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AN ABSTRACT

This research is based on schedules taken from all
ninth and twelfth graders in a Midwestern community who
attended school on a certain day in the Spring of 1949, It
is an ex post facto analysis of verbalized prejudice ex-
pressed toward Jews, Negroes, and Mexicans, and with atti-
tudes of pre judice expressed toward ethnic groups in genersal
as it was found in certain categorized reference groups,.
Students were classified according to their responses to a
sociometric "seatmate" question permitting only one choice.
Students who chose and were chosen by members of their own
gocial gfoup were considered as belonging to a "core" (mem-
bership) reference group; those who chose and were chosen
by members of a soclial group othefr than their own were cone
sidered as belonging to a "peripheral" (nonmembership) re-
ference group; and those who chose into a membership or non-
mémbership group, but remalned unchosen by that group, were
considered as belonging to a "core satellite" or a "periph-
eral satellite"group, respectively. The social group vari-
ables studied were residence, occupation, subjective soclo-
economic status, religiocus preference and participation, and
soclometric status,

Three general hypotheses were tested: (a) Sociometric
reference groups that occupy different positions in the
social structure require the expression of different degrees

of prejudice or tolerance from their members; (b) Individ-
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uals who ildentify with a sociometric reference group in
which they are not members and are accepted by them, take

on the values of their reference group; and (¢) Individuals
who identify with a sociometric reference group of which
they are not members tend to express its values before they
begin to interact with its members, To assess these general
hypotheses, null hypotheses were formulated and signifi-
cance of difference scores were computed, employing White's
test for the significance of difference between two groups.
A level of five percent or beyond was deemed acceptable.

In general, "patterns of prejudice" appeared which
tended to support the hypotheses consistently. About ten
percent of the time these patterns were supported by signif-
lcant differences. Since the County is characterized by a
relatively high degree of tolerance, it must be concluded
that minority group problems are not salient in this com-
munity. Had the research been conducted in an area where
such problems were highly salient, 1t 1s reasonable to ex-
pect that significant differences might have occurred con-

siderably more often,
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PART I

INTRODUCTICON







_—i

CIIAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

. ORIENTATION

The Problem. The problem with which this thesis is con- -
cerned is the extent to which sentiments and beliefs ex-
pressed by high school youth about ethnic groups other than
their own are associated with membership in sociometrically-
determined reference groups;1 and further, the extent to
which reference orientations to an out group result in cor-
responding differences in attitude. The sociometric refer-
ence groups are categorized on the basis of choices made to
a sociometric question by members of a specified social
group, or stratum, for example, the farm people. Each refer-
ence group 1s further categorized on the basis of whether
its members are accepted, or not, by members  the group of
its choice. Thus, one such sociometric reference group is
comprised of sons and daughters of farm residents who chose
and were chosen only by the children of farm residents;
another is made up of children of farm residents who chose

and were chosen only by children of town residents.2 >

253 A reference group may be either a membership or non-
membership group. See this thesis page 28 for a def-
inition of the concept.

2. A detailed description of the possible subgroups for
two attributes of X variable (for example, farm and
town residence) and the method by which they are de-
rived is given in Appendix D. This thesis 1s concern-
ed with only selected reference groups.
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The assumption is made that choices are not, individu-
alistic and hence "idiosyncratic," but that groups of people

make similar choices on the basis of some organizing prin-

ciple steming from their group life.1 To the extend that
the organizing principles underlying choosing reflecp sal-
ient group norms, any change in groﬁp identification on the
part of a segment of students from a less prejudiced to a
more prejudiced group (or vice versa) should be accompanied ==
by a similar change in prejudice.

However, if their reference group does not reciprocate
by choosing them opportunities for acquiring the role per-
spectives of the reference group through direct associations
are cut off. It is logical to expect, therefore, that stu-
dents who identified with reference groups who did not re-
ciprocate their choices would tend to have scores less like
their reference group than those who identified with refer-
ence groups who did reciprocate their ghoices.

The focus of this study, however, is not on the preju-
dice scores of individual students, but rather on the com-
parison of the mean prejudice scores of members of certain §
sociometric reference groups of the student population,

each being characterized by certain reference group

15 By "idiosyncratic choice" is meant one in which the
determining factor in eliciting the response is basic-
ally, though not wholly, a need which stems from the
basic drives of the individual, and not from socially
derived factors, for example, the sex attraction of a
boy for a girl. (Hereafter, the quotes will be

omitted.)






orientations. It seeks to probe such general questions as
the following:

1. In which social groups are "core" members as
compared with "peripheral" members more or
less prejudiced?

2. Do all highly integrated members in the respec-
tive categories of a social group (for example,
town and farm groups) tend to have common levels
of prejudice?

3. In what kinds of sociometric subgroups are ex-
pressions of prejudice found to be related to
the reference group orientations of its members?

L. What effect does lack of orientation toward any
reference group have upon expressions of prejudice?

Although numerous studies of prejudice have been made
in the past, few of them have been concerned with express-
ions of prejudice among youth in the rural communities of
the Midwest, and even fewer of them have been concerned with
a functional analysis of sociometric reference groups and
the part they play in attitude formation.

One reason for an absence of prejudice studies of the
rural Midwest is the fact that the population of this
region contains a below average number of members from
minority groups toward whom hostility in other areas of

the United States is, presumably, now being directed.l

1. The percent of the total population which Is Nepro in
the Midwest, by states, is as follows: United States
10.0, Tllinois 7.4, Indiana L.l4, Iowa 0.7, Kansas 3.8,
Michipan 6.9, Minnesota 0.5, Missouri 7.5, Nebraska 1.l,
Ohio 6.5, N, Dakota ---, South Dakota 0,1, and Wisconsin
0.8, The Mexican population constitutes less than one
percent of these respective populations. (From United
States Census of Population, General Characteristics,
Series P-Bl, 1950, Tatle 59, p. 1-106, Table 60, p.
1-107 and Table 71, p. 1-123, The Jewish population is
essentially urtan, The World Almanac (1950), for ex-
ample, records the Jewish population by cities only.







Moreover, the few that live in the rural areas of this
region are not concentrated, as they are in urban centers.

Because there is little awareness of these minorities, the

problem motif is a relatively minor factor in stimulating
studies of prejudice.l
It does not follow, however, that there are no latent

or manifest attitudes toward minorities held by this segment

of the population, or that they have no influence on the
larger society. No subarea can be considered operating in
a social vacuum. It is in constant mutual interaction with
other segments of tne larger social system of which it is a
part. As a result of this interaction, the needs of sub-
areas and their definitions of situations are constantly be-
ing reenforced or modified. Although there may be no race
problems, as such, in rural areas of the corn belt, there
are attitudes about Negroes, Jews and Mexicans which sena-
tors will take to Washington, which John Doe may carry to
his job in the automobile factory in Detroit, and which the
community may express when the first Negro family moves in-
to town. It is important to have some understanding of
what these attitudes are.

