éCuéntos alumnos de su facul-

tad considera Ud. que estén interesados en la po-

1 tica

 

5. Muchos

2. Algunos

1. Pocos

8. N0 contest6



"v.,_



Nfimero de

columna
 

(ll-25)

ll

l2

l5

l4

15

l6

17

18

19

2O

21

22

25
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LAS PREGUNTAS DE LA 67 A LA 81 SE CODIFICAN DE

LA SIGUENTE MANERA‘

2. Si

O. No

_8. N0 contest6

Pregunta 67 (p. 17) Ahora, algunos estudiantes se

Interesan mucho por las actividades p011ticas, mien—

tras que otros no se preocupan tanto por ellas.

L0 que nos interesa aqu1 no es a que partido perte-

nece la gente, sino mediante que actividades una

persona participa en la politica. Por ejem 10,

discute Ud. con sus compafieros sobre la p011tica-

universitaria

 

Pregunta 68 (p, 17) éLee peri6dicos y revistas s0—

bre temas p011ticos en general?

Pregunta 69 (p. 17) DAsiste a reuniones politicas?

 

Bregunta 70 (p. 17) 6Asiste a m1tines p011ticos?

Pregunta 71 (p. 17) £Esta afiliado a algfin partido

p011t1CO?

 

Pregunta 72 (p. L8) éTrat6 de orientar en el voto

de otros?

 

Pregunta 75 (p. 18) éFue a alguna comida de carac-

ter p011t100?

 

Pregunta 74 (p._18) 6001006 consignas p011ticas?
 

Eregunta 75 (p. 18) éEscr1b16 consignas politicas?
 

Pregunta 76 (p. 18) éHizo discursos pfiblicos a fa-

vor de un cand1dat0 0 un partido?

 

Pregunta 77m(§. 18) éDistribuy6 panfletos u otra

Propaganda p0 1t10a?

 

Pregunta 78 (p. 18) éParticip6 en las caravanas

p011t10as de carros?

 

Pregunta 79 (p. 18) tPuso un distintivo p011tico

en su carro 0 en su ropa?

 



Nfimero de

columna

24

25

26

27

28
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Pregunta 80 (p. 18) $Participa en asociaciones

voluntarIas?*

Pregunta 81 (p. 19) LHizo alguna otra cosa?

2.781

O. No

8. N0 contest6

Pregunta 81a (p. 19) éPodria decirnos que?

2. Hace men¢16n a otra actividad p011tica espec1fi-

ca (fu1 testigo 6 miembro principal por mi parti-

do ante una mesa electoral, trate de crear con-

ciencia entre e1 electorado, etc.)

0. N0 hace menci6n a actividades p011ticas

-7. Contest6 "Si" a la Dregunta 81 pero no aclara

8. N0 contest6 ’

9. N0 aplicable, contesto "No" a la pregunta 81

Pregunta 82 (p. 19) aHabla Ud. de la p011tica con

sus amigos '

 

2. Frecuentemente

l. Algunas veces

O. Casi nunca

8. N0 contest6

Pregunta 85 (p3A19) $Ah0ra, mirando a esta lista,

generalmente qué parte toma Ud. en estas conversa-

ciones

O. Aunque tengo mis propias opiniones, generalmente

solo escpcho

0. En general escucho, pero de vez en cuando expreso

mis propias opiniones

1. Tomo igual parte en las conversaciones

2: Hago algo mas que dar mis opiniones en las conver-

saciones; usualmente trato de convencer a los otros

que tengo la razon

8. N0 contest6

 



Nfimero de

columna
 

29

5O

51

52
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Ahora, tenemos unas pocas preguntas mas del tipo

"Acuerdo-Desacuerdo," como ya la hicimos anterior-

mente. De nuevo, todo lo que Ud. tiene que hacer

es pensar sobre cada frase acuerdo, un_p000 de acuer~

g9, un poco en desacuerdo, 0 EOEaImente En‘desapuei-

0.

 

 

Pregunta 84 (p. 19) La diferencia real entre la gen-

te que triunfa y'Ig que fracasa es que la gente que

triunfa tiene suerte; es decir, triunfar es cosa de

suerte mas que de habilidad y esfuerzo individual

0. Total acuerdo

1. P000 acuerdo

2. P000 desacuerdo

5. Total desacuerdo

 

8. N0 contest6

Pregunta 85 (p. 19) Una mala 1ey debe ser cambiada,

péro mientfas no se modifique, debe ser cumplida

5. Total acuerdo

2. P000 acuerdo

1. P000 desacuerdo

0. Total desacuerdo

8. N0 contest6

Pregunta 86 (p. 19) Mis compafieros de clase tienen

mas“§m1gos que yo

5. Total acuerdo

2. P000 acuerdo

1. P000 desacuerdo

0. Total desacuerdo

8. N0 contest6

Pregunta 87 (p. 29) A pesar de lo que algunas perso—

nas dicen, Ia 06hd1c16n de la gente como yo est

empeorando, en vez de mejorar

 

5. Total acuerdo

2. P000 acuerdo

1. P000 desacuerdo

Total desacuerdoO.

8. N0 contest6 ’





Ignore do

columna

55

54

55

56

O.
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Preggnta 88 (p. 20) N0 vale la pena ocuparse de la

p011tica, porque los p011ticos no son los individuos

mas preparados de la sociedad

0. Total acuerdo

1. P000 acuerdo

2. P000 desacuerdo

5 Total desacuerdo

8. N0 contest6

Pregunta 89 (p. 20) La asistencia a los servicios

religiosos es un 1nd10e de la moralidad de una na-

ci6n

5. Total acuerdo

2. P000 acuerdo

1. P000 desacuerdo

0. Total desacuerdo

8. N0 contest6

Pregunta 90 (p. 29) Yo trato de hacerme agradable a

otros

 

5. Total acuerdo

2. P000 acuerdo

1. P000 desacuerdo

0. Total desacuerdo

8. N0 contest6

Pregunta 91 (p. 20) Siempre trato de hacer 10 correc-

to y actuar de acuerdo a los principios morales que

me han ensenado

 

5. Total acnerdo

. P000 acuerdo

. P000 desacuerdo

. Total desacuerdo

(
I
)
O
H
M

. N0 contest6

 





Nfimero de

columna
 

57

58

59

40

41
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Pregunta 92 (p; 20) Siento placer tratando de enten-

derme a mi mismo, y conocer mis fortalezas y debili-

dades

 

5. Total acuerdo

2. P000 acuerdo

1. P000 desacuerdo

0. Total desacuerdo

8. No contest6

Pregunta 95 (p. 20) La may0r1a del tiempo me siento

solo

 

5. Total acuerdo

2. P000 acuerdo

1. P000 desacuerdo

0. Total desacuerdo

8. N0 contest6

Pregunta 94 (p. 2Q) La mayor1a de los funcionarios

p6b1100s n0 estfifi'realmente interesados en los pro-

blemas de la gente como yo

 

5. Total acuerdo

2. P000 acuerdo

. P000 desacuerdo

. Total desacuerdo

O
D
O
H

. N0 contest6

Pregunta 95 (p. 20) Es muy p000 lo que puedo hacer

para cambiar mi vida

 

0. Total acuerdo

1. P000 acuerdo

2. P000 desacuerdo

5. Total desacuerdo

8. N0 contest6

Pregunta 96 (p. 21) Mis Opiniones tienen menos peso

que las opiniones de mis companeros de class

 

5. Total acuerdo

2. P000 acuerdo

1. P000 desacuerdo

Total desacuerdoO.

