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ABSTRACT
SOCIO-ECONOMIC STATUS AND DISCONTENT -

AN ANALYSIS OF CHANGES AMONG RURAL
HIGH SCHOOL YOUTH

By
Tej Pratap Singh

This study was designed to investigate the dynamics
of discontent at a low level of intensity among high school
seniors in a rural county. The study focused on the level
of discontent among rural youth, as well as the trend of
discontent over time. The major questions asked were: 1In
what ways does socio-economic status relate to discontent
and does this relationship hold true over time? The sample
consisted of the high school seniors of Ontonagon County,
Michigan, from three points in time (1957-58, 1968, and
1974). The data were collected by Rural Sociologists at
Michigan State University and a portion of this information
relevant to the topic was used in the present study.

Discontent, as measured in this study, had only two
dimensions;one arising from features of the community and
the other arising from parental relations. Both were rele-
vant dimensions in the experience of youth. Discontent was
defined as a feeling of restlessness or tension generated

by a discrepancy between legitimate expectations and the
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cxisting situation. In addition to the two dependent
variables (types of discontent), six independent variables
were used in this study. They included sex, religion,
school context, job certainty, ethnic origin, and socio-
economic status.

Based on social theory and review of the literature,
four main and six sub-hypotheses were proposed and tested
for their empirical validity. The data were first analyzed
to find the level of discontent among the high school seniors.
The findings suggested that the level of community discontent,
as well as parental discontent, was very low. We then exam-
ined the trend of discontent over time. It was found that
17 individual items of community discontent exhibited 3 main
patterns and 3 minor patterns. The main patterns were: con-
tinuous rise (4 items); continuous decline (3 items); and a
rise, followed by a decline (7 items). However, after
testing for the significance of differences in means, the
three main patterns identified were: a rise, followed by no
change (3 items); no change, followed by decline (3 items);
and no change or stable (7 items). Similarly, the 9 items
reflecting parental discontent showed only two patterns,
namely, a continuous rise and a rise, followed by no change.

The summated scores for community and parental dis-
content did not exhibit any significant change between

1957-58 and 1968 or between 1968 and 1974. However, the
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level of parental discontent increased significantly be-
tween 1957-58 and 1974.

After tracing the level and trends, each of the
four hypotheses were examined. The first hypothesis, which
predicted that middle socio-economic stratum would exhibit
higher discontent than the upper or lower strata, was re-
jected. Similarly, Part A of the second hypothesis, which
suggested that the change in discontent over the period of
time would follow an S-curve pattern, was also rejected.

In addition, Part B of the second hypothesis, which stated
that the S-curve pattern would hold true for SES, sex, reli-
gion, school context, job certainty, ethnic origin, and their
sub-groups, was likewise rejected. Furthermore, the third
hypothesis was not supported. This hypothesis asserted that
discontent would be greater for females, Catholics, those in
a more privileged school context, those having job uncer-
tainty, and those of Finnish background than for their coun-
terparts. The only hypothesis which the data supported had
predicted that the two measures of discontent would be
interrelated.

As the major hypotheses were not supported by the
data, possible reasons for this failure were assessed.
First, the special characteristics of the sample, coupled
with the longitudinal character of the study, may be respon-
sible. It was also considered feasible that the discontent

scale may be inadequate. As a result of this appraisal,
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the suggestion was made that income, occupation, and educa-
tional attainment of the parents be treated as separate
variables in future studies, instead of relying on Duncan's
SES index. Additional suggestions for further research
were indicated, such as the relationship between discon-
tent at a low level of intensity and overt manifestations,

namely, the use of alcohol or drugs.
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CHAPTER 1

AN ANALYSIS OF CHANGES AMONG

RURAL HIGH SCHOOL YOUTH

Introduction: The General Problem

This study focuses on the relationships between
social status and discontent over time amdng young people
from a remote rural area. The period of the past 15 or 20
years, and particularly the decade of the 1960's, has been
one of economic growth and social turmoil not only in the
United States but in many other parts of the world as well.
It would appear that despite rising per capita income almost
everywhere, the level of discontent also appears to be
rising.

In the United States, the decade of the 60's was
marked by radical social changes, including norms and values,
accompanied by civil disorders, campus unrest and violence.
The Presidential commissions and various task force commit-
tees (1968, 1969, 1970) were appointed to investigate the
causes and ramifications of these phenomena. Since civil
disorders, campus unrest and violence were conceived to be
urban-centered, little or no attention was given to manifes-

tations as they may have occurred in rural environments.

1
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Furthermore, since students' unrest seemed to have been fo-
cused in college environments, little attention was paid to
manifestations of discontent at the high school 1level.

Since participation of youth in protest rallies and violent
discontent and since such manifestations were often dramatic,
destructive and threatening to the existing social order,
social scientists, Presidential commissions and mass media
paid more attention to them. Thus, discontent at lower in-
tensities did not receive the attention of the government or
researchers to the extent it merited. Even though discontent
at the lower end of the continuum did not pose any serious
threat to the social and political order, it did provide a
base and support for the protesters and revolutionaries.
Therefore, an understanding of the dynamics of discontent

at a lower level of intensity would seem to merit careful

investigation.

Objectives of the Study

More specifically, we wish to address the following
questions for high school seniors in a rural area:

1. What is the level of discontent among rural youths?

2. What is the trend of their discontent over time?

3. How is social status rclated to discontent and

does the relationship hold true over time?
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Past Research and Study Focus