There are probably at least two reasons why sociometric

1. According to Fuller and Myers the beginning of every
social problem lies in the "awareness'" of the group
that certain cherished values are being threatened.
Without this awareness, no problem can be said to exist.
See Richard Fuller and Richard Myers,"The Natural
History of a Social Problem," American sociological
Review, Volume 6, Number 3, (June,1941), pp.320-328.







reference groups have not been the objects of intensive re-
search, Although Cooley and Mead indicated the nature and
importance of the primary group for both society and the in-
dividual, and although Moreno developed techniques for lay-
ing bare both the structure and the dynamics of such groups,
the great interest by social psychologists in the latter
seems to have resulted in stressing the use of sociometric
technliques in interpersonal relations; and its possible con-
tributions to an understanding of group function and struc-
ture have remained under-explored.1

Secondly, those sociologists who were concerned with
the "rediscovery of the primary group" were largely inter-
ested in formalized interpersonal relations, that is, the
formation of formal group norms and values and hence did not
concentrate on the nature and function of the sociometric
reference groups, themselves., This does not mean, however,
that such an informal group structure is so simple and so
undifferentiated that it can readily be understood without
sclentific inquiry.

Relation of This Study to Over-all Project. The larger

Project of which this is a part seeks to examine some of the

facets of prejudice relative to Jewish, Negro, and Mexican

1., 8See Charles Horton Cooley, Social Organization, New York,
Charles Scribner's Sons, 1909; George Hertert Mead, Mind,
Self and Society, Chicago, The University of Chicago
Press, 1934, and J. L. Moreno and Helen Jennings, Who

Shall Survive? A New Approach to the Problem of Human
Relations, Washington, D. C., Nervous and Mental Di-
seases Publishing Company, 1934,

o







peoples in the rural Midwest.,l It was organized under the
sponsorship of the Soclal Research Service, Department of
Sociology and Anthropology, Michigan State University, in
cooperation with The American Jewish Committee and The Anti-
Defamation League of B'nail B'rith. The Project Committee
selected the region and county, and supervised the gathering
of data, The over-all plan provided data for analyses of
both formal and informal group structure, The research de-
sign for this dissertation, however, was developed indepen-
dently by the wrlter, making use of the raw data collected
by the Committee, It may, therefore, be regarded, techni-
cally, as an ex post facto study, because the data were not
collected to fulfill all of the specific requirements of
this particular design. Certain minor gaps will subsequent-
ly be indicated.,

The Community Setting., Two major limitations were

placed on the community to be studied; one, that it be in
the Midwest, and two, that it be rural. In addition, the
aim was to select a rural county seat community, and one
which was reasonably accessible,

Procedures Employed in Selecting the County. The rural

counties of the Midwest, following the classification used

1. See John B. Holland, Attitudes Toward Minority Groups
" in Relation to Rural Group Structure, Ph, D, Thesis,
East Lansing, Michigan State College, 1950; Wilbur
Brookover, Dean Epley and G. P. Stone, Dynamics of
Pre judice Among Maple County Youth, Mimeograp ed, East
Lansing, Michigan State College, 1953, and Dean Epley
Adolescent Role Relationships in the Dynamics of Preju-
dice, Pn, D, Thesis, East Lensing, Michigan State
College, 1953.

N







by the United States Department of Agriculture, are defined
as in the corn belt area, They are further classified as
grain, livestock, and mixed grain and livestock. It was
assumed that a county characterized by mixed grain and live-
stock might better approximate a typilcal patternl than one
of the other types.

To insure rurality, all counties of the corn belt with-
in a specified distance of certain sized cities were elimin-
ated as follows: (a) Cities of one million or more within
a radius of 50 miles, (b) cities of 400,000 to 1,000,000 or
more within a radius of 4O miles, (c) cities of 150,000 to
400,000 within a radius of 30 miles, and (d) cities of
100,000 to 150,000 within a radius of 20 miles. Neither
was a county deemed typical if it was too far from a major
city. Accordingly any county seat that was more than one
day's trip (125 miles) from a major city was not included.

Since the aim was to select a rural county seat com-
munity, other variables considered in the selection of the
county were: (1) That the dominant city be the county seat,
(2) that the proportion of farm to nonfarm population be
‘fairly typical, and (3) that the percent of employed workers
in agriculture fall in the second or third quartile, that 1is,

be neither extremely low or extremely high and that the rural

1., "Typical" as used in this section refers to an "ideal
type" derivative of one of many actual patterns which
prevall in the Midwest. Although statistics may be
employed in arriving at an "ideal type," it 1s not a
statistical average,







level of living indices fall in the second or third quartile,
All the counties in the corn belt were examined for these
characteristics and progressively eliminated until six
counties remained. On the basis of the size and types of
traditional minorities and on the basis of the nature of the
trade center communities in them, one county, most accessi-
ble, was selected for study.l Henceforth it will be re-
ferred to anonymously, as Maple County.

The Study Group., This study is based on data from 432
ninth and twelfth graders in the Adams, Brownsville and
Johnstown High Schools. These students represented the
total number in Maple County in these grades except for a
fragment in a small high school which draws largely from a
neighboring county,

Origin of the Study. The writer's attention was called
to the sociometric data in the Maple County Project, and to
the need for someone to analyze it, by Dr, Wilbur Brookover,
Chairman of the Project. The present thesis design grew out
of findings presented in monographs previously completed
from the Maple County data.2 Three sentences, in particular,
from the unpublished report of Brookover, Epley, and Stone
caught the writer's interest. They were:

"About one-fourth of those students with tolerant

scores in 1949 became less tolerant in 1952, Approxi-

mately three out of every five with intolerant or in-

termediate scores in 1949 changed to a more tolerant
category in 1952,"

1. See John Holland, op. cit., Appendix A, for detailed
discussion of the method by which the region was
selected, pp. 264-267.

2. See footnote, page 6,







And then, somewhat later in the report, they said,
"The data suggest that sons and daughters of farmers
were more likely to have changes in the direction of
Intolerance than sons and daughters of the nonfarm
group. "l

It occurred to'the writer that the concept of relative
deprivation in the form of ability or inabllity to acquire
satisfying statuses and roles in the student situation might
be utilized as an intervening variable to account for these
changes in the expression of prejudice, Moreover, might it
not also be true that a need for satisfying informal socilal
roles and the need to gain acceptance in informal social
groups would provide even more motivation for changes in
group identification than such deprivations at the formal
group level? This line of thinking takes one directly into
reference group theory,

It did not appear that satisfactory answers to these
questions would be forthcoming by simply examining the atti-
tudes expressed in the formal social groups or strata within
which students interact. The roots of the problem seemed to
lay in the informal substructure of the educational system
itself, This stimulated the writer to attempt the formula-
tion of abstract sociometric reference groups based on the
relatlionship of choices received to choices expressed,
through which expressions of prejudice could be analyzed
within a framework of reference group theory., The details
involved in obtalning such reference groups are given in

Chapter III, pp. 72-7l &nd in Appendix D, It is these

1, Wilbur Brookover, Dean Epley, and Gregory Stone, op.
Cit,., pp. 7"8; 22-230

L_— -
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groups which form the basic concepts of the study.