8. N0 contest6
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Pregunta 9Zm(p.ugll A la hora de la verdad, nadie

va a preocuparse mucho per m1

0. Total acuerdo

1. P000 acuerdo

2. P000 desacuerdo

5. Total desacuerdo

8. N0 contest6

Pregunta_98 (p. 21) La naturaleza humana es fundamen—

talmente cooperativa

5. Total acuerdo

2. P000 acuerdo

1. P000 desacuerdo

‘0. Total desacuerdo

8. N0 contest6

Pregunta 99 (p. 21) Me parece que soy la clase de per-
 

sona que—tiene mas mala suerte que buena suerte

0. Total acuerdo

1. P000 acuerdo

2. P000 desacuerdo

5. Total desacuerdo

8. N0 contest6

Pregunta 100 (p. 21) Hoy en d1a una persona tiene que

vivir bien e1 presents, y desatenderse del futuro

 

0. Total acuerdo

1. P000 acuerdo

2. P000 desacuerdo

5. Total desacuerdo

8. N0 contest6

Pregunta 101 (p, 21) Siento que me equivoqué de ca-

rrera

 

0. Total acuerdo

1. P000 acuerdo

2. P000 desacuerdo

5. Total desacuerdo

8. N0 contest6
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Pregunta 102 (p. 21) Ahora, algunas personas dicen
 

que podemos confiaren la may0r1a. de la gente, mien-

tras que otros dicen que as major ser desconfiado.

LOue cree Ud. ?

5. Podemos confiar ‘

0. Es mejor ser desconfiado

8. N0 contest6

Para concluir tenemos unas pocas greguntas mas, del

tipo censo con las cuales Ud. est bien familiariza-

d0

Pregunta 105 (p. 21) éCual es su sexo?
 

1. Masculino

O. Femenino

8. N0 contest6, 0 n0 pudo ser averiguado

Pregunta 104 (p. 21) oCuéntos anos tiene Ud. (en su

mas cercano cumpleanos)?

l7. Diez y siete afios

49. Cuarenta y nueve afios

88. N0 contest6

Pregunta 105 (p. 21) aNacib Ud. en Venezuela 0 en

el extrafijero?

l. Naci6 en Venezuela

0. Nacio en el extranjero

8. N0 contest6

Pregunta 106.1211§§2 6D6nde exactamente naci6 Ud.?
 

Naci6 en el Area Metropolitana de Caracas

Na016 en otra p0b1aci6n venezolana, fuera del

Area Metropolitana de Caracas

N0 aplicable, naci6 en el extranjero

0
0
0
0
1
—
1

. N0 contest6
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Pregunta 105a (p. 22) £Naci6 Ud. en

1. Un pa1s de la Am6rica Iatina, fuera de Venezuela

0. Fuera de la Am6rica. Latina

9. No aplicable, naci6 en Venezuela

8. N0 contest6

Pregunta 106 (p. 22) 6D6nde exactamente naci6 Ud.?

Pregunta 107 (p. 22) 6Dir1a Ud. que la ciudad 0

pueblo donde Ud. EAQIQ ten1a

(8E CODIFICAN COMO SI FUETAN UNA SOLA PREGUNTA)

 

 

1. Hence de 500 habitantes

Venezuclao San Pedro del R10, T60h1ra; Taria,

faracuy

Extranjeroz Talinn, Estonia

2. Entre 500 y 999 habitantcs

Venezuela‘ San José de Areocuar, Sucre; E1

Alto, Trujillo; El Guapo, Miranda

Extranjer0= Jove, Espafia

5. Entrc 1.000 y 2.499 habitantes

Venezuela: San Antonio de los Altos, Miranda;

Las Mercedes, Guarico: Irapa, Su-

cre: La Vela, Falc6n '

Extraanjero yeka, Yugoeslavia

4. Entre 2.500 y 4.999 habitantes

Vene zuela- San ‘Casimiro, Araguai Gussipati,

B011Wr' Bruzuual, Apure; Betijo—

que, Trujillo

5. Entre 5.000 y 9.999 habitantes

Venezuela: Bocon6, Tru 1110 E1 T1grit03 El

Cnllao, Bollvar! Judibama, Fa106n;

Caicara del Orinoco, Monagas
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6. Entre 10.000 y

Venezuela:

7. Entre 25.000 y

Venezuela'

24.999 habitantes

Churuguara, Fa106n3 Oaripito, Mona-

gas’ La Guaira, Departamento Vargas:

Puerto Ayacucho, Territorio Federal

Amazonas’ La Asunci6n, Nueva Espar—

ta’ San Antonio, Tach1ra

199.999 habitantes

Lagunillas (Ciudad Ojeda), Zulia‘

Mérida, Mérida’ Matur1n, Monagasf

Upata, Bolivar’ Los Teques, Miranda.

Anaco, Anzoategui’ Cumana, Sucre’

Carfipano, Sucre’ San Crist6bal, T6-

chira’ Pue to La Cruz, Anzoétegui’

Ciudad B01 var, Bol1var’ El Tigre,

Anzoétegui’ Valle de la Pascua, Gue—

rico’ Acarigua Portuguesa’ Guare-

nas, Miranda’ éoro, Fa106n’ San F6-

lix, Bolivar’ La Victoria, Aragua’

Calabozo, Guérico’ Barinas, Barinas«

Maiquetia, Departamento Vargas’ Gua-

nare, Portuguesa’ Barcelona, Anzoé-

tegui’ Villa de Cura, Guérico’ San

Felipe Yaracuy’ Puerto Cabello, Ca-

rabobo' San Juan de los Morros, Gua-

r100

Extranjero‘ Ambato, E0uad0r5 Valencia, Espafia

8. 200.000 y mas habitantes

Venezuela‘

Extranjero‘

Area Metropolitana,de Caracas‘ Mab

racaibo, Zulia’ Valencia, Carabobo’

Barquisimetc, Lara’ Maracay, Ara-

gua

Sicilia-Augusta, Italia‘ Santiago ,

Chile’ Sta. M6nica- California' USA’

San Francisco- California, USA? New

York-'New York, USA: Madeira, Por-

tugal: Lisboa, Portugal: Mendoza,

Argentina: Buenos Aires, Argentina;

Madrid, Espafiag’Genova, Italia: Es;

tocolmo Suecia: Barcelona, Espafia:

La Coruna, Espafia: Roma, Italia: '

La Habana, Cuba: Borofé, Colombia:

Quito, Ecuador



 rm
.
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Pregunta 108 (p. 22) éD6nde Vivi6 Ud. por mas

tIem 0 cuando era n1fio (entre las edades de 5 y 15

afiosg ?

Pregunta 109 (p. 22) éDir1a Ud. que la Ciudad en

donde Ud. se CRIO ten1a

 

 

(s3 CODIFICAN come 81 FUERAN UNA SOLA PREGUNTA)

(33 CODIFICAN IGUAL A LAS PREGUNTAS 106 y 107)

Pregunta 110 (p. 22) £Estan vivos sus padres?
 