Sociologists, psychologists, historians and others
advance a number of theories to explain the causes and growth
of discontent. Some sociologists suggest that the rapid rate
of social change has given the younger generation a new and
different social context. As a consequence, a generational
gap has occurred, which has produced increased discontent
(Davis: 1940, Lerner: 1958, Hobbs: 1971, Flacks: 1971,
Bensman: 1973, Deutsch: 1961). Thus, they see the social and
economic structure of society to be a breeding ground for
discontent. A noted French sociologist (Ellul: 1964) supports
the views of structuralists and assigns the major responsibi-
lity of rising discontent to technological forces. Although
technology does not create discontent, according to Ellul, its
influence is indirect. He believes that technological forces
and economic considerations have created new criteria of mass
civilization. During this process, the changes have been so
fast that populations could not remain at variance with their
milieu. To quote him, '"The indirect influences have operated
on norms of modern society, and these norms have been trans-
formed, without men knowing what was happening.'" (Ellul:
1964). This disequilibrium brings about discontent, neurosis
and similar manifestations in many cases. A similar view is
expressed by Schaar and Wohin (Schaar and Wohin: 1973). Ac-
cording to them, this civilization inherently moves towards

self-destruction. They further suggest that radical
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rethinking must start from the premise that destructiveness
will not stop. Other sociologists (Mayhew: 1971, Olson, Jr.:
1971), have supported the view that rapid economic growth and
modernization create a de-stabilizing effect on the society.
Another sociologist (King: 1956) also shares the general no-
tion that structural differentiation has caused social dislo-
cation, which is the root cause of discontent. King says:

«+... a spectacular abundance of social

movements marks the society whose traditions

have been shaken by industrial urbanism and

whose structure is scarred by cleavages

between diverse groups. (p. 13)

Thus, he too considers industrial and urban growth as a cause
for social movements. And he further explains that those
dissatisfied with existing conditions either start the move-
ment, participate, or support it.

In contrast to the structuralists, the radical soci-
ologists have attempted to explain the causes of rising dis-
content in a Marxian framework. According to this view, dis-
content is inevitable in the capitalistic economic system
where youths and intellectuals have increasingly become an
exploited and alienated part of a powerless stratum (Mondel:
1969, Parkin: 1970). This implies that as a result of exploi-
tation and alienation the intellectuals are frustrated, which
causes disequilibrium in the society. Sociologists engaged
in the study of social movements have proposed the theory of
relative deprivation to explain the cause of discontent

fGurr: 1969, Runciman: 1966, Morrison: 1971, Morrison and

Steeves: 1967, Davies: 1971). This seems to be an important
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refinement over the Marxian explanation of the growth of
social discontent. In the Marxian approach, class conscious-
ness and the existence of inequality are treated as basic
causes of discontent and class conflicts. However, the rela-
tive deprivation theorists suggest that class consciousness
and the existence of inequality in an absolute sense do not
create discontent. According to these theorists, discontent
results from the relationship between what one '"has'" and
what one "legitimately expects', regardless of the absolute
levels. In other words, deprivation causes discontent and
deprivation occurs in relation to some point of reference
which the individual feels he deserves to reach. The block-
age of one's legitimate expectation 1s believed to be crucial
in the genesis of discontent.

Another structural sociologist (Merton: 1957) takes
the same line of approach as the relative deprivation theo-
rists and suggests that a discrepancy between culturally de-
fined goals and effective access to their realization causes
a "strain". He uses the term "strain'" instead of relative
deprivation, but this concept is essentially the same con-
cept as discontent used in this study.

The President's National Commission on Campus Unrest,
taking the structuralist approach, issued a report which
stated that a number of structural conditions facilitated
student's participation in the protest rallies and violent

Jdemonstrations. Similar reports came from psychologists,
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(Keniston: 1970) suggesting that students had more time,
students lacked definite responsibility, and attendance in
the university was voluntary. In addition, an increased num-
ber of students, less personal relations of students with
faculty, and size of the campus, were some of the factors
that facilitated students' participation in rallies. Al-
though Lispet (Lispet: 1973) contradicted some of the points
mentioned in the National Commission report and by Keniston,
he generally agreed with the approach.

Some social scientists (Feierabend et al.: 1969,
Davis: 1940) suggest that discontent is a mental phenomenon,
but that environmental stimuli are necessary to cause an in-
crease in the level of discontent. An economist (Ridkar:
1962) proposes that discontent is a function of the distance
between what a person wants and what he has and that the way
in which the discontent manifests itself depends upon the
net benefit expected to be derived from various actions
meant to alleviate discontent. Ridkar presents a theoretical
model and shows that discontent rises in the early stage of
economic development, but begins to decline when the economy
reaches the take-off stage. Though Ridkar's definition of
discontent is similar to that of the relative deprivation
theorists, his theoretical model has two important implica-
tions. The first point relates to the role of level of living
as a major factor in the growth and decline of discontent.

The second point deals with trends over a period of time.
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According to Davies (Davies: 1969), discontent follows a
J-curve pattern, but according to Ridkar, it follows a curvi-
linear pattern. In the early stage of economic growth, dis-
content rises because people have to save for investment,
which affects their level of living; after the take-off stage,
capital saving does not affect level of living as much, hence
discontent declines. This line of argument provides an ex-
planation for the causes of the impact of the French revolu-
tion in areas where the economy was improving. It also sup-
ports (Brinton: 1965) Brinton's notion that revolutions have
been more frequent when social classes are closer than when
they are far apart. But Ridkar's model does not provide an
answer to the causes of rising discontent in an affluent nation
like the United States.

How do structuralists, psychologists, relative depri-
vation theorists, and Marxists differ in their approaches?
The differences may be summarized as follows:

a) Psychologists lay more emphasis on individual
traits in the origin of discontent, giving secon-
dary importance to structural stimuli.

b) Structuralists accept discontent as a mental
phenomenon, but they emphasize that no mental pro-
cess can take place if the social structure docs
not provide a stimulus. Therefore, it appears
that there is not much difference in the line of

argument, but merely a difference in emphasis.
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c)

d)

The Marxian approach lays emphasis on the exist-
ence of inequality and the awareness of such ine-
quality. But the reference point is class rather
than individuals. Secondly, the concept of ine-
quality specifically refers to economic or politi-
cal aspects of life; whereas, the structuralists'’
concept covers both economic and noneconomic
aspects.

Relative deprivation theorists differ from Marx

in the location of inequality. According to the
Marxian approach, inequality between classes leads
to class conflict and revolution. Relative depri-
vation theorists believe that discontent can vary
within a class. Secondly, the reference group to
which an individual relates need not be only class.
An upper class person may relate to a person of
the same, or lower class. Thus, discontent occurs
when a person compares his own status or situation
with a person or situation to which he relates. In
other words, discontent occurs when an individual
(or group) finds himself lower than he feels he de-
serves. For example, an Assistant Professor in a
college will not feel any discrepancy if he com-
pares his salary with that of the President of the
United States. Yet, he will feel discontent if he

finds a gap in his salary and the salary of
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Assistant Professors in other departments of the
same college or other colleges. Under such a si-
tuation, he will feel deprived of what he deserves.