Importance of the Study. It is hoped that both prac-
tical and scientific contributions may result from this re-
search. On the practical side, such a study should increase

the working knowledge of practitioners in the field of eth-

nic relations by describing and generalizing findings on
the patterns of sentiments and beliefs of a group which
appears to have been little studied, namely, adolescents of
the rural Midwest. Lack of information in any segment of a

population constitutes a gap in scientific knowledge. Such

gaps of ten are of crucial importance in that these little
explored areas may contain unknown factors which become im-
portant components of national destiny. Loomis and Beegle
illustrate this in their observations regarding the spread
of German Nazism. They state,
"This finding (of high war-supporting morale) corres-
ponds to the fact that immediately before Hitler came

to power, the rural areas were relatively more Nazi 1
in political affiliations than similar urban areas."

The results of tiiis research should be particularly
timely, also, because of the changes which the recent Segre-
gation Decision will initiate. Information on patterns of
prejudice amongiadolescents of all segments of the Nation's

population will be needed if a thorougn reorganization is

to be hoped for.

1. Charles P. Loomis and J. Allan Beegle, "The Spread of
German Nazism in Rural Areas," from Studies in Applied
and Theoretical Social Science at kMichigan State Col-
lege, by Charles P. Loomis, East Lansing, Michigan
State College Press, 1990, p. 155. Tais article also

appeared in the American Sociological Review, Volume 11,
Number 6, DecembET“I9¢67(PEFEH?H%TIEEI‘ﬁETéE@ mine.?







11

From the point of view of the scientlsts, the conceptu-
aiization of the Structural aspects of social groups into
sociometric reference groups may result in the discovery of
findings which will permit generalizations of underlying re-
lationships in what appear now to be inconsistent data. In
the review of the literature, one frequently finds research
designs which make use of either "choices received" or
"choices made" to set up subgroups variously employed.l
Such designs ére based on only one aspect of the sociometric
situation. In reality, however, it is a two-way sequence.
It 1s a matter of (1) Whom the subject chooses, and (2) Who
chooses him. Some inconsistencies in current data might
well be explained if both aspects of the relationship were
considered.

Although both "choices made" and "choices received"
have been employed in a matrix analysis of interpersonal re-

lations and to estahlish group indices of various types,2

l. See Harold Kelley, "Communication in Experimentally
Created Hierarchies," pp. 443-461, in Dorwin Cartwright
and Alvin Zander, Group Dynamics: Research and Theory,
White Plains, New York, Row Peterson and Company, 1953.

2., Socliometric theorists and methodologists have used
"choices received" and "choices made" to set up matrices
and have devised numerous sociometric indexes to aid in
the conceptualization of sociometric data. See Gardner
Lindzey and Edgar F. Borgatta, "Sociometric Measure-
ments," pp. 405-448, in Handbook of Social Psychology,
Gardner Lindzey, ed., Cambridge, Addison-Wesley Pub-
lishing Company, Inc., 195#, for a description of sev-
eral of these techniques.
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and still more recently in scale analysis,l the writer, as
yet, has not found a study which has employed toth to set up
sociometric reference groups comparable to those used in
this study.?

Finally, analysis through the manipulation of reference
groups may contritute, not only to refinements in socio-
metric techniques and reference group theory but to the in-
tegration of the social sciences as well, Such integration
could in turn extend the scope of usefulness of the socio-
metric reference groups as paradigms, not only in the an-
alysis of prejudice, tut for other variables as well,

REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE

Pertinent literature is organized here around the
principal relevant approaches to the study of prejudice,
Attention is directed to the current status of both the
general approaches and the theories currently employed in
studying prejudice with emphasis on reference group theory,
Empirical findings of investigators which pertain to this
study are omitted and are cited at>appropriate places in
the analysis of findings,

Approaches to the Study of Prejudice. Research done

1, See Uriel Foa, "Higher Components of Dyadic Relation-
ships," in Sociological Studies in Scale Analysis, by
Matilda white Riley, John W. Riley, Jr., and Jackson
Toby, New Brunswick, Rutgers University Press, 1954,
for a discussion of the application of scale analysis
to sociometric data, pp. 183-187,

2. The core, peripheral and satellite components, each
analyzed as a group, are briefly characterized in
Chapter III, pp, 73-7l.
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in the area of race relations has followed numerous and de-
vious paths., Harding and assoclates maintain that it has
developed from two main points of view.l 1In the first
instance, the investigator 1s concerned with the groups
under study themselves, thelr historiecal antecedents, their
cultural tradition, and their socioeconomic organization
and dynamics. Robert Park 1is credited with having contri-
buted most to this approach. An outstanding example of re-
search of this type 1s Thomas and Znaniecki's, The Polish

Peasant in Europe and America, and Gunnar Myrdal's, An

American Dilemma: The Negro Protlem and Modern Democracy.

In the second instance, the research worker 1is con-
cerned with the variations of attitude and behavior of par-
ticular Individuals interacting with each other within a
given group context. The popularity of this approach was
established by a series of attitude studies made by the
sociologist, E, S. Bogardus, Admittedly influenced by
Park, Bogardus developed as his basic concept "soclal dis-
tance.,"” An example of recent research using this focus and

cited by these authors is The Authoritarliasn Personality by

1, See p. 1021, "Prejudice and Ethnic Relations," by
John Harding, Rernard Kitner, Harold Proshansky, and
Isidor Chein, in Handbook of Social Psychology,
Gardner Lindzey, Editor, Cambridge, Mass,, Addison-
Wesley.
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T. W. Adorno and Associates.l

Simpson and Yinger suggest three approaches to the study
of prejudice: (1) Prejudice viewed as a manifestation of
needs of individuals, (2) Prejudice as a product of social
structure, particularly of power arrangements, and (3)
Prejudice derived from the cultural heritage.a A more de-
tailed conceptualization of levels or perspectives is given
by Allport. He describes six levels from which the social
and psychological causation of prejudice may be examined:

l. The Stimulus approach which centers upon the nature
of the stimulus object itself,

2. The Phenomenological approach oriented toward ex-
amining how the individual perceives the stimulus
and Integrates his responding behavior,

3. The Personality dynamics approach involving cate-
gorization, displacement, rationalization and
projection in the formation of personality structure,

o The Situational approach which deals with forces
outside the person derived from the social situation
and his conception of them,

l, T, W. Adorno, Else Frenkel Brunswick, 33 al; The Author-
ltarian Personality, New York, Harper and B Bros., 1950,
This book is one of the Studies in Prejudice Series. It
combines a psychlatric and statistical approach. The
other books in the serles are: Bruno Bettelheim and
Morris Janowitz, Dynamics of Prejudice: A Psychological
and Sociologlical S%udy o? Veterans; Nathan W, Ackerman
and Marie Jahoda, Anti-Semitism and Social Disorder:

A Psychoanalytic Interpretation; Paul W, Massing, Re-
hearsal for Destruction: A Study of Political AntI-
Semitism In Imperisal Germany, and Leo Lowenthal and
Norbert Guterman, Prophets of Decelt: A Study of the
Techniques of the AmerIcan Agitator,

2. George G, Simpson and J, Milton Yinger, Raclal and
Cultural Minoritles, New York, New York, Harper
Brothers, 1953, pp. 66-67.