1. Si

0. No, 0 uno solo vive

a. N0 contest6

Pre unta_110a (p. 22) —S1 respondi6 S610 uno vive-

sCuEI Ea muerto?

1. Padre

0. Madre, 6 ambos viven (respondio "s1" a la pre-

gunta 110)

8. No contest6

Preguntajlllg(p. 25) 6V1ve Ud. actualmente en
  

1. En la residencia de sus padres

2. En la residencia de uno de sus padres

5. En hotel 0 pens16n (residencia estudiantil)

4. Con familiares

5. En Vivienda aparte

8. No contest6

Pregunta 112 (p. 25) £Tiene Ud. hermanos (as)?
 

0. Si‘ .

1. N0, soy hijo unico
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Pregunta 112a (p. 25) En relaci6n con el orden

de nacimiento suyo y de sus hermanos (as), 6 Ha

Side Ud. .

O.

l.

2.

5.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

Hijo finice

El Primero en nacer

El scgundo en nacer

El tercero en nacer

E1 cuarto en nacer

E1 quinte en nacer

El scxto en nacer

El séptimo en nacer

El octave y noveno en nacer

E1 filtimo en nacer

Pregunta_115 (p._25) éHasta que afie estudi6 su pa-
 

dre

l.

2.

5.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

No asisti6 a la escuela

Primaria incomplete (primere a quinte grade)

Primaria completa (sexto grade)

Bachillerato incomplete ( rimero a cuarto afio)

Bachillerato o educaci6n tgcnica completa (quin-

to afio)

Carrera universitaria (incluyendo pedag6gico) no

concluida

Carrera universitaria completada

No contest6

Pregunta 114 ( . 25) 6Cual es (era) 1a ocupaci6n de

su papa? (1 e. .R NOMBRE DE OCUPACI N, TAREAS

our REALIZA, SU POSICION, ETC.)

1. OBREROS NO CALIEICADOS

Agricultor, chofer, vendedor de combustible,

obrero, obrero de puerte, cobrader de peaje,

cobrader, vigilante
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OBRERO CALIFICADOS Y SEMI-CALIFICADOS

Albanil, talabartelero, soldador, carpintere,

zapater6, m6canice, sastre, pelic1a, panadero,

costurere de calzado, pintor de broeha gorda,

electricista

CONTADORPT, OFICINISTAS, PERSODIAS EN TRABAJOS

NO INDEPENDIFNTRS Y FUNCIONARIOS MENORES DEL

GOBIERNO

Bolsa de trabaje en la UCV, contador, centabilis-

ta, mensurader de terrenos, radio-técnice, de—

corader de oficinas, t6cnice en pesas y medidas,

t60n100 en refrigeraci6n, cerrector de pruebas,

telegrafista, t0p6grafo, s1ndicalista,v1s1ta-

der m6d100, 6nfermera, promoter de publicidad,

auxiliar de farmacia, secretaria,per1te agrico-

1a, agente viajero, prefecte, t60nice aerenéuti-

00, fiscal del MOP (Ministerie de Obras Publicas),

Inspector del SAS (Ministerio de Sanidad y Asis-

tencia Social), fiscal del IAN (Institute Agrario

Nacional), fiscal del BAP (Banco Agr1001a y Pe-

cuario), fiscal de la Ingenieria Municipal, relo—

jere, f6t6grafo

DUENOS COMERCIANTES Y DIRECTORES DE NEGOCIOS

PEOULJO), HACENDADOS, ADMINISTRADORES Y A618TEN-

TES

Administrador, cemerciante, administrador, due—

no de ferreter1a, contratista, m111tar,adminis—

trador de un per16dico, jefe de dibujantes, maes-

tro de escuela primaria, prefesor de secundaria,

profesor de fisica y matem6ticas en un 11060, a-

nalista programador, 1ab0rat0r1sta,perforador

de pozos petroleres, aufitor, jefe de mantenimien—

to en la petreeuimica, duene de un supermercado,

preparader de clases en la UCV,1mportador de

especies, representante de una firma cemercial,

gerente de mercadee de MICRON C. A., duero de 00m—

pania constructora, Mayor retirado del ej6rcit0,

dirige red de transporte pesado, jefe de una

s00016n de personal do la Shell
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PFOFESIONALES Y DIRECTORES DE NIVEL MEDIO

Comisionado del Trabajo, abogado, economista,

Jefe de Aduanas, ingeniero electr6nico, ingenie-

ro petrolero, accionista de una compafiia, m6d1—

co, ingeniero civil, gerente de editorial, pro-

fesor de la UCV, Jefe de Servicio del IVSS-(Ins-

tituto Venezolano de los Seguros Sociales), far-

maoeutico, psicologo

POSICION DIRECTIVA DE ALTO NIVEL

Presidente del hip6dromo, diplomético, empresa-

rio, gerente de ventas y supervisor del area del

Caribe de una empresa norteamerioana, gerente

general de la Pepsi-Cola, director general del

SAS (Ministerio de Sanidad y Asistencia Social),

presidente de empresa caficultora

POSICION EJECUTIVA DEL NIVEL MAS ALTO

Vioe-presidente de una compafiie norteamericana,

Vice-presidents para America Latina de una em-

presa extranjera, Presidents del Banco de Occi-

dente

NO CONTESTO O NO AVERIGUADO

Vive de rentas, rentas, construcci6n, v1v16 en

el campo, trabaj6 ayudando a mi abuelo, trabaj6

en el gobierno cuando G6mez, no s6, no lo veo

desde que estaba Chiquita

Pregunta 115 (p. 242 6Tuvo su papa este mismo
 

trabajo cuando Ud. era nifio?

l.

O.

8.

(1 '

:3].

No

No contest6
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Pregunta 115a (p. 24) éQu6 tipo de trabajo ten1a

su papédurante esaIEpoca?

 

(SE CODIFICA IGUAL QUE LA PREGUNTA 114)

H

9. No aplicable, respond16 31" a la pregunta 115

Pregunta 116 (p. 24) sDir1a Ud. que su mama esté

(estuvo) 1nteresada en la politioa

 

5. Mucho

2. Regular

1. P000

8. No contest6, o no sabe

Pregunta ll7 (p) 24) éDiria Ud. que su papa esté

(estuvo) Interesadoen la p011tica

 

5. Mucho

2. Regular

1. Poco

8. No contest6, o no sabe

Pregunta 117a Qp. 24) éGeneralmente, diria Ud.

que su papa esté (estuvo) de acuerdo o no con las

ideas p011ticas suyas

 

1, Si

2. Depende

5. No

8. No contest6, o no sabe

Pregunta ll7b (p. 24) Y su mama, esté (estuvo) ella

generalmcnte de acuerdo con sus ideas p011ticas

  

. Si

Depende

No

(
I
)

\
N
I
U
i
—
J

. No contest6, o no sabe



 
 

.

u...‘

I

‘.
‘ .

w

|

1

v.....-.

n

O
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Pregunta 118 (p. 24) Durante sus estudios un1ver-

sitarios, oCuél diria Ud. ha sido su promedio de

calificaciones?

 

Nenos de 10 puntos

Entre 10 y 12 puntos

Entre 13 y 14 puntos

Entre 15 y 16.puntos

Entre 17 y 18 puntos

Entre 19 y 20 puntos‘
O

I
O

O
0

O
J

C
D
U
1
¢
\
N
R
H
J

No contest6, o no sabe

Pregunta 119 (p. 24) AEsta Ud. actualmente
 

l. Casado

O. Soltero, divorciado, separado o Viudo

8. No contest6

Pregunta 120 (p. 232 éTrabaja Ud. actualmente?
 