Merton and other structuralists are not far from the
relative deprivation theorists, especially when Merton talks
of reference group theory. We believe that Merton and rela-
tive deprivation theorists have the same line of argument,
except that relative deprivation theorists confine their
scope to economic and/or political sources of discontent.
However, Merton's paradigm suggests a wider range of applica-
bility and is far more useful.

Whether we accept the structural, Marxian, or rela-
tive deprivation theorists' approach, certain basic questions
still remain to be answered. The basic question is: why do
people differ in their response to structural stimuli? Why
are some more discontented than others? Why is the level of
discontent high at one point of time and lower at another
time? Although relative deprivation theorists do provide
some answers, the question still remains: why do some per-
ceive more blockage and thus experience greater discontent
than others?

Our proposition is based on a synthesis of Merton's
paradigm, relative deprivation theory, and the Marxian
approach. The fundamental proposition underlying this study
is that discontent found in young people is derived from

variations in the structural positions of their parents.



The
gveTy socla
and 1nstitu
ackieve suc
has the sar
t0 the mea
tified in
carry diff
tionalizec
tirate ex
Ssually,
"Righer"
1o be fi]
level of

0 means



10

The above proposition is based on the notion that
every social structure has several culturally defined goals
and institutions which provide certain legitimized means to
achieve such goals. However, not every member of society
has the same value for a goal nor the same degree of access
to the means legitimized by the society. As people are stra-
tified in a hierarchical order, these hierarchical ranks
carry differential power, prestige, and access to institu-
tionalized means. As a result, persons differ in their legi-
timate expectations and means to achieve such expectations.
Usually, though not always, the legitimate expectation is
"higher'" than the existing situation. Thus, there is a gap
to be filled in order to bring the existing situation to the
level of legitimate expectation. Due to differential access
to means, the possibility of achieving such goals (legiti-
mate expectations) varies from person to person. Therefore,
the level of anxiety, strain, or frustration also varies
from person to person. Those who have more power, prestige
and wealth, may find it relatively easier to achieve the ex-
pected goal while those who do not have such high power,
prestige or wealth, may find it more difficult and, there-
fore, manifest greatér discontent. It should be mentioned
that the level of discontent does not depend on the extent
of the gap between what one legitimately expects and what
one has. Rather, it depends upon how important the goal is,

and how difficult this goal is to achieve. The difficulty
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in achievement of the goal depends upon how much access one
has to the means of achieving the goal. Thus the perception
of blockage is conditioned by parental socio-economic status.

Under this general theoretical framework, our funda-
mental assertion is that the blockage to realize a goal lies
in the differential access to means, which is reflected in
the socio-economic status of the parents of youth. This
affects not only the gap between legitimate expectations and
existing situations but also the level of legitimate expec-
tation or the referent point.

Thus, it should be apparent from the above theoreti-
cal notion that our approach is in the context of Merton's
paradigm, with some ideas taken from the Marxian notion of
economic or political discontent. We are not, however,
using either the Marxian notion of class or the Marxian con-
cept of discontent. Our notion of class is based on Duncan's
socio-economic index constructed on the basis of income,
prestige of occupation and education. Also, our concept of
discontent is not confined to political and/or economic
aspects. Rather discontent, as used in this study, is derived
from community and parental relations. Since Merton and the
relative deprivation theorists do not differ much on the con-
cept of discontent, our concept of discontent is the same as
Merton or the relative deprivation theorists', with ﬁodifi-
cations widening its scope from the political or economic

realm to encompass community and parental relations. We do
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not treat the gap between what exists and the legitimate
expectation as a level of discontent. We make a statement
about the situation of the community and allow the respon-
dent to evaluate the statement in the light of his own si-
tuation and expectations. The intensity of his feeling as
reflected in the level of agreement or disagreement with the

statement, denotes his level of discontent.

Variables Included

Although discontent, the dependent variable, is to be
explained in terms of socio-economic status of parents, a
series of other variables are scen as potentially affecting
the level of discontent. These variables include: sex,
ethnic origin (ascribed attributes), religion, quality of
school attended, and whether or not a job awaits after gra-
duation from high school. Since our data relate to three
points in time, each representing a different cohort of
youth, we shall, in effect, replicate patterns and relation-
ships over time. The following variables are used in this
study:

Dependent variables:

(Discontent indicators)

(a) community dissatisfaction

(b) parental dissatisfaction
Independent variables:

(a) socio-economic status

(b) sex
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(c) ethnic origin
(d) religion
(e) school context
(f) job awaiting after graduation from
high school
A more detailed account of each variable is given in the

next chapter.

Statistics Used

Simple statistics are employed for the purposes at
hand, the most basic are the mean, t-test and chi-square.
Multiple regression and factor analysis are also used but

only to explore certain dimensions.

Rationale For lypotheses

We now wish to attempt to specify the reasons and ra-
tionale surrounding the assumption that perceptions about the
community and perceptions about relations with parents can
reflect discontent. We also will try to specify how the le-
vel of discontent derived from the community and parental
relations should be related to the socio-economic status of
parents.

As a general proposition, it appears that, except for
peer groups, the two most relevant and significant social
systems to which youths are exposed, especially in rural
areas, are the family and the community. In isolated, homo-

geneous rural societies, where roles are rigidly defined and
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unchanging, there is little latitude for discontent. For
Ontonagon County, however, such a description is not appli-
cable. While this area is geographically isolated, there

is rather full exposure to outside areas. Despite the faEt
that the Ontonagon area has been relatively deprived in re-
lation to other areas, considerable development has occurred
in the past fifteen or twenty years. The expansion of the
White Pine Copper Mine, major highway improvement, and the
development of recreational resources constitute partial
evidence of development.