For a complete discussion of theorlies at these three
levels see Chapters 3-5,
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S5« The Socio-cultural approach in which it is held that
prejudice is learned by the child as a member of
groups.

6. The Historical approach in which understanding of
prejudice is sought in the broad social context of
the culture of which the individual is a part,l

Theories currently attracting the most attention are
arlising for the most part from the situational approach and
that of personality dynamics, often referred to as the
socialization theories, To the present writer, these two
focl of interest, namely the role of the group versus that
of the individual in attitude formation, do not represent
antagonistic and competing schools of thought so much as
conceptually differentiated but mutually interdependent
approaches, Most social sclientists agree that the factors
causing prejudice are multiple, They agree, for example,
that frustration, on the one hand, and one's definition of
the situation, on the other hand, may both be factors in its
formation, Although this study 1is group focused inasmuch as
it 1s concerned with expression of prejudice in selected
sociometric reference groups, it is Important, also, to have
a working knowledge of certain theories underlying the in-
dividualistic approach which impinge upon reference group

analyses. The most important of these are the frustration-

aggression hypothesis and related displacement theories,

1, Gordon Allport, The Nature of Prejudice, Cambridge,
Addison-Wesley Publishing Co., Inc., 1954, chapter 13;
"Pheories of Prejudice," pn. 206-216. See, also, All-
port, "Prejudice," in Toward a General Theory of Actionm,
Talcott Parsons and Edward Shils, et al,, eds, Cam-
bridge, Harvard University Press, 1952, pp. 365-387.
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These will be discussed first, followed by an analysis of

the development and current status of reference group theory,
and finally by a discussion of the relation of reference
group theory to the group norm theory of prejudice.1

The Frustration-aggression Hypothesis. The frustration-

aggression hypothesis was formulated by John Dollard and his
associates in the Yale School,2 In the first statement of
the hypothesis the proposition was that a blocked frustra-
tion always provoked an act of aggression, Miller, in an

article in the Psychological Review, stated that this was

an unfortunate wording and not the intent of the writer,

A more accurate statement was that aggression was one of
many responses which might be made. He further clarified
the hypothesis by saying that no assumption was made as to

whether the behavior was inate or learned,3

1. Persons interested in a more complete survey of theories
of prejudice and critiques of them are referred to the
following authors: Simpson and Yinger op. cit., Allport,
Eﬁ. cit., Lindzey, Qp. cit., Muzafer Sherif and Carolyn
SherIf, Groups in Harmon; and Tension, New York, New
York, Harper and Bros., Pub., 1953, chapters 1, 2, 5 and
7; Brewton Berry, Race Relations, New York, Houghton
Mifflin Co.,, 1951, pp. 10[-116: Eugene Hartley, Prob-
lems in Prejudice, N. Y. King's Crown Press, 19463
Arnold and Caroline Rose, Minority Group Relations in
the United States, New York, Ted A, Knopf, 1948, pp.
277-306; Gerhart Saenger, The Social Psychology of
PreEudice, New York, New York, Harper Bros.,, 55537 PPe

. .

2. See John Dollard, L, Doob, N, E, Miller, O, H, Mowrer,
and R, R, Sears, Frustration and Aggression, New Haven,
Yale University Press, 1939,

3. Neal E, Miller, et al., "The Frustration-aggression Hy=-
poth;zis," Psychological Review, Volume 48, 1941, pp.
337-340.
See page 338 and page 340.
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Aggression, when expressed, according to Dollard, may
be covert or overt, directed against oneself, or against
others., The strongest kind of aggression is directed toward
one who 1s perceived by the actor as the individual who
blocked the instigation., If circumstances in the situation
militate against direct aggression, displaced aggression may
follow., Such displaced aggression may be directed toward
members of minority groups in the society and may become
casual factors in expressions of prejudice toward these
groups, He goes on to point out that the inhibition of acts
of direct aggression i1s an additional frustration to those
already initiated which furthers the instigation to other
forms of aggression in a kind of chain effect,

Nicholas Pastore observes that aggression is not the
direct result of frustration but is derived from the meaning
which the frustrated individual attaches to the occurrence.
In an attempt to demonstrate this proposition, he conducted
an experiment with two groups of students who had been de-
prived of 24 hours of sleep and upon whom frustrating in-
cidents were inflicted., Although frustration was induced,
it was his conclusion that the response was functional in
nature and relative to the person's definition of the situa-
tion as unjust, or was an expression of his attempt to se-

cure recognition.1

l. Nicholas Pastore, "A Neglected Factor in the Frustra-
tion-aggression Hypothesis: A Comment," Journal of
Psychology, Volume 29 (1950), pp. 271-279.
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Sherif'goes on to point out that certain other research
findings are, as he puts it, "Out of tune" with displacement
theories, For example, Lindzey has shown that highly pre-
judiced persons are no more likely to show outward aggres-
sion either displaced or direct, than relatively less prej-
udiced persons.1

Srole found that the relationship between rigidity
and ethnocentrism, on the one hand, and high test scores in
prejudice, on the other, did not hold independently for
groups from the lower educational stratum of society.2
(Rigidity and ethnocentrism were hypothesized to be the re-
sult of childhood frustrations,) Moreover, Christie and
Garcia found that rigidity and ethnocentrism may vary within
the same social strata.3

Sherif declares that the crucial test of displacement
theory rests in the fact that it must prove that individuals
who have prejudices have been faced with greater frustra-

tions and hence have greater repressions than nonpre judiced

l, Gardner Lindzey, "An Experimental Examination of the
Scapegoat Theory of Prejudice," Journal of Abnormal and
Social Psychology, Volume 45 (1950), pp. 296-309.