8. No contest6

Pregunta 1208

.J 1211' Lo ' A

(p. 2;; acué tipo de trabajo es?

  

(SE CODIFICA IGUAL QUE LA EREGUN'A 114)

9. No aplicable, respond16 ”no” a la pregunta l2O

Pregunta 121 (p. 25) 6A qu6 clase de escuela se-

oundaria concurrib Ud.?

l. Pfiblica

Privada no religiosa

Privada religiosa

Otra

 

(
r

#
\
N
R
>

No contest6
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C)

Pregur ta I§2_(R, 25)fi L
-¢ .

o.u6 religi
 

 

l. Catolica

2» 1I‘3‘3 63F“1.1.811

3. Judie
~ 0 n I .

4. Otra (cr1st1ana: metsf1s1ca)

5. Ninguna

8. No contest6

Progrntanl22a p. 25) sCon cue fre

Ud. a :1 jges311 (temple)? (1).? HUI

STE"'131° T153 (E ffl'O. AEETNEUILJICLLR :31

MES 3 o m? c)

1. Nunca

2. De una a dos veces a1 aro

3. De tres a once veces a1 afio

4. Una vez a1 mes

5. De dos a tres veces a1 mes

6. Una vez a la semana

7. De dos a seis veces a la semana

8. Todos los dias

9. No contest6

L-regunta Ufip.25) JC6mo cree cu

n1ve1'EEV1aa comTarado con el que

sus padres? <‘1r1c oue sora

5. Mucho m6s a1to

4. Un poco mis alto

3. Aoroximadamento el mismo

2. Un joco més bajo

l. Huoho m6 3 bajo

No contest6(
D

Deck 4

on pertenec Ud.~

cuoncia asiste

"AERU DJ?) VECES PCR

ES TOR SENANA:

e seré su futuro

tienen (ten1an)
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Pregunta deevaluaci6n delouestionario (p. 26)
  

Esto es todo. oEn general podr1a Ud. decirnos c6mo

1e parec16 este ouestionario? GHubo partes que en-

oontr6 d1f1oiles o que no la gustaron?

1. Si

O. No

8. No contest6

Parte A (p. 26) 6Cuéles son?
 

O. Muy largo

1. Las preguntas relacionadas con la p011tica

2. Pre untas 62 y 65 (caracteristicas de personali-

dad

3. Preguntas 20, 21, y 22 (que se debe hacer en

ciertas situaciones familiares)

4. Preguntas 41, 42, 44, y 45 (deseos y esperanzas

y preocupaci6nes y temores con respecto a 81 mis-

mo y con respecto a Venezuela)

5. Otras preguntas espeoificas' por ejemplo 1a 17

(tienen los estudiantes universitarios obligacio-

nes especiales aparte de sus estudios) y las

45a, b y c y 46a, b y o (la escalera)

No me gustan las preguntas de desarrollo

7. Otras razones (no me gustaron las preguntas so-

bbre la relig16n porgue la relig16n es el opio

del pueblo, preguntan muohas tonterias, el cues-

tionario es fas tidioso, etc.)

8. No contest6

9. No aplicable, e1 cuestionario no le pareoi6 mal

n1 d1f1c11

Parte B gp. 26) éPor qu6 fueron difioiles para Ud.

To no le gustaron)?

 

1. El esp1oio era muy pequeno para contestar algunas

preguntas cuya explicaci6n era bastante complica—

da

2. Prevuntas 62yy 65 (caracteristioas de personali—

dad) es muy dificil definirse a uno mismo

5. Preguntas 20,21 y 22 (situaciones familiares)

es muy dificil saber que hacer ante esas situa-

oiones 6 nunca me he planteado tal problema

(continua en la pr6x1ma pagina)



 

v"- o.”-

 



Nfimero de

columna
 

_53_ Deck 4

(viene de la pégina anterior)

4.‘

5.’

‘Las preguntas relacionadas con la p011ticas

no creo que a tréves de la politica se puedan

solucionar los problemas de Venezuela 6 tcngo

particular dificultad en contestar este tipo de

preguntas '

Hay algunas preguntas que no comprendo! se dam

como ejemplo las situaciones familiares y los

rasgos de personalidad

El cuestionario es muy largo

No contest6

'No aplicable, el cuestionario no le parecio mal

n1 dificil

 



APPENDIX IV

ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF THE CODEBOOK



Dear student:

This is a scientific study of the activities and vocational

plans of university students. This research is directed by

an instructor of sociology from Universidad Central de Ve-

nezuela. The present study concentrates on a description

by university students of their problems, both educational

and other. By this means we hope to obtain a clear picture

of university life, including its social, economic, political

and psychological aspects. #

The study is absolutely anonymous, and for this reason

we request that you do not write in your name or any other

indication of your identity as an individual. We are in-

terested solely in frequencies and statistical tendencies,

not in individual cases.

If you have any questions about the filling out of the

questionnaire, please raise your hand and you will be helped.

If you would be interested in receiving a summary of the

results of this research, please check this box Z::::7 ,

and write your name and permanent address on a separate

paper and return to the questionnaire administrator.
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Question 1 (p. 1) What is your major?

I.

2.

'
\
l
O
\
k
n
-
F
-
'
\
.
O

Law

Architecture

Pharmacy

Medicine

Computer Science

Physics

Mathematics

Question 3 (p. 1) What are the reasons that influenced

your choice of this field?

A. Economic Advantages (money, financial security, a

comfortable life, economic independence, better

standard of living)

Social Advantages (prestige, opportunity to move

upward socially, to be somebody, to become cul-

tured, to get ahead)

Professional Advancement (to get ahead in a job,

to improve one's professional position, etc.)

To achieve a certain style of life: to associate

with important people, etc.

(Mobility Aspiration scale)

5. Mentioned

0. Not mentioned

Humanitarian Reasons (for the common good, spirit

of service, human welfare, a desire to do something

for others, Christian ideals of service, better

human relations, etc.)

(Humanitarian Social Service Orientation scale)

1. Mentioned

0. Not mentioned

Nationalistic, Patriotic Reasons (to help build the

country, for the welfare of the country, useful to

the country, etc.)

(Nationalism scale)

1. Mentioned

0. Not mentioned
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D. Social Reform Reasons (to solve social problems, to

realize social justice, desire to reform society,

etc.

(Social Reform Orientation scale)

5. Mentioned

0. Not mentioned

E. Reasons of Intrinsic Career Involvement (positive va-

lence toward specific courses, activities, concepts,

intellectual curiosity, the field allows or requires

use of certain personal abilities and skills, is cre-

ative: personal satisfaction, intellectual satisfac-

tions, in electricity I see the answers to many things,

as an ultimate end - it is my maximum aspiration, with

the career I can reach all goals I seek, the career

in itself, to build, etc.)

 

(Intrinsic Career Involvement scale)

6. Mentioned

0. Not mentioned

F. Family Reasons (influence of father or other family

member: because of family traditions: most of my fam-

ily are in the same career, etc.)

(Family Integration scale)

1. Mentioned

0. Not mentioned

Question 4 (p. 1) What specific things do you like best

about your field?