Hence, it is our assumption that most young people
in Ontonagon County are fully able to make comparisons, to
assess the community in which they live in relation to other
places, and to make similar appraisals of their own family
in relation to families elsewhere. Therefore, it would seen
that discontent, if it is to manifest itself, would appear
in relation to community and to the family, both highly rele-
vant social systems. Furthermore, while local development
has occurred, it seems probable that the pace of development
has been outstripped by the legitimate rising expectations
and aspirations of young people growing up in the area.

This gap, it is reasonable to assume, will cause discontent.

The level of discontent on the part of young people,
whether based on features of the community or family rela-
tions, will be influenced, we believe, by the socio-economic

status of the parents. Socio-economic status is viewed as
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a far-reaching instrumentality in affording relative access
to mass media, outside contacts and mobility. As a result
of differential access to such sources of communication,
there will be differences in the level of empathy and the
point of reference. The level of empathy and the type and
status of reference groups affect the level of legitimate
expectation and, thus, the level of discontent. Parental
status, therefore, may well be important in determining
young people's legitimate expectations of the community.

Parental socio-economic status is known to be rela-
ted to child rearing practices, household amenities, and the
personality development of the child. Therefore, personality
differences, as developed due to differential child rearing
practices, may influence the perception of parental relation-
ships by the child and the pattern of relationships with the
peer group as well. Furthermore, it is known that one type
of discontent is often related to other types of discontent.
Therefore, it would seem likely that the level of discontent
as evidenced in the evaluation of community would be accom-
panied by a similar evaluation of parental relations. That
is, we expect the two sources of discontent to go hand in
hand.

In general, one would assume that those belonging to
lower socio-economic strata would exhibit a higher level of
discontent, because they are the most deprived. If we look

at this assumption from the Marxian point of view, it would
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appear very logical. But relative deprivation theorists have
shown that the existence of deprivation in an absolute sense
does not affect the level of discontent. 'They believe that
discontent occurs when there is a gap between the legitimate
expectation and the existing situation. The perception of
blockage causes tension or strain which, in turn, causes the
discontent (Runciman: 1966, Morrison: 1971). Even if socio-
economic status does affect the level of discontent, the
question remains -- who is it that is most discontented?
Evidence thus far indicates that participants in social move-
ments are more discontented than nonparticipants (Morrison
and Steeves: 1967). Results of a recent Harris Poll (Source:
Report of Harris Survey of Students, May 20-28, 1970, p.
389-395) indicate that there is a persistent relationship
between middle class status and support for the far left
among college students. In other words, far left movements
have little or no support either in the upper or lower socio-
economic groups. Similar findings come from a Wisconsin study
(Manoff and Flacks: 1971), which indicate that the relatively
well-to-do and better educated tend to support radical move-
ments. Bensman (Bensman: 1973) has proposed a theory of
middle class revolutions in which he says:

The new middle class youthful rebel is the

child of relatively prosperous, educated

middle class parents, who are primarily

professionals, administrators, and higher

level technicians. (p. 75)

Further, he argues that:
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The basis of the youth rebellion, we

believe, is to be found not in youths

themselves but in the structure of

American society as it has emerged since

World War II and as middle class youth

is related to that structure. The spe-

cific relationship of middle class youth

to its society is, of course, through

its parents. (p. 75)

Thus, his arguments clearly suggest that middle class youth
will be more discontented than lower or upper class youth.
The same argument of middle class revolutions has come from
Flacks (Flacks: 1971). Stockton (Stockton: 1973) also sug-
gests that the most discontented in Kenya are those who are
integrated into the power structure.

In addition to the points just stated, there are
other logical reasons to expect high discontent in the middle
class. First, the middle socio-economic group in this coun-
try may well be the most exploited stratum. Members of the
middle stratum are often on fixed salaries and are prone to
be the object of new taxes. It may well be that this stratum
suffers the greatest inequality, in that its tax rates are
relatively high and benefits are relatively low as compared
to higher or lower socio-economic strata. Second, the mid-
dle stratum tends to possess higher legitimate expectations
and to have these expectations blocked often. As a result,
there is greater relative deprivation, yielding a greater
feeling of discontent than that found in upper or lower

socio-economic groups. The lower socio-economic stratum 1is

not characterized by expansive, legitimized expectations and
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therefore, we believe this stratum to have lower relative
deprivation. Similarly, the upper stratum feels lower rela-
tive deprivation because, even though expectations are
higher, they are less often blocked or at least are not
viewed as structurally blocked. Third, the middle socio-
economic group may well exhibit greater discontent than
other groups because of status inflation. In the United
States, the size of the middle class is increasing while
other classes are declining. This amplification has brought
about status inflation, as a result of which the middle
class feels a loss of identity and erosion of the level of
prestige previously enjoyed (Parkin: 1974).

The fourth reason lends indirect support to the
theory of middle class discontent . It is based on Brinton's
(Brinton: 1965) argument that discontent is more likely to
occur when a society is closer than when it is far apart.

In other words, there is more discontent when there are only
a few people who are very poor or very rich and an overwhelm-
ing majority is in the middle class. Under such a situation,
there will be very little disparity among the people, but
the discontent will be higher because of the large middle
class. Thus, based on the above arguments, we hypothesize a

higher level of discontent among middle stratum youths.

Pattern of Discontent

An S-curve pattern in the level of discontent was

hypothesized, in part because of the time period for which we
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had data. The decade of the 60's was characterized by rapid
social changes, turmoil, and student unrest. This period

had been marked by challenges to existing patterns of norms
and values, by sharp divisions brought about by the Vietnam
war, by the growing strength of women's liberation and envi-
ronmental movements, and by challenges to patterns of author-
ity 1in government and in the family. Our hypothesis, there-
fore anticipated levels of discontent to be the lowest before
1960, reaching a peak in 1968, and then declining by 1974 but
at a level above that in 1957-58.