2. L. Srole, "Social Dysfunction, Personality, and Social
Distance Attitudes," summarized in Muzafer Sherif and
Carolyn Sherif, Groups in Harmony and Tension: An In-
tegration of Studies on Intergroup Relations, New York,
Harper and Brothers, 1953, p. 120,

3. R, Christie and J. Garcia, "Sutcultural Variation in
Authoritarian Personality," Journal of Abnormal and
Social Psychology, Volume 46 (1951), pp. L457-469.
Summarized in Muzafer Sherif and Carolyn Sherif, ibid.,
p. 120-121,
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individuals, It is his opinion that such a test has not
been made and that such a test would probably fail, He
points to the fact that greater prejudice is reported for
regular church goers and for extremely patriotic individusls.
He adds that it is unlikely that iIndividuals who are non-
conformists in relation to the major institutions in which
they grew up and must move are less frustrated than those
who have conformed to institutional norms and values,

It is Sherif's opinion that the chief defect of the
frustration-aggression hypothesis 1s that it 1is monistiec,
that is to say, that prejudice is "sought in factors coming
from within the individual,"and further, from only certain
factors, 1

Talking to the same point, Zawadskil poses four ques-
tions concerning prejudice which he claims these theories
cannot answer,

"1, Why, sometimes, a certain minority is selected
to pick on where there are several to choose
from,

2. Why there 1s sometimes a striking difference
in intensity of dislike toward different

minorities,

3. Why certain minorities are respected, if not
liked, while others are disliked and despised,

j, Why it is that not only do majorities have their
prejudices against minorities, btut minorities
also have their prejudice against majorities,"2

1, Muzafer Sherif and Carolyn Sherif, op. cit., p. 123,

2, From B, Zawadski, "Limitations of the Scapegoat Theory
of Prejudice," Journal of Abnormal and Social Psychol-

gﬁx, Volume 43, 1948, p., 132, Quoted from Muzafer
Sherif and Carolyn Sherif, op. cit., p. 124,
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Insofar as the direction of hostility 1is concerned,

Williams lists four factors which, in part, determine toward

which group hostility will be directed:

(a) The visibility of the group. (Visibility applies
to toth physical and social categories,)

(b) The nature of the contacts prevailing between grdups.

(¢) The extent to which the groups are in competition
with each other,

(d) The relative differences in values and behavior
patterns belleved to express these values,l

Allport summarizes criticisms of the frustration-

aggression hypothesis and other displacement theories as

follows:

"], Frustration does not always lead to aggression,
2. Aggression 1s not always displaced,

3. Displacement does not, as the theory seems to im-
ply, actually relieve the feeling of frustration,

Lo The theory says nothing concerning the choice of
scapegoats,

5. It is not true that a defenseless minority is
always chosen for displacement purposes,

6. Avallable evidence does not indicate that the dis-
placement tendency is any more common among people
high in prejudice than among those low in prejudice,

7o Finally, the theory itself overlooks the possibil-
ity of realistic social conflict,"2

2.

See Robin M, Williams, Jr., The Reduction of Intergroup
Tensions: A Survey of Research on Problems of Ethnie,
aciaI, and Religious Grou Relations, “New York Socia™
Science Resesrch Council, Undated, p. 5l.

Gordon W, Allport, ObD. Cito’ PDe. 350-3510 By vermission
of Addison-Wesley Press, Inc., Publishers,
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He then sounds two warnings; namely, that a single theory of
prejudice is not adequaté, end that the theory is stated too
broadly.1

Going back to Allport's first point, the next step,
seemingly, 1s to relate the scientific findings.of this
theory to others, An Ilmportant question, then, is what di-
rection should these new endeavors take, As was mentioned
in the previous.discussion, the frustration-aggression hy-
pothesis does not take account of group pressures operating
upon the individual and his definitions of the situation,
One such factor is the role which reference group identifi-
cation or aspiration plays in the development of attitudes
toward minority groups. For example, do farm students who
prefer to associate with town students always take on the
attitudes of town students toward ethnie groups? If not,
under what circumstances do they assume these attitudes?
Since these and similar relationships are the basic concern
of this thesis, it 1s important to examine the present
status of reference group theory,

Reference Group Theory. The concept "reference group"

was first used by Hyman in 1942 in his book The Psychology
of Status, It ié particularly useful in the analysis of a
complex soclety which is characterized by "vertical mobility"
and "multipe membership groups.™ This derives from the fact
these societies are organized about a variety of roles and

statuses many of which are often competitive or incompatible,

1, Ibid., p. 352.
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Like other concepts, in the field of soclology and
social psychology, the term "reference group" has come to
mean a number of things, Cleavage in usage and definition
is particularly apparent between the sociologists and psy-
chologists, From the point of view of the psychologist,
Sherif has probably given the most comprehensive analysis.l

He defines a reference group as "those groups to which the

individual relates himself as a part or to which he aspires

to relate himself psychologically."2 Hence a reference

group may be a membership or nonmembership group. He goes
on to say that many of the individual's so-called "weighty
attitudes" are the values and norms of these reference groups
which become major anchoring points for his perceptual or-
ganization., But they are not the only anchoring points,
Earlier studies have been preoccupied with external anchore
ings in the form of stimulus object., Thus there arises the
problem of the relative weights of external versus internal
anchoring, Internal anchorings may be more determinative
when the situation is relatively unstructured,

Sherif distinguishes between a "reference group" and a

"frame of reference™ which he claims are confused in the

1. Muzafer Sherif and Carolyn Sherif, op. cit., Chapter 7,
PP. 157-181, See also, Muzafer Sherif "Reference Groups
in Human Relations," pages 203-231, in Muzafer Sherif
and M, O, Wilson, Group Relations at the Crossroads,

New York, Harper and Brothers, 1953,

2. Muzafer Sherif and Carolyn Sherif, ibid., p. 161, See
also Muzafer Sherif and M, O, Wilson for a discussion
of this material,
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literature. He defines the latter as follows: "--- the
functional relatedness of all factors, external and internal,
that are operative at a given time,"l A person's refer-
ence group 1s a part, but only a part, of his frame of
reference.

Since an individual has many reference groups and since
the norms of these reference groups are internalized, he 1s
faced with competing and conflicting norms and values to
the extent that they do not occupy the same place in the
positional hierarcy of the culture, How then are these
variations in reference group perspectives to be reconciled?
Benoit-Smullyan suggests what he calls the concept of "status
equilibration,™ the tendency for various statuses to con-
verge at a common level, Moreover, this level presses toward
the individualt!s highest status.2

If a man occuples a position in which two groups are
serving as points of reference, for example, a foreman in a
factory, a member of a minority group, or the modern adoles-
cent, he occuples a marginal position, in which he finds it
necessary to identify with two reference groups, This is
the basic problem of marginality. When individuals cannot

identify with the scale of values of the group within which

1. Ibid., p. 165.

2. E. Benoit-Smullyan., "Status Types, and Status Interre-
lations," American Scociological Review, Volume 9, 194,
pPp. 151-161, See also Eugene Hartley, "Multiple Group
Membership," in John H, Rohrer and Muzafer Sherif,

Social Psychology at the Crossroads, Harper and Brothers,
New York, 1951, pages 383-30L.
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they have membership, there is a tendency for them to gravi-
tate toward one another and hence to form informal reference
groups., The attitudes of members of minority groups toward
members of the majority group, or vice versa, are not so
much a matter of ecological position, as Horowitz has pointed
out, as one of social distance, defined in terms of the par-
ticular reference group which prevailed in the formation of
the attitude.l The most exhaustive treatise of reference
groups from the point of view of the sociologist, 1s that of
Merton and Kitt. They define reference group theory as fol-
lows:

"... Reference group theory aims to systematize the

determinants and consequences of those processes of

evaluation and self-appraisal in which the individual
takes the values or standards of other individuals

and groups as a comparative frame of reference."