(SAME CODES AS FOR QUESTION 3)

Question_5_(p. 2) And what are the specific things about

your field that you do not like very much?

 

(Intrinsic Career Involvement scale)

6. No specific complaints (nothing -- I like every-

thing about it: I do not know: nothing special)

0. Mention of specific negative aspects of the field

(the field is underdeveloped, too specialized,

too theoretical, too materialistic, too technical,

lacks applicability to real problems: dislike

of certain courses such as statistics, penal law:

too much work is required: the system of studies

is inadequate, too much memorization: corruption

in the field, too much competition for jobs, etc.)
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Question 6 (p. 2) Would you say that your career is a

means to reach other ends, or is an end in itself?

(Intrinsic Career Involvement scale)

6. End in itself

0. Means

Question-6a (p. 2) What goals are you pursuing by studying

this career?

Question 6b (p. 2) Why do you consider it as an end in

itself?

(SAME CODES AS FOR QUESTION 3)

Question 7 (p. 2) In choosing a career, or in drawing up a

general plan of life, many people follow the example given

by individuals whom they know and admire, and whom they

would like to resemble. Now, try to think of the people

you know. Can you think of anyone you would like to be

like?

1. Yes

0. No

(IF "NO" TO QUESTION 7)

Question Zb (p. 2) For example, some people say that they

would like to be like a member of their family, a professor

they have known, a boss they have had, or a speaker they

have heard. Is there anyone you would like to be like?

1. Yes

0. No

(IF "YES" TO QUESTIONS 7 OR 7b)

Question_2a and 7b (p. 2) Who is it?

(Family Integration scale)

1. Family member

0. Other person

Question 8 (p. 3) We are also interested in knowing which

subjects students discuss. How often would you say you

discuss classwork with your fellow students?

 

(Intrinsic Career Involvement scale)

6. Frequently

3. Sometimes

0. Almost never
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Question_2 (pL3) And what about the country's problems?
 

2. Frequently

1. Sometimes

0. Almost never

Question 10 (p, 3) If you had to choose your career over

again, would you choose

(Intrinsic Career Involvement scale)

6. The same career

0. Another career

Question 11 (p. 3) After you have finished your classes

at the university do you review your notes?

(Intrinsic Career Involvement scale)

6. Everyday

3. Sometimes

0. Only before examinations

0. Almost never

Question 12 (p. 3) Approximately how many hours did you

spend studying last week? .

Question l3_(p.33) Do you usually spend about the same

number of hours studying each week?

(IF NO): How many hours do you usually spend?

(Intrinsic Career Involvement scale)

6. 30 or more hours per week

5. 25-29 hours

A. 20-24 hours

3. l5-l9 hours

2. 10—14 hours

1. 5-9 hours

0. Less than 5 hours, or never study

Question 14 (p. Q)When you are studying, how often do you

feel that you would rather be doing something else?

 

(Intrinsic Career Involvement scale)

0. Frequently

3. Sometimes

6. Almost never
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Question l5 (p, A) How satisfied are you as a student?

2.

l.

0.

Very satisfied

More or less satisfied

Very unsatisfied

Question 16 (p, 4) Specifically, how satisfied are you

with the following aspects of your university experience?

2.

l.

O.

A.

B.

C.

Very satisfied

More or less satisfied

Very unsatisfied

The professors

The courses

The facilities

The examinations

The student government

Question lZ_(p, 4) Do you think that being a university

student involves any special obligations, apart from your

studies, or not?

(IF YES). Question 17a. What are they?

1. Mention of obligation to become involved in university

or general politics: religious or spiritual obligations

with political implications: obligation to become in-

volved in politics, to lead, etc.

Other mention

Question 18 (p. A) Do you think that university students

have special responsibilities in the change and deveIOpment

of the country?

(IF THEY DO) 18a. What do you think the students can do?

1.

O.

Mention of responsibilities to participate in political

activities, to advise others or express dissent in pol-

itics, etc.

Other mention

Question 19_(p. 5) Do you think that you personally can do

anything—in the process of change in Venezuela?

(IF YES) 19a. What can you do?
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Mention of contribution through general political

activity

Other mention

Now, we are going to ask some questions about what should

be done in certain family situations.

Question 20 (p._5) What do you think should be done with the

son who neglects his schoolwork?

5. Would use physical punishment or coercion: (punish

him, use sanctions, force him to study, insist that he

study: repress him, keep him in check: make myself

into the most severe person in the world, etc.)

. Would use deprivation, restrict activities, or with—

hold pleasures: (deprive him of his recreation and of

the things he likes most: cut his allowance: send him

to a boarding school, put him in a military academy:

make him go to work, etc.)

Would use shame and guilt and appeals to son's sense

of responsibility to other persons, or would scold,

berate, criticize or reprimand son: (counsel him by

family example, make him responsible for his acts:

create a sense of conscience: persuade him, reason

with him, etc.: scold him, constantly remind him of

his studies: moral coercion, etc.)

Would use appeals to self-interest: (make him realize

the harm he is doing to himself: threaten with possi-

ble consequences in son's future for not studying now:

point out importance of study for his future, make

him see that without study he will be a "Don Nadie,"

etc.

Would attempt to find out causes, would use laissez-

faire, permissive approach, would avoid use of force,

but does not specify what course of action should be

taken, or do not know: (inquire, investigate the causes

of son's negligence: get to know him and his attitudes:

do nothing, in time he will convince himself, let him

find his own road in life: should never make a big deal

of the problem, rather view it as a natural event: not

everybody is born to study: give him freedom to develop

his own aptitudes: nothing is gained by forcing him:

force will fail: respondent does not know what he would

do because of lack of experience, etc.)

Would use positive reinforcement or therapeutic ap-

proach: (try to stimulate him, encourage him, get him

 



268

interested in studies: rouse his aspirations, in—

still a love for study: get him interested in good

schools: talk with him, be a friend to him, friend-

to—friend, man—to-man, father-to-son: try to remedy

his faults, correct his defects: send him for psycho-

analysis to find the causes, etc.)

Question 21 (p. 5) With the woman who is not faithful to

her husband?

5. Would use corporal punishment or judicial punishment!

(kill her, shoot her, beat her, punish her: she should

be punished according to the law: should receive a

jail sentence or other judicial penalty: throw the

book at her, etc.)

Would use divorce! (immediate divorce, etc.)

Would use separation or social isolation! (separate

her from society: throw her out of the house: send

her back to her family: separate her from children,

etc.

. Would use social condemnation and public ridicule

or would use shame, guilt or appeals to family, re-

ligious values! (she should be held in contempt by

society, be scorned, condemned: put a sign on her and

let her walk the streets, etc.: make her realize the

seriousness of her acts, reason with her about vio-

lation of Christian values or consequences for chil-

dren, reprimand her, make her feel ashamed, etc.)

Would search out causes or would use laissez-faire

permissive approach! (look for causes, reasons why

she cheated: need to ascertain husband's role in

causing her cheating: nothing, there is nothing to

be done: leave her and wish her happiness: let her

try her luck: forget her, look for another woman:

it is none of the husband's business, etc.: or do

not know: indeterminate recommendation: cannot say

without having had the experience, would depend on

how it affects the man, etc.)