There are two theories relating to the pattern of
growth and decline in the level of discontent over a period
of time. The first theory, which proposes a J-curve pattern,
is suggested by James Davies (Davies: 1969), a sociologist;
while the second theory, which proposes an S-curve, comes
from an economist (Ridkar: 1962). According to the J-curve
theory, when economic growth occurs, the aspirations of peo-
ple also rise, but there is a gap between the rising aspira-
tions and actual need satisfaction. When there is a sudden
and sharp decline in economic growth, there is a sharp and
sudden increase in the level of dissatisfaction because the
gap between aspiration and actual need satisfaction suddenly
widens. Thus, the level of dissatisfaction follows a J-curve
pattern. Ridkar, on the other hand, proposes that when there
is economic growth, the level of living of the people im-

proves. But at the beginning of economic growth, more capital
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is required. In order to accumulate capital, people have to
save and this saving affects their level of living and,
therefore, the level of discontent rises. But when the eco-
nomy is in a '"take-off stage', where affluence has been
reached, the demand for capital saving is such that people
can save without this saving affecting their level of living.
Consequently, the level of discontent begins to decline.

There are some weaknesses in both theories. Davies
does not explain what happens to the shape of the J-curve
after a revolution has succeeded or failed. Does the 1level
of discontent continue to rise or does it stabilize? On the
other hand, Ridkar does not explain why there is so much
discontent in the United States, which has reached an af-
fluent stage.

Our hypothesis is a synthesis of both theories. It
assumes a J-curve pattern up to the time that discontent
reaches a stage of crisis. After a success or failure of
the revolutionary manifestations, the level of discontent
declines to some extent, but it remains higher than the
period before the sharp rise in the level of discontent.

We also hypothesize that an S-curve of the curve
will be exhibited when controls are instituted for socio-
economic status, sex, ethnic origin, religion, school con-
text, and job awaiting after graduation. However, it is
expected that variations in the level (but not the pattern)

will be found among the sub-groups mentioned above.
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Sex Differences And Discontent

It is our hypothesis that girls will exhibit a higher
level of discontent than boys due to existing inequities in
status and the growing strength of the women's liberation
movement. Females suffer discrimination in the job market
and in the household. It is our expectation that such dis-
crimination has been more severe in rural than in urban areas
and that the equalitarian ideology has been especially force-

ful in the period under consideration.

Religious Preference And Discontent

In modern industrial society, one has reason to as-
sume that religious influences are declining and, therefore,
that religious preference may have little or no influence on
the level of discontent. Further, it might be expected that
since our sample is of young people, the possible influence
of religion would be minimized. However, a study in Wisconsin
(Manoff and Flacks: 1971) indicates that Catholic¢s are the
first supporters of radical movements. If participation in
the movement is any indicator of discontent, then Catholics
should exhibit a higher level of discontent than non-Catholics.
The second reason for the hypothesis is that Catholics, in
the area from which our sample comes, are a minority.
Therefore, they may feel some discrimination in social and
economic activities of the community. The third reason for
assuming a higher level of discontent among Catholic youth

relates to the possible contradiction between obedience to
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Church authority and the concept of individual freedom and
liberty. Since Catholic churches exercise more authority
than Protestant churches, we expect some differential reac-

tion of resentment on the part of the youth.

Ethnic Origin And Discontent

The Finnish population migrated to this country and
has been 1living in Ontonagon County for two to three genera-
tions. Their numbers are substantial and there has been a
relatively strong tendency to maintain their culture. There-
fore, they cannot be considered fully integrated into the
mainstream. It is our contention that they face some dis-
crimination, despite readily assimilable traits. Much past
research (Myrdal: 1969, Blau and Duncan: 1967) reports the
existence of discrimination due to race and ethnic back-
ground. There is also another reason to hypothesize a higher
level of discontent among those with Finnish ethnic origin.
It may be that the descendants of recent migrants cannot be
fully integrated and feel the conflicting pressures of two

societies. Migration as a cause of discontent has been re-

ported by the President's Commission on Civil Disorder (1968).

School Context And Discontent

Social scientists, engaged in the study of causes
of student unrest (Keniston: 1970, Lispet: 1971 and Presi-
dential Commission reports), report that the campus environ-

ment is one of the major factors inducing student unrest.
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While this finding may not be applicable to high school en-
vironments, the high school does provide a meeting ground
for youth. The high schools in Ontonagon County, as well as
the immediate communities in which they are located, differ
markedly. The Ontonagon and White Pine schools and their
surrounding communities are comparatively more privileged
than the remaining schools and their surrounding communities.
Bergland and Ewen-Trout Creek are relatively poor; their
buildings are old and facilities are generally less adequate.
Under such circumstances, one might assume that the students
in the less privileged schools will exhibit a higher level

of discontent. But as previously mentioned, the level of
discontent is hypothesized to be higher among middle class
youth. The students from the less privileged schools and
communities ,we expect, will be more realistic in terms of
aspirations and achievement expectations. They will have a
smaller gap between aspirations and expectations; thus, they
will exhibit a lower level of discontent. Hence, our expec-
tation is that students from more privileged schools will

exhibit a higher level of discontent.

Certainty of Job And Discontent

High school seniors are at a life cycle stage where
they must make decisions about their future. Some will want
to go to college or obtain further training, while others
will want to go to work. Some, of course, will not know what

they will do after graduation. Those who definitely know
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that they have a job awaiting after graduation are likely

to be less discontented. For this group, there is little or
no short-run uncertainty and, hence, less mental tension and
anxiety. Although some must go to work because their econo-
mic condition does not permit them to go to college, their
level of discontent will probably be lower than others.
Another reason for the assumption of a higher level of dis-
content among those with an uncertain immediate future is

the possibility that this group may experience a higher level

of deprivation.

Relationship Between Two Measures of Discontent

The two measures of discontent, which are based upon
the community features and parental relationships, are ex-
pected to be related. This expectation is based upon the
multidimensional character of discontent and its manifesta-
tions. It is likely that dissatisfaction with the community
and with family relations are interconnected. It is diffi-
cult to imagine, for example, that a student would be highly
satisfied with the community as a place to live, if that
student were highly dissatisfied with the way he/she was

treated in the family.

Hypotheses

Based on the above rationale and conceptual thought,
the following hypotheses are drawn:
Hypothesis 1 Youth from middle socio-economic stratum

exhibit a higher level of discontent than
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Hypothesis 2

Hypothesis 3
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youth from either upper or lower stratum.

(a)

(b)

The level of discontent, over a period
of time, assumes an S-curve form. That
is, the discontent level is lowest in
1957-58, highest in 1968, then lower in
1974 but above that for 1957-58.