These writers use a functional approach; the basic
technique involved is comparison, The group used for com-
parison may, or may not, be one in which the individual is
a member or to which he aspires to become a member. The
authors then categorize three frames of reference within
which this comparison occurs:

l., Comparisons based on actual association such as a

soldier who compares himself with a married civilian
friend.

1, E. Horowitz, "Development of Attitudes Toward the Negro,"
Archives of Psychology, No., 194, 1936, Discussed in
Egzafzg and Sherif and Carolyn Sherif, op. cit., pp.
167-1

2. Robert K, Merton and Alice S. Kitt, "Contributions to
the Theory of Reference Group Behavior" in Robert K,
Merton and Paul Lazarsfeld, Continuities of Social Re-
search; Studies in the Scope and Method of "The American
Soldier," Glencoe, Illinois, The Free Press, 1950, PPe
EO-lO;. (See ppo 50 - 51 )
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2., Comparisons with others of the same status or social
category, as captains with captains,

3. Comparisons with those of different status or social
category as a noncombat soldier compared with a com-
bat soldier,.l

The authors state that comparison does not necessarily imply
social interaction,

Seemingly incongruous research findings in the analyses
of attitudes of soldiers toward military 1life could be gen-
eralized when the concept of relative deprivation as an in-
tervening variable in the evaluation of status was utilized.2
For example, Northern Negro soldiers in the army, comparing
their 1ife with that of the Southern Negro civilian might
well feel they were better off, whereas had they compared
themselves with the Northern white soldlier they would have
felt differently,

Reference group theory, then, is concerned with the dy-
namics of the selection and the evaluation of reference
groups as processes. Evaluatlons based on personal idio-
syncracies would vary at random; but those based on group
norms and values would structure numerous individuals, on
the basis of some organizing principle, into some common
comparative group context.3 For example, in the case of the
research involving combat and noncombat soldiers, it was

hypothesized that the organizing factor in the concensus of

10 Ibid.’ Pe Ll-?o
2. Ibid., p. 51 fr,

3. Ibid., p. 65.
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attitudes might have been the degree of closeness to combat,

or again, in the comparison of married veterans to civilian

married men, the organizing factor might have been the in-

stitutional norm, which the draft boards themselves recog-

nized, that service was a greater hardship on married than

single men,

1

The writers then summarize by pointing out that refer-

ence group comparisons involve the following research probe

lems:

1,

3.

L

5.

The need for institutional definitions of social
structure which focus attention of a group or occu=-
pants of a social status upon common reference groups,

The problem of the relative effectiveness of frames
of reference yielded by actual associates versus im-
personal status categories,

The problem of the effects of distorted knowledge in
reference group comparisons, that 1s, the further
study of the dynamics of perception from the psycho-
logical point of view and the channels of communica=
tion from the sociological point of view,

The further examination of the empirical status of
reference group concepts; for example, there is the
partlcular problem of converting the concept of ine
tervening variable from assumption to fact,

The problem of developling techniques for uncovering
the dynamies of group reference ghich 1s "unwittingly"
made rather than consciously so,

The writers contend also that the functional theory of

reference group behavior could be furthered by the develop-

ment of certain social indices, namely:

1.

An index of actual social relations between the pres-
tige stratum of a group and the newcomers to it,

1., Ibid., p. 6l ff.
2. Ibido’ Pe- 6“. ff.
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2. An index of motivation. Current theory assumes that
newcomers wish to assimilate with the prestige group.
To what extent 1is this true?

3. An index of soclal coheslon and associated values,
There 1s the pertinent question for example of
whether newcomers are scattered aggregates of pfople
or whether they constitute organized subgroups,

The Merton-Kitt argument 1s not clear, however, at cer-
tain polnts, For example, the authors differentiate between
reference group theory and role theory by pointing out that
the latter as developed by Mead, Cooley and others, clearly
applied to the soclalization process within an "in" or mem-
bership group, whereas reference group theory refers to role
orientations derived from an "out" or reference group. A
bit later, however, in discussing multiple group membership,
the authors hasten to add that eventually reference group
theory must concern itself with membership orientation,?

In a recent article, Shibutani, in a discussion of the

concept reference group and its perspectives, observes that

the concept has three points of reference:

1. Ibid., p.' 79 ff.

2. In discussing this problem Merton says, "There is, how=-
ever, the further fact that men frequently orient them-
selves to groups other than their own in shapling theilr
behavior and evaluations, and it is the problems cen-
tered about this fact of orientation to nonmembership
groups that constitute the distinctive concern of ref-
erence group theory, Ultimately, of course, the theory
must be generalized to the point where it can account
for both membership - and nonmembership - group orienta-
tions..." Ibid., p.50, For Mead's approach, see George
H, Mead, Mind, Self and Society, Chicago, The University
of Chicago Press, 193L. p. 130,
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l. It is used as a point of reference in making compari-
sons or contrasts, especlally in arriving at self-
judgments. Thus the reference group is a standard
for making a judgment, This was the sense in which
Hyman used the term and likewlse Merton and Kitt.

2. It 1s also used as a point of reference for a group
in which the actor aspires or expeets to gain or
maintain acceptance. In other words, it is a status
to be galned or maintalned, .

3. It 1s the group whose perspective is taken by the
actor; that is, an organization of the actor's ex-
perience, Shlbutani favors the third definition,

It seems to the present writer that the third defini-
tion 1s implied in the second. When one aspires to a group
or recognizes his membership in a group, he ordinarily takes
on the perspective of that group.1

Accordingly, for purposes of this thesis, a reference
group 1s defined as one whose perspective is taken by the
actor, to the extent that he asplres or expects to gain or
maintain acceptance in it, Hence, a person's reference
group may be his formal membership group, or it may be a
nonmembership group,

Granted that reference group orientation occurs, the
problem still remains as to the nature of the forces operat-
ing on an individual to induce the taking on of perspectives
and the development of motives expressed in a desire "to be-
long" or "to maintain the state of belonging" to a reference

group. The Sherifs offer one explanation in what 1s called

"the Group Norm Theory,.,"

1, Tamotsu Shibutani, "Reference Groups as Perspectives,"
Americen Journal of Sociology, Volume 60, Number 6,

May’ 19;5’ P ;6 3630
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The Relationship of Reference Group Theory to the Group

Norm Theory of PrejJudice. The group norm theory as advanced

by the Sherifs maintaein that all groups have norms and te-
liefs with respect to which subtle pressures from the group
enduce conformity.l They continue by pointing out that the
factors which lead individuals to form attitudes of prej-
udice are not accidental but are functionally related to be=-
coming a group member, one aspect of which is adopting the
group's values, The indlvidual's conformity may arise from
external group pressures or, on the other hand, because he
has internalized the norm and has thus made it a part of his
need system, To the extent that an individual internalizes
the standards of a particular group, it becomes a reference
group for him,