Would use positive reinforcement or therapeutic re—

socialization! (have to help her: prevent it from

happening again: try to get her to return to good

ways: get spiritual counsel for her: get psychiatric

treatment for her, etc.)
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Question 22 (p; 5) And with the son who is old enough to

work, but does not want to?

5. Would use physical punishment and coercion! (beat him,

punish him severely: carry him off to jail: force him

to work, etc.)

4. Would use categorical or definitive deprivation!

(throw him out of the house: let him die from hunger-

I would not give him one cent: deprive him of all

help in the home: refuse to maintain him further: deny

him all sustenance, including meals: withdrawal of

financial support, etc.) ~

3. Would use qualified or provisional deprivation! (would

not give him anything but he could live in my house:

deprive him of everything except meals, etc.)

2. Would use shame and guilt and appeals to sense of

responsibility! (counsel, warn, advise him of the need

to work: make him see that to work is dignity: make

him realize his shamelessness: tell him he has the re-

sponsibility to work, convince him, use persuasion:

make him see he cannot spend his life vegetating, etc.)

 

1. Would search out causes, would use laissez—faire, per-

missive approach, or indeterminate recommendation! (talk

to him and try to find out reasons why he does not work:

one has to have patience, let him continue without work

until he feels the need: I am against impositions- this

must come from one's own will: I cannot say without being

a father with a son like that, etc.)

0. Would use positive reinforcement, would use vocational

rehabilitation, taking son's inclinations into account!

(try to orient him, talk to him like a friend, help him

like a father should: try to stimulate him, make him am-

bitious, show him an.incentive to work, show him the

satisfactions one gains from earning money, try to induce

a love for work: help him get a good job: I would not

force him to work as long as he would find something else

worthwhile to do such as continuing his education, etc.)

Now, some people prefer to spend most of their time with a

a group of friends, while others spend their time alone.

Question 23 (p. 6) Do you spend your time
 

3. Alone

I. Depends on my mood

0. With some friends
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In the next questions we are going to present you some

statements. All you have to do is think about each state—

ment, and then indicate with an x if you totally agree

with it, agree with it a little, disagree with it a little,

or totally disagree with it.

UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED, QUESTIONS 24 TO 40 ARE CODED

AS FOLLOWS!

0. Totally agree

1. Agree a little

2. Disagree a little

3. Totally disagree

Question 24 (p) 6) The most important thing is to be in

agreement with other people, the question of who is right

or who is wrong is secondary.

Question 25 (p. 6) I have to study more than my classmates

to get a good grade on an exam.

Question 26 (p. 6) There are many young students in this

country who get involved in politics too much because of

lack of discipline.

Question 22_(p. 6) My classmates have more luck than I do.

Question 28 (p, 6) Sometimes politics and government seem

so complicated that a person like me cannot really under-

stand what is going on.-

Question 29 (p. 6) I have often felt that there is no sense

in trying to be somebody in this life.

Question 39 (p, 6) When the peOple disagree with the gov-

ernment they should not obey it.

Questionp32 (p. 7) If I do not watch out, people will take

advantage of me.

Question 33 (p. 7) People like me do not fit in society.

3. Totally agree

2. Agree a little

1. Disagree a little

0. Totally disagree

Question 34 (p. Z) Nowdays a person does not really know

whom he can count on.

Question 35 (p, 2) It is not really fair to bring children

into the world, seeing how things will be in the future.
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Question336 (p, 7) Voting is the only way that people like

me can have any say about how the government runs things.

Question 37 (p, 7) It is better to content oneself with

what one has than to get involved with new things.

Question 39 (p.7) PeOple like me do not have anything to

say about what the government does.

Question 40 (p. 7) Now, which would you choose! "most peOple

are disposed to help others," or "most people are disposed

to help themselves?"

3. Help others

0. Help themselves

 

Here is a picture of a ladder. Suppose we say that the

top of the ladder represents the best possible life for

you and the bottom represents the worst possible life for

you.

QUESTIONS 43a TO 460 ARE CODED AS FOLLOWS!

0. Worst, dissatisfied

\
O
Q
‘
J
'
Q
O
U
X
-
P
‘
w
m
t
—
J

. Best, satisfied

Question 43a (p. 9) Where on the ladder do you feel you

personally stand at the present time?

Question 43b (p. 9) Where on the ladder would you say you

stood five_years ago?
 

Question 43c (p._9) And where do you think you will be on

the ladder five_years from now?

Now, looking at the ladder on page 9 again, suppose your

greatest hopes for Venezuela are at the top: your worst

fears at the bottom.

Question 46a (p, ll) Where on the ladder would you put

Venezuela at theppresent time?
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Question 46b (p. ll) Where did Venezuela stand five_years

ago?

 

Question 46c (p. ll) Just as your best guess, where do you

think Venezuela will be on the ladder five years from now?
 

We are also interested in knowing how peOple get the

daily news. -

Question 47 (p. 11) For instance, let us take the newspapers.

Do you read a lot, moderately, a little, or almost nothing

about the day's news in the newspapers?

3. A lot

2. Regularly

l. A little

0. Never

Question 47a (p. ll) To which topics of the newspapers do

you pay most attention?

1. Mention of national political news or politics in

general

0. Other mention

Question 47b (p. 11) Which of the following kinds of news

interests you most?

3. Happenings in other countries

2. Venezuela

1. Caracas

0. Sports and religious events

Question 48 (p. 11) Most of us have some hobby that interests

us outside of our studies or work. What do you do in your

leisure time?

A. Political Activities

1. Mentioned

0. Not mentioned

(Scale of Socializing)

B. Socializing with friends, visiting, dating, going to

parties, etc.

1. Mentioned

0. Not mentioned
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Question 49 (p. 12) There is a lot of talk about social

classes. What classes do you think there are in Vene—

zuela?

l. Lower-Lower ClaSS! (extremely low, paupers, miserable

people, those who do not eat, ultra-low, the infra-

human class, completely low, deprived, destitute, help—

less, abandoned, dispossessed, have—nots, those who

have nothing, those who live in the hills, etc.)

2. Upper-Lower Class! (those who do not have money, the

humble, poor, needy, low level, inferior, pOpular

class, campesinos, unskilled labor, farm workers, the

proletariat, those with at least something, etc.)

3. Lower-Middle ClaSS! (lower middle, skilled workers,

the pessimistic middle, technicians, etc.)

 

4. Middle—Middle Class! (intermediate class, office

workers, medium income, families with not well—known

surnames, middle working class, etc.)

5. Upper-Middle ClaSS! (high middle, strong income, the

monied middle, moderately wealthy, middle burgeoisie,

the new rich of the middle class, bureaucrats, profes-

sionals, intellectuals, political leaders, the group

with power, etc.)

6. Lower—Upper ClaSS! (the wealthy, rich, high class,

management class, high bourgeoisie, powerful high

administrative officials, large incomes and superficial

luxuries, etc.)

7. Upper-Upper ClaSS! (millionaires, the super-elevated,

very wealthy, very rich, economically powerful, cap-

italists, magnates, heads of industry, oligarchy,

owners of capital and the means of production, high

society, aristocrats, the country clubbers, the priv-

ileged class, the old rich, etc.)

Question 50 (p. 12) Of those you have mentioned, to which

would you say you belong?

(SAME CODES AS FOR QUESTION 49)

Question 5l (p. 12) Would you say you are in the lower part

of (CLASS CHOSEN) or in the upper part of this class?