The S-curve pattern of level of discon-
tent holds true for each sub-group,
namely: socio-economic strata, sex, re-
ligion, ethnic group, school context

and job certainty.

Sex, religion, ethnic origin, school con-

text and job certainty are related to dis-

content such that:

1)

2)

3)

4)

Females exhibit a higher level of dis-
content than males.

Catholics exhibit a higher level of dis-
content than non-Catholics.

Those of Finnish ethnic origin exhibit a
higher level of discontent than those of
non-Finnish ethnic origin.

Those in a more privileged school con-
text have a higher level of discontent
than those in a less privileged school

context.
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5) Those without a job awaiting after gra-
duation have a higher level of discon-
tent than those with a job awaiting.

Hypothesis 4 The two measures of discontent are
intercorrelated.

The above four hypotheses are tested in Chapter 4.
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CHAPTER 1I

RESEARCH TECHNIQUE AND
CONCEPTUAL OPERATIONALIZATION

The aim of this chapter is to present the source of
data, sampling techniques, development of measuring instru-
ments and the operationalization of concepts used in the

study.

Source of Data

The data for the study come from selected portions
of a questionnaire administered to all high school seniors
in 1957-58, 1968, and 1974 in Ontonagon County. The primary
purpose of these studies was to investigate problems related
to career plans, migration and subsequent mobility. While
no direct questions relating to discontent appeared on the
schedule, a series of items did permit us to develop meas-
ures of discontent.

The data used for this study were collected by a
number of researchers associated with the Ontonagon Project
over a number of years, including Harold Goldsmith, Jon
Rieger, J. Allan Beegle, and llarry Schwarzweller. The data
were coded and transferred to computer tape and stored by

the Sociology Department of Michigan State University. A

27
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selected portion of the data were made available from these

tapes for analysis.

The Study Population

Ontonagon County was selected to represent one of a
series of county types defined in the North Central regional
project concerning migration. It represented areas in the
region characterized by out-migration, low farm operator
level of living, and low proportions employed in manufac-
turing in 1950.

All of the seniors in all of the high schools loca-
ted within the boundaries of Ontonagon County were included
in the survey. There were six high schools in 1957-58, but,
in succeeding years, through consolidation of school dis-
tricts, three high schools were merged with the remaining
schools, and a fourth high school, White Pine, was created.
Table 1 provides the list of names of the high schools in
the county and the number of respondents by sex from each

school.
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Preparation And Administration
of Questionnailre

The data were collected through self-administered
questionnaires. However, a member of the research team read
a prepared statement in each class before the questionnaires
were filled out. A team member was present in the room
during the period to answer questions. Students who did not
finish the questionnaire during the class period or who were
absent from the class on the day questionnaires were filled
out, reported to the guidance counselor's office during a
study period to complete the questionnaire.

Essentially the same questionnaire was administered
in 1957-1958, 1968 and 1974 to the high school seniors of the
county. Questionnaires were obtained for juniors as well in
1957-58 and 1974, but our study is confined to seniors only.
Since the number of respondents for 1957 and 1958 were small
and represent successive graduation classes, they are added
together to make one group of respondents. Therefore, there

were 254 cases in 1957-58, 193 in 1968 and 201 in 1974.

Discontent - Definition And Measurement

No precise definition of discontent has emerged from
the literature. Some social scientists use the term for dis-
satisfaction or unhappiness (Freand: 1961), while some
(Gamson: 1968) say that dissatisfaction, alienation and dis-

affection fall under the general rubric of discontent.
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Relative deprivation theorists (Morrison: 1971) and econo-
mists (Ridkar: 1962) define it as the gap between what one
aspires to and what one expects to get. King (1956) defines
it as anxiety about the future, frustration in the present,
continuing tensions from unsatisfied desires, or bewilderment
arising from inexplicable situations. Social upheaval is the
product of discontent.

Discontent in this study is defined as a feeling of
restlessness or tension generated due to discrepancy between
the legitimate expectation and the existing situation. Thus,
it is not the gap, as such, but rather the intensity of ten-
sion due to existence of the gap. Our measurement of discon-
tent is indirect. We present a statement specifying a situa-
tion relating to the community or to parental relations and
the respondent evaluates the statement in the light of his or
her perception of the situation.

Discontent as viewed here ranges greatly in intensity
-- from relatively inactive dissatisfaction with any aspect
of life to active dissatisfaction manifested in overt beha-
vior. Discontent, as exhibited in our data, is not manifes-
ted in overt behavior.

Measures of discontent, in this study, are indirect
and are drawn from two series of questions on the schedule.
The first measure of discontent is derived from questions re-
lating to perceptions concerning what is liked and disliked

about the community. The second measure of discontent derives
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from the questions relating to the way young people view
their relationships in the home with their parents.

Both measures are viewed as reflecting levels of dis-
satisfaction (or satisfaction) with the existing conditions
of the community and parental relations. Clearly these meas-
ures fail to tap all dimensions of discontent, but rather
only those deriving from the community in which the youth

live as well as those deriving from parental relationships.

Discontent Derived From the Community

Schultz, Artis and Beegle (1963) developed a scale
to measure community satisfaction employing the same items as
used in our study. They utilized the Guttman scaling technique
and retained eight items. We felt the necessity of a new
scale because our data related to three points in time, and
because it was possible that some of the items included in
the scale might not be stable. In addition, it was not possi-
ble to produce a Guttman scale for all three points in time.

Our questionnaire has 19 statements and each state-
ment seeks the reaction of the respondent in terms of whether
he agrees or disagrees with that statement. Out of 19 state-
ments, two statements are deleted from the analyses because
they are highly skewed and ambiguous. Of the 17 remaining
statements, 8 statements are negative and 9 statements are

positive. All the positive statements are scored as follows:
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Strongly agree =1
Agree = 2
Undecided =3
Disagree = 4
Strongly disagree = 5§

The negative statements, however, are scored in re-
verse to the positive statements. Thus the scoring for

negative statements is as follows:

Strongly agree =95
Agree = 4
Undecided =3
Disagree = 2
Strongly disagree =1

All the 17 statements appear to have face validity
and are assumed to measure the level of satisfaction or dis-
satisfaction of the respondents with respect to his/her own
community. These statements solicit how much an individual
is satisfied or dissatisfied with such features of the com-
munity as the community's leadership, cooperativeness and
progressiveness of residents, cultural facilities, shopping
facilities, location of the community, and families into
which one would want to marry. If the statement says,
"There are adequate shopping facilities'" and the response is
"strongly agree'; then, it is assumed that the person is
"least discontented'" with the shopping facilities of the com-

munity. But if the response to "The place is not located in
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a desirable place" is '"strongly agree'; then it is assumed
that the respondent is '"highly discontented" with the loca-

tion of the community.