Selection of Approach. A basic hypothesis of reference

group theory is that when an individual aspires to be in a
group, or identifies with a group, he tends to take on the
norms of that group. What norms are taken over, however,
and the extent to which they are internalized, depends on
the saliency of the norm, both for the group and for the in-
dividual, This leads us back to the fundamental question
with which this thesis 1s concerned: Are differences in
reference group ldentifications associated with differences
in verbalized expressions of prejudice. An answer to this
question will not only serve to inerease our knowledge about
prejudiced attitudes but it will also serve to further test

the applicability of the reference group hypothesis itself,

1. Sherif and Sherif, op. cit., pp. 216-219.
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CHAPTER II
SOCIAL BACKGROUND OF MAPLE COUNTY YOUTH

The Ecological Setting. Maple County, with a population

of 30,202, is located in the southern part of Midstate on
flat to rolling terrain, Like much of the remainder of this
part of the state, its soll was reclaimed from swamps and
marshland, some of which still dot the landscape. One river
flows through the heart of the county, and served as a stim-
ulus for trade and settlement in the early days. The county
seat of Johnstown, centrally located, is built on its shores,
Five miles to the east, 1s the small town of Adams, It has
a population of 1,527, chilefly widows and retired farmers,
Twelve miles southwest of Johnstown, is Brownsville, a town
of 2,106 in 1950, A fourth town, Edgerton, lies to the
northwest, It 1s about the size of Adams and similar to it
ir many ways. Both are high school communities, Since Ed-
gerton draws a large number of students from the neightoring
county, 1t was not included in the study.

Two major highways, one running east and west, the
other north and south, bisect each other at Johnstown, di-
viding the city into quadrants., Two other east-west highways
run to the north and to the south of the county, respectively.
One large railroad runs through the county-seat, and the
other towns, mentioned above, have rallroad services, Al-
though each of the four towns has sufficient retaill services
to support a rural community, social 1life is dominated by.

the county seat, Johnstown. It has the only radio station,
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the only Qe ily paper, and the county hospital. The offices
of the ma Jor farm organizations, and, of course, those of
the county government are likewise located here,

Th\e Educational System, Like many other midwestern
areas,

Much of Maple County has reorganized and consolidated
her sehool facilities, This reorganization has been town-
centér ey, following the directional patterns established by
secoONA aryy school attendance. The 121 independent rural
schoOA  yjstricts operating elementary schools in 1935 were
redUc @4 to 53 by 1950, They had united with the Brownsville,
Adams  gpg Edgerton town districts., The Johnstown district
dld mot encourage such reorganization and, here, rursl youth

camd g3 tuition-paying students,--chiefly at the secondary

lev@} |, In some instances, dlstricts which might have joined
Johry stown were attracted elsewhere, For the most part, how-
eveéX™ . high school attendance areas have remained relatively
traq jtional, certain districts sending their students to
certain high schools. This has providéd a channel of com-
munication between town and country which has probably had
cons iderable effect in modifying the attitudes of these two
groups, not only toward each other, but toward other groups

as wvell,

Socio-economic Organization: (1) Residence. Maple

County is predominantly rural, Out of a total population
of 30,202 in 1950 (the census was taken a year after this
study), only 28.5 percent lived in the only urban center,

Johnstown, The farm population comprised 32.8 percent of
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the totald , and the nonfarm population, 38.7 percent. 1In
this studQy, the nonfarm population, has been differentiated
into tWwo groups (those 1iving in towns of 1,000 to 2,499
population), and those 1iving in smaller villages or open
country |1 The town population, as defined above, included
17.0 Pexcent of the total population of the county, and the
belane e of the nonfarm group, 21,7 percent, For purposes
of thiy g research the urban population and the town popula-
tion of the area under study have been combined into an
urbary — town population. This latter group included 45.6 per-
cent  of the total couhty population., It should be recalled
howe~rer that the town of Edgerton was excluded from the study.
The +*otal urban-town population under study in the county
was 40,5 percent, Henceforth the urban-town group will be
ref©xrreg to, simply, as the town population,

An examination of Table?2l reveals some rather sharp
res 1 dence differentials in the school as compared with the

total population of the county, with the farm group occupy-

ing the most unfavorable position, Although about one-third

of the county population 1is rural-farm, only a little more
than one-fif'th of the ninth and one-fourth of the twelfth
grade are from the farm, The nonfarm population is also
under-represented in the twelfth grade., In contrast, the

town segment 1s over-represented for both grades., Although

l. See Charles P, Loomis and J, Allan Beegle, Rural Social

Systems, New York, Prentice-Hall, 1950, p. 177 for a
complete subclassification of the nonfarm population,
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Table 2.0 NUMBER AND PERCENT OF PERSONS IN THE NINTH
AND TWELFTH GRADE AND IN THE COUNTY POPULA-
TION, BY RESIDENCE, MAPLE COUNTY, 1949

e
County Residence (&)
and
Grade Total Farm Nonfarm Town
(100%) No, Percent No, Percent No, Percent
1 2(b) 3 1, (b) 5 6(b)
e,

County 309,202 9,913 32.8 6,512 21.6 13,777 LS.6

Twel ©¢tp 173 45  26.0 26 15,0 102 59,0
Ninth 226 51 22,6 50 22.1 125 55,2

Note : Eleven ninth graders and three twelfth graders
feiled to respond to the residence question,
They are not included in the totals,

(a) Residence data for the County are given for nonfarm and
town categories as employed in this thesis, For a def-
inition of them, see Appendix A, Table 1, Footnote 2,
page 197.

() Since the population base for Maple County appears to
be relatively stable, it was not considered necessary
to estimate a population base for 1949, The population
as given in the Census of Population: 1950 was employed,

Note: Since the figures used in this table are based on
enumerated rather than sample data, and since no
inferences to hypothetical populations are intended,
tests of significance were not computed.

Source: Resource Tables 1 - 6, Appendix A, pages 189 frf,;
United States Bureau of the Census, Census of
Population: 1950, Volume II, "Characteristics of
the Population," Part 22, Michigan, Table 6, p.
22-15, Table 12, p. 22-U46. .






they compX*1se about 46 percent of the county population,

they repr e sent 55 percent of the ninth and 59 percent of the

twelfth gx=&ade. The farm and town students gained represen-

tation, relatively, as between the ninth and twelfth grades,

but the nonfarm group lost ground,

Soc 1o —seconomic Organization: (2) Occupation, The in-

dustrial activity of the county is located chiefly in Johns-

town and Brownsville., Workers in Adams not engaged in

retall trade, commute to these, or other, centers for employ-

ment. TIndustries are diversified and, for the most part, are

home-owned, Johnstown, for example, has foundries, a furnsace

factory, a plastic manufacturing company, and a shoe factory,

Agriculturally, the county is classified in the corn-
belt region and is a mixed grain and livestock farming area,