1. Lower part

2. Intermediate

3. Upper part
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Question 52 (p. 12) What do you think are the most important

differences between these social classes?

1. Economic differences

2. Educational differences

. Cultural differences

Social status differences

Religious and moral differences

Political differences

Personality and Characterological differences

Racial and ethnic differences

Occupational differences\
O
C
D
m
e
-
F
'
K
A
)

Question 53_(p. 12) And what do you think about these dif-

ferences?

5. Strongly oppose existing class differences! strong

negative attitudes: desires for complete class lev-

elling or shifting the base of existing class struc—

ture, e. g., from ascription to achievement, etc.!

(are hateful to me, disgusting, are terrible, it is

unjust, inequitable, workers and campesinos are ex-

ploited, all should be equal, they are artificial,

accidental, hypocritical, false, illogical, ridiculous,

goes against social and distributive justice, are

inhumane, socialism will reduce these_differences, are

the errors of capitalism, class differences should not

exist, should do whatever possible to eliminate them,

etc.

4. Moderately oppose existing class differenceS! attitude

of basic discontent with or disapproval, resentment of

existing class differences coupled with a willingness

to work within existing system to improve rather than

replace or destroy it: emphasis on reducing, ameliorat-

ing class differences by redistribution of income or

other reforms! (have to reduce them, wealthy should

contribute prOportionally to poor, tax wealthy, would

try to make classes more equal, are necessary but re-

pugnant, reform is needed, I am in favor of class strug—

gle - there will always be classes and have to reduce

differences, are remediable, need to equilibrate them,

it is a necessary evil, need to evolve better distribu-

tion, etc.)

3. Indifferent! respondent makes factual observations with

no indication of opposition or support! (are very marked,

they could be cause of friction, are very large, etc.)

2. Moderately support existing class differences! attitude
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of basic acceptance of existing class structure cou-

pled with concessions to poor classes, including noble-

sse oblige: class differences are inevitable or proper,

and should be maintained with ocassional adjustments

to reduce friction which might threaten survival of pre-

sent class system or some viable version of same! (there

will always be rich and poor but should help eliminate

the poorest, will always exists-— I do not agree but I

accept them, should educate the unemployed so they can

work, classes have to be but should be reduced, but

should not dissapear, the middle class should expand,

the upper class has obligations with the lower classes,

etc.)

Strongly support existing class differences! appeals to

natural order to legitimize existing class structure or

unqualified acceptance of it! (class differences are

normal or natural, they have their origin in a principle

of Natural Law and will always exist, should be main-

tained, are necessary, are very reasonable, logical,

must exist, are inexorable, etc.)

Now, we want to ask you a different type of questions.

Question554 (p, 13) How much schooling do you think chil-

dren of people like yourself should have?

3.

2.

1.

The maximum schooling

Just the necessary schooling

The same as everybody else

Question 55 (p. 13) Two twelve-year-old boys took time

from their work in the corn fields. They were trying to

figure out a way to grow the same amount of corn with

fewer hours of work.

A.

3.

o.

The father of one boy said "that is a good thing

to think about. Tell me your thoughts about how

we should change our ways of growing corn."

. The father of the other boy said "the way to grow

corn is the way we have always done it. Talking

about change will waste time but not help."

Which father said the wiser words?

Father A

Father B
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Question 56 (p. 13) What should most qualify a person to

hold high office?

0. Coming from the right family background

1. Devotion to the old time-honored ways

2. Being the most popular among the people

3. High education and special knowledge

Question 57 (p. l3)Which is most important for the future

of Venezuela?

The hard work of the people

Good planning on the part of the government

. God's help

. Good luckO
F
—
‘
N
k
fl

Question_58 (p. 13) Scientists in the universities are

studying such things as what determines whether a baby is

a boy or girl and how it is that a seed turns into a plant.

Do you think that these investigations are!

3. All very beneficial

2. All somewhat beneficial

1. All somewhat harmful

0. All very harmful

Question 59 (p. 14)

3. Some peOple say-that it is necessary for a man and

his wife to limit the number of children to be born

so they can take better care of those they already

have.

0. Others say that it is wrong for a man and his wife

purposely to limit the number of children to be born.

Which of these opinions do you agree with more?

Question 60 (p. 14) If you were to meet a person who lives

in another country thousands of kilometers away from Vene-

zuela, could you understand his way of thinking?

3. Yes

0. No
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Question 61 (pJ 14) Do you think a man can be truly good

without having any religion at all?

3. Yes

0. No

Question 62 (p. 15) This part of the questionnaire is a

little different from the previous part. The questions

relate the manner in which the person sees himself. Fol—

lowing is a list of 30 characteristics that persons use

to describe themselves. Read the list of characteristics

and decide to what extentpa particular word describes you,

vepy well, more or less, or very little. Tell how you real-

ly are, and not how you wish you were.

How do you really see yourself?

1. Put a "l" beside 5 or more words that describe you

very little.

2. Put a "2" beside 5 or more words that describe you

more or less.

3. Put a "3" beside 5 or more words that describe you

very well.

 

 

 

THE 30 CHARACTERISTICS RELATED TO QUESTION 62 ARE

CODED AS FOLLOWS!

1. Very little

2. More or less

3. Very well

Serious

Idealistic

Sure

Extroverted

Elegant

Happy

Studious

Efficient

Individualistic

Independent

Sincere

Reflective

. Responsible

l4. Esteemed

. COOperative

16. Successful

l7. Realistic

18. Orderly

l9. Faithful

20. Dominant

21. Reliable

22. Stable

H
H
H
H
o
m
fl
m
m
e
N
H

W
N
H
O
.

o
o

o
o

o
o

o
o

|
.
_
a

\
J
‘
l
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23. Decided

24. Optimistic

25. Imaginative

26. Satisfied

27. Intellectual

28. Capable

29. Intelligent

30. Popular

Question 63(p. 16) Now, here is another list of the same

30 words. Divide up these words into three groups, but

this time tell how you would;like to be ideally. That is,

not the way you think that you really are, nor the way

others might wish you were, but your own personal ideal

self.

How do you wishpyou were?

1. Put a "l" beside 5 or more words that you would

least like to be like.

2. Put a "2" beside 5 or more words that you would

say more gr less describe your ideal.

3. Put a "3" beside 5 or more words that you would

say describe your ideal veryswell.

 

THE 30 CHARACTERISTICS RELATED TO QUESTION 63 ARE

CODED AS FOLLOWS!

1. Least

2. More or less

3. Very well

(SAME 30 CHARACTERISTICS AS QUESTION 62)

We are also interested in how much attention people

generally pay to what goes on in politics - I mean

everyday, when the election campaigns are not going

on.

Question 64 (p. 17) Could you tell me if you are very

interested, moderately interested, or only a little

interested in everyday politics?

2. Very interested

l. Moderately interested

O. A little interested

Question 65 (p. 17) And during the last election campaign?

Would you say you were very interested, moderately inter-

ested in the last campaign?

2. Very interested

I. Moderately interested

O. A little interested



279

Question 66 (p. 17) How many students in your Faculty do

you think are interested in politics?

3. Many

2. Some

1. A few

QUESTIONS 67 TO 81 ARE CODED AS FOLLOWS!