Scaling of Discontent Derived from Community

In a longitudinal study, one of the major problems in
scaling is the stability of items. It is possible that a par-
ticular item will have very high correlation with the scale
score in 1957-58 but it may have very weak or no correlation
in 1968. In such a situation, the measurement of discontent
raises methodological questions and it becomes further proble-
matic if a trend line is to be drawn. Unless all the items
included in 1957-58 are retained for 1968 and 1974, the com-
parison of level of discontent over three points in time will
yield misleading conclusions.

In order to overcome this problem, two alternatives
are available; either take only those items which are common
at all three points in time or retain all the items. In this
study, we followed both procedures. In order to provide mean-
ingful information, two sets of items are used. In the first
set, all the 17 items are retained and treated as 17 different
scales. The level of discontent as measured by each statement
is compared with the level of discontent as measured by the
same statement over other points in time. The second set of
items are those which were subjected to factor analysis and
item analysis. In the factor analysis, the only purpose is to

be sure that the items are unidimensional. The S.P.S.S.
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method of Factor Analysis with varimax rotation is used. It
has been found that in 1957-58 and 1974, all the 17 items
loaded on only one factor, while in 1968, two factors have
been extracted. Now the question arises as to which items
should be retained in the final scale. In order to be sure
that only desirable items are retained, all the 17 items have
been subjected to item analysis. The selection of items for
the final scale is based on the following six criteria:

(1) A given item should have high correlation with the

total score of the scale.

(11) The score of each item should have clear cutting
points. In other words, it should not be skewed on
either side (strongly agree or strongly disagree).

(1i11i) There should be consistency in the pattern of item-
scale relationships at all three points in time for
both sexes.

(iv) Insofar as possible, there should be no difference in
the pattern of cutting points and strength of rela-
tionship between item and scale.

(v) The items should have face validity.

(vi) As far as possible, items should load on the same
factor.

Based on the above criteria, 7 items were dropped and
only 10 items were retained. Of these 10 items, 4 items mct
most of the criteria, 5 items were not as good but acceptable,

and the remaining 1 item was accepted with reluctance.
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Table 2. List of Items of Community Discontent Retained
in the Final Scale Based on Item Analysis

Item no. Content of item

1 Anything of progressive nature 1is
generally approved

2 Everyone helps to decide how things should
be run

3 The future of the community looks bright

4 With few exceptions, the leaders are
capable and ambitious

5 It is difficult for people to get
together on anything

6 Not much can be said in favor of a place
this size

7 There are not many families you would care

to marry into

8 The people have to do without a good many
conveniences, like telephone service,
sewage disposal, waterworks and good
roads

9 The people have to do without adequate
shopping facilities

10 A person has to leave town in order to
have a good time
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The 1ist of items retained in the final scale was given in
Table 2. From the point of view of factor analysis, items

1, 2, and 4 loaded on factor 2. However, item 1 loaded more
or less equally on both the factors, though slightly more on
factor 2. Items 2 and 4 loaded heavily on factor 2. Item 2
was accepted with reluctance. Item 4 was retained with factor
1 because it had very high item-scale correlation and it fit
more in factor 1 based on its content.

Since each item carried a maximum of 5 points and a
minimum of 1, the sum of scores of all the 10 items ranged
from 10 to 50. The scoring of positive items was such that a
score of 1 or 2 indicated '"satisfaction'", while a score of
5 indicated "dissatisfaction'". In order to have parallel
interpretations with parental discontent, we first recoded
the negative items into positive and, then, recoded all the

10 items as follows:

4, 5 = 1
3 0= 2
1, 2 = 3.

Discontent Derived From Parental Relations

For the measurement of discontent derived from paren-
tal relations, the questionnaire contains 9 statements. These
statements seek the reaction of each respondent in regard to
how he/she perceives the home atmosphere, parental love, and
parental criticism. The assumption is that if the person

perceives that his/her parents try to understand and extend
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real love, the respondent will indicate satisfaction with the
parental relationships. But if the respondent perceives that
parents expect too much or criticize too much; then, it is
assumed that dissatisfaction with the parental relationship
will be indicated.

Of the 9 statements, 2 are positive and seven are

negative. In this scale, the negative items are scored as

follows:
Strongly agree =1
Agree = 2
Undecided =3
Disagree = 4
Strongly disagree = 5

The positive items are scored as follows:

Strongly agree =5
Agree = 4
Undecided =3
Disagree = 2
Strongly disagree =1

For the selection of the items for the final scale,
all the statements were subjected to factor analysis. The
outcome for 1957-58, 1968 and 1974 was that all the items
loaded on one factor. No item analysis was done for this
scale and all the 9 items were retained. The sum of the ac-
tual scores on each item was used as the overall discontent

score derived from parental relations. As one could score a
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minimum of 1 and maximum of 5 on each item, the total score
ranged from 9 to 45 for the scale. The scores in this scale

were not recoded since there was no need to do so.

Socio-Economic Status

The socio-economic status refers to the position
which an individual or group occupies in the socio-economic
structure of the society on the basis of such indicators as
education, occupation, income, caste or race. In this study,
socio-economic status is measured by Duncan's SES index
(Duncan: 1961). This index is based on income, occupation
and education, and ranges from 0 to 96. For example, a la-
borer in tobacco manufacturing scores 0, while an osteopath
doctor scores 96. Since high school students are dependent
on their parents, the socio-economic status of the parents

is used in this analysis.

Ethnic Origin

Ethnicity refers to groups sharing a common racial
or national background and distinctive culture. Since the
population of Ontonagon is approximately equally divided
among those of Finnish and non-Finnish background, the
ethnicity variable is operationalized as follows:

(a) Those who have no Finnish blood

(b) Those who have some Finnish blood (from one or

both parents
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Religion

The questionnaire has a question which asks the res-
pondents to give their religious preference. The answers are
coded in 9 categories but for the purpose of this study, the
religious preferences are collapsed as follows: all Protes-
tants (except Lutherans); Catholics; and Lutherans. For the
purpose of bi-serial correlation, all Protestants are grouped

together.

School Context

School context refers to variations among the high
schools and their immediate surroundings. Older high schools
and generally poorer facilities characterize the southern
part of the country. In 1957-58, the less privileged school
contexts included Bergland, Ewen, Trout Creek, Mass and Rock-
land while Ontonagon, represented a more privileged context.
In 1968 and 1974, due to consolidations of school districts,
only 4 high schools remain in the county. Therefore, Berg-
land and Ewen-Trout Creek are grouped to represent the less
privileged; White Pine and Ontonagon are grouped to represent

the more privileged.

Job Awaiting After Graduation

In order to find out about immediate job plans after
high school graduation, the question was asked: '"Do you have
a job awaiting for you when you graduate?'" The responses are

coded as '"yes", '"no", and '"don't know'".
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Format of Analysis

The results are presented in tabular form, followed
by a brief description of each table. Some graphs are also
used. This study has five hypotheses and each has been
analyzed using various statistical techniques. The last
chapter is followed by Appendices which contain the question-
naire used (only those items are included which are used in

this study), as well as relevant tables.
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CHAPTER III

THE RESEARCH SITE AND

BACKGROUND OF THE RESPONDENTS

The Research Site

The research site, from which our high school senior
population comes, was Ontonagon County, Michigan, a rural
area located in the western part of the Upper Peninsula.

The village of Ontonagon was the largest center in the county
with a population of 2,358 in 1960 and 2,432 in 1970. Seven
smaller villages were scattered about the county, which,
areawise, was the third largest in Michigan. Many of the
county's 10,548 population lived in the open country. There
was no urban population in the county and it was relatively
isolated in relation to other urban centers. Ironwood and
Houghton-Hancock, small regional centers, were between 60

and 70 miles to the south and north, respectively.

The population of Ontonagon County showed a slight
decline between 1960 and 1970, a percentage decline of
-0.3%. Since births greatly exceeded deaths in this period,
it could be inferred that there was considerable loss through
out-migration. The estimated out-migration from the county
amounted to 715 persons in the 1960-1970 decade. As shown

in Table 3, there were marked differences in population

42
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Table 3. Population, Including Minor Civil Divisions
of Ontonagon County, 1960 and 1970
Location 1970 1960
Population Population Percent change

Bergland Twp 784 762 2.9
Bohemia Twp 99 133 -25.6
Carp Lake Twp 1544 1284 20.2
White Pine (U) 1218 - -
Greenland Twp 1210 1370 -11.7
Haight Twp 225 242 -7.0
Interior Twp 601 818 -26.5
McMillan Twp 821 823 -0.2
Matchwood Twp 167 156 7.1
Ontonagon Twp 3751 3506 7.0
Ontonagon Vill. 2432 2358 3.1
Rockland Twp 368 460 -20.0
Stannard Twp 978 1030 -5.0
Ontonagon County 10548 10584 -0.3

Source: U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the
Census, United States Census of Population: 1970,
Number of Inhabitants, Michigan, PC(1)-AZ4; pp.

21-34.
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growth (or decline) within the townships of the county.
Seven townships reported losses during the decade, Interior
and Bohemia townships by more than 25%. Four townships, as
well as Ontonagon village, gained population, with Carp Lake
township reporting a gain of slightly more than 205%.

Agriculture, once important in the area, accounted
for a small fraction of the work force. Of 284 farms in
1964, 199 were still existing by 1969. Lumbering, an impor-
tant activity around the turn of the century, subsequently
declined and was, at the time of the study, experiencing a
revival due to surging prices of pulpwood. By far, the most
important economic activity in the county was copper mining,
centered near a modern, planned "new town', White Pine.

This copper mine, which employed 1000 people in 1956, pro-
vided jobs for over 3,200 people in 1974. Similarly, a paper
mill which employed about 100 people in 1957, provided em-
ployment for about 250 people in 1974.

Although the county was economically backward when
compared with other counties of Michigan, this did not mean
that there had been no development in the county. Table 4
was presented to show selected indicators of development for
1950, 1960 and 1970. As Table 4 shows, the median income of
families and unrelated individuals in 1950 was $1,718 but
had risen to $7,490 in 1970, a four-fold increase in the
median income of the county. However, income was still low,

when compared with the median income of Michigan which was
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Table 4. Selected Economic Development Indicators for
Ontonagon County, 1950, 1960 and 1970

Development Indicator 1950 1960 1970

Median income (family and
unrelated individuals) $1718.00 $4160.00 $7490.00

Per capita bank deposits $ 343.23 § 620.20 $1716.10
Per capita retail sales $ 706.00 $ 912.20 $1094.50
Percent employed in

finance, insurance and

real estate 1.02% 1.53% 1.79%
Percent of population,

25 years old and over

with High School educa-

tion or more 21.7% 31.4% 49.7%

Number of manufacturing

units 27 30 32
Infant mortality rate

(per 100 live births) 3.74% 2.86% 1.57%
Gini Inequality Index 0.541 0.325 0.305

Gini Index of status
inequality 0.319 0.267 0.275

Source: The information on the first 5 items come from
the U.S. Census Reports for 1950, 1960 and 1970.
Item 6 has come from current Business Affairs
for Michigan and items 7 and 8 have been com-
puted based on the information obtained from the
U.S. Census Report.
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$12,296 in 1970. Similarly, there were large increases in
per capita bank deposits and retail sales. In terms of the
welfare of the people of the county, infant mortality had
declined over the 1950 to 1970 period, from 37.4 for every
1000 live births in 1950 to 15.7 per 1000 live births in
1970.

With regard to social justice and distribution of in-
come among various income groups, the Gini