Many farm families have members who are full or part-time

workers in towns., They serve as cultural links between the

farm and ponfarm, and the farm and town groups, Even so,

there are three distinct groups in the community which may

be identiffed: (1) the white collar group including the

vusiness ang professional people, (2) manual workers, and
(3) farmersg,

There were 10,706 persons in the experienced labor

force in 19509, Of that number, slightly under one-half were

blue collar workers, over one-fourth were white collar em-
ployees, and about one-fourth were farmers (Table 2.2).
In high school, the children of blue-collar workers

greatly out-number those of farmers and of white-collar






Table 2.2 » NUMBER AND PERCENT OF PERSONS IN THE NINTH
AND TWELFTH GRADE AND IN THE COUNTY POPULA-
TION, BY OCCUPATION, MAPLE COUNTY, 1949

Oceupation (a)
County

and
Grade Total Farm

Blue Collar White Collar

(1LOO0%) No. Percent No., Percent No. Percent

1 2(®) 3 L 5 6(b)

County 10, 706(c) 2,532 23,7
Twelfth 156

5,078 L7.4 3,096 28.9
L7 30,1 67 U43.0 L2 26,9

Ninth 212 53 25.0 101 U47.6 58 27.4

Z
o
t
(]
.

Twenty-five ninth graders, twenty twelfth
graders and 364 from the County failed to
respond to the occupation question, They
are not included in the totals,

For a gefinition of the occupational categories, see
Appendix A, Table 1, Footnote 3, p. 198.

(b) See Tavle 2.1, Footnote (b), page 33.
(¢) This total includes employed and experlienced unemployed
Persons in the labor force.

Note: Since the figures used in this table are based on
enumerated rather than on sample data, and since
No inferences to hypothetical populations are in-
tended (the material being purely descriptive of
Maple County), tests of significance were not
Computed,

sSource:

United States Bureau of the Census, Census of

Population: 1950, Volume II, "CharacterIstics of
the Population,” Part 22, Michigan, Table 3, v.
22-137; and Resource Tables 1 - 6 (this thesis).
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workerse.

They comprise 43 percent of the twelfth and 48 per-

cent of thhe ninth grade, The children of white-collar and

farm paremnrts occur in about the same proportions, Each

group incluide a little over one-fourth of the total,

Subje c tively-defined Soclo-economic Status,

The strati-
ficatlon pxrocess in Maple County is not clearly discernable,
Maple Counity residents believe that they are all alike., As
one's famil {arity with the community and its people in-

creases, certain distinctions appear,l Symbols for allocat-

Ing prestil ge are not quite the same for newcomers as for

older members of the community. They are more highly secu-

larized for the town and nonfarm groups, Type of occupation,

size of income, educational achievement, and differences in

housing areas are important indicators of social status, To

have status in the farm group, one must "belong"™ in the pri-

mary group sense., One must have the attitudes and goals of

farmers, Even so, certain secular symbols seem to be emerg-

ing. There are the "real" farmers who make farming a tus-

iness, a commercial enterprise run for profit. At the top

of thls group are the "big" farmers who have increased thelr

holdings ang exploited, fully, the advantages of mechaniza=

tion. At tne bottom, are the traditional farmers who farm

for a 11V1ng.

They are partially mechanized. They have

tractors but not bale lifters. Lastly, there are the part-

time farmers who hope to become full-time operators when

they can acquire the needed capital,

———————

1.

They are the sons of

‘;‘}’?ligematerial is taken from John Holland, op. cit., pp.
- L J






37

real farmex*s, usually, forced off the farmstead because it
was not lax ge enough to support all its members,
The mnonfarm group appear similar to the town group.
They fall JIAnto two major classes, the ﬁorking group, who are
manual worlxers, and the middle class, who are clerks and bus-
iness or pIrofessional people., There are no elite families,
as such, but there are a few who consider themselves upper
classe At the bottom is the "no good, lazy people who won't
work," They are definitely excluded from the farm community,
In both the adult sample and the student universe, re-
spondents were asked to evaluate their socio-economic status,
Adults were asked to evaluate their own status, and students
were asked to evaluate the status of their parents, The
former were far more realistic in making an assessment of
thelr status than the latter, Thirty-nine percent of the
adults as compared with 61 percent of the twelfth grade and
T2 percent of the ninth felt they were middle class, While
it 1s reasonagble to expect a higher percentage of individuals
in the middle class in a high school group than in the gen-
eral Population, differences of 22 and 33 percent seem to
indicate a variation in perspective, (Table 2,3).0ne inter-
vening variable which might contribute to such differences
in class gelf-identification is aspiration ideals, Students
may tend to equate their status levels to their aspiration
levels, ag they approach maturity and are faced with the
resp0n81b111ty of entering the adult soclety, they become

more Trealigtic in their self-evaluation of class,  Hence
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Table 2¢ 3 = NUMBER AND PERCENT OF PERSONS IN THE NINTH
AND TWELFTH GRADE AND IN A SAMPLE OF ADULTS,
BY SOCIO-ECONOMIC STATUS (SUBJECTIVELY
DEFINED), MAPLE COUNTY, 1949
Socio-economic Status(a)
Adult
le
Semp Working Middle
Grade (100.,00) Number Percent Number Percent
1 2 3 4
Adults (b) 418 25l 60.8 16l 39.2
Twelfth 170 66 38.8 104 61,2
Ninth 221 62 28.1 159 71.9

X2 equals 68,1(c) (defe = 2)
Note:

Sixteen ninth graders and six twelfth graders
falled to respond to the question on socio-

economic status., These were not included in
the totals,

(2) For a gefinition of socio-economic class categories,
See Appendix A, Table 1, Footnote 3, p. 198.

(p) This was a stratified, proportionate sample of male
and female heads, chosen randomly. For a detalled
Scussion of the sampling procedure, see John B,
HOlland, 22. 01t., ppo 6-11.
(c) To ve significant at the one percent level, X2 must
equal 9,2, at the 5 percent level, 6,0,
Source:

Computed from Resource Tables 1 - 6 (this thesis)
Appendix A, pp.195ff.and John B, Holland, Attitudes

toward Minority Groups in Relation to Rural Group

Structure, Ph, D, Thesis, East Lansing, Michigan
State College, 1950, Table 41, page 16l.
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twelfth grra.ders may be less inclined to overrate their class

status tharn ninth graders.

Relig X ous Preference. The majority of the people of

Maple County are Protestants, Among the student population,

they compri se 65 percent, Holland, in his sample of adults,

found & s1 I ghtly higher proportion, namely 69 percent, (See
Table 2.1y ) « A large range of denominations are represented:
the Method i sts had the largest membership and Roman Catholiecs
had the next largest group.l Other denominations included
the Baptists, Presbyterians, Episcopalians, Free Methodists,

Church of God, Nazarenes, Adventists, Congregationalists,

and, In the rural areas, interdenominational groups. In

Johnstown, aside from the Methodist, the most active of

these appeared to be the Presbyterian, Baptist, and Episco-
pal churches,

Those of Catholic faith are most numerous in Brownsville
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