2. Yes

0. No

Question 67 (p. 17) Now, some students are very interested

in political activities, while others do not bother them-

selves much with this. What we are interested in here is

not to what party a person belongs, but through which

activities people participate in politics. For example,

do you discuss student or university politics with your

classmates?

Question 68 (p, 17) Do you read newspapers and magazines

about general political subjects?

Question 69 (p, 17) Do you attend political meetings?

Question 70 (p. 17) Do you attend political rallies?

Question 71 (p. 17) Do you belong to some political party?

Question 72_(pp 18) Did you try to advise someone else

how to vote?

Question 73 (p. 18) Did you go to any political dinners?

Question374 (p, 18) Did you put up any political signs?
 

Question 75 (p. 18) Did you write any political signs?

Question 76 (p, 18) Did you make any public speeches in

favor of a candidate or party?

Question 77)(p. 18) Did you distribute pamphlets or other

political propaganda?

Question 78 (p. 18) Did you participate in the political

car caravans?

Question_79_(p. 18) Did you wear or put on your car a

political button or sticker?

Question 81 (p.l9) Did you do some other thing?

(IF YES) 81a. Could you tell me what?

 



280

2. Mention of active party work

0. Active party work not mentioned

Question 82 (p. 19) Do you talk about national politics

with your friends?

2. Frequently

1. Sometimes

0. Almost never

Question 83 (p, 19) Now looking at this list, what part do

you usually take in these Conversations?

0. Although I have my own opinion, I usually only listen.

0. In general I listen, but now and then I express my

own opinions.

I. I take an equal part in the conversations.

2. I do more than just give my opinions in the conversa-

tions: usually I try to convince others that I am

right.

Question 84 (p. 19) The real difference between the people

who succeed and those who fail is that those who succeed

have luck. That is, success is more a matter of luck than

of ability or individual effort.

UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED, QUESTIONS 85 TO 101 ARE CODED

AS FOLLOWS!

3. Totally agree

2. Agree a little

1. Disagree a little

0. Totally disagree

Question485 (p. 19) A bad law should be changed, but while

it stands, it ought to be obeyed.

Question 86 (p. 19) My classmates have more friends than I

do.

Question 87_(p. 2Q) In spite of what some people say, the

condition of people like me is getting worse instead of

better.

Question 88 (p. 29) It is not worthwhile to bother yourself

about politics, because in general, the politicians are not

the most qualified individuals in the society.

0. Totally agree

1. Agree a little

2. Disagree a little

3. Totally disagree
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Question 93 (p. 20) Most of the time I feel lonely.

Question 94 (p. 20) Most public officials are not really

interested in the problems of people like me.

Question 95 (p. 2Q) There is very little I can do to change

my life.

 

(SAME CODES AS QUESTION 88)

Question_96 (p. 21) My opinions carry less weight than

the opinions of my classmates.

Question 97 (p. 21) When you get down to it, no one is

going to care much what happens to me.

(SAME. CODES AS QUESTION 88)

Question 98 (p. 21) Human nature is fundamentally cooper-

ative.

Question599 (p. 21) I seem to be the type of person that

has more bad luck than good luck.

(SAME CODES AS QUESTION 88)

Question 100(p. 21) Nowadays a person has to live for today

and not worry about the future.

(SAME CODES AS QUESTION 88)

Question 101 (p. 21) I feel I chose the wrong career.
 

(SAME CODES AS QUESTION 88)

Question 102 (p. 21) Now, some people say that most people

can be trusted. Others say you cannot be to careful in

your dealings with other people. How do you feel about

it?

 

3. Most peeple can be trusted

0. Cannot be too careful

Now we only have a few more questions, the census kind

that you are already familiar with.

Question 103 (p, 21) What is your sex?

1. Male

0. Female
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Question 104 (p. 21) How old were you on your last birth-

day?

17. Seventeen years

49. Forty—nine years

Question 195 (p. 21) Were you born in Venezuela or in a

foreign country?

1. Born in Venezuela

0. Born in a foreign country

Question 106 (p. 22) Where exactly were you born?

1. Born in Caracas Metropolitan Area

0. Born in Venezuela, but outside Caracas

9. Born abroad

 

Question 106 (p. 22) Where exactly were you born?

Question 107 (p. 22) What would you say the size of the

cIty or town were you were born was?

. Less than 500 population

500-999

. 1000—2499

2500-4999

5000-9999

l0,000-24,999

25.000—199,000

200,000 or overC
D
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Question 110 (p. 22) Are your parents living?

(IF ONLY ONE IS LIVING)

Question llOa_(p. 22) Which one has died?

 

 

1. Father

0. Mother or both alive

Question ll3 (p, 23) Until what grade did your father

study?

 

1. No school

Primary incomplete

Primary completed

High school incomplete

High school or technical education completed

College incomplete

College completed\
l
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W
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Question 114 (p. 23) What is (was) your father's occupation?

(SPECIFY NAME OF OCCUPATION, KIND OF WORK, POSITION, ETC.)

Unskilled laborers

Semi-skilled and skilled laborers

Accountants, office workers, minor officials

Owners, merchants in small business, administrators

Professional and middle management

Directors, high level management

Top executives in business and government\
l
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Question 115(p, 24) Did your father have the same job when

you were a child?

(IF NO) Question 115a (p. 24) What kind of work did your

father have at that time?

 

(SAME CODES AS QUESTION 114)

Question 116 (p, 24) Would you say your mother is (was)

interested in politics?

 

3. A great deal

2. Moderately

1. Very little

Question 117 (p. 24) Would you say your father is (was)

interested in politics?

(SAME CODES AS QUESTION 116)

Question 117a (p. 24)Generally, would you say that your

father agree with your own political ideas?

1. Disagree

2. Qualified agreement

3. Agree

Question ll7b (p. 24) Generally, would you say that your

mother agree with your own political ideas?

(SAME CODES AS QUESTION 117a)

Question 118 (p. 24) During your university studies, what

would you say has been your grade point average?

. Less than 10 points

Between 10 and 12 points

Between 13 and 14 points

Between 15 and 16 points

Between 17 and 18 points

. Between 19 and 20 pointsm
m
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Question 119 (p. 24) Are you now?

1. Married

0. Single, divorced, separated, widowed

Question 120 (p. 25) Are you now working?
 

1. Yes

0. No

(IF YES) Question 120a (p. 25) What type of work do you

do? (BE SPECIFIC)

 

(SAME CODES AS QUESTION 114)

Question 122a (p. 25) How often do you go to church (temple)?

(GIVE NUMBER OF TIMES PER WEEK, MONTH, OR YEAR. SPECIFY

IF IT IS PER WEEK, MONTH, OR YEAR)

1. Never

2 l to 2 times a year

3. 3 to 11 times a year

4. Once a month

5. 2 to 3 times a month

6. Once a week

7. 2 to 6 times a week

8. Every day

Question 123 (p. 25) How do you think your future level of

life will be compared to what your parents have (had)?

Would you say it will be

 

5. A lot higher

4. A little higher

3. About the same

2. A little lower

1. A lot lower



APPENDIX V

CURVES FOR PATTERN OF CURVILINEARITY OF

SELECTED VARIABLES



CURVES FOR PATTERN OF CURVILINEARITY OF

SELECTED VARIABLES*
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*For an explanation of the codes, please see Codebook.
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Gladiator (Punitiveness)
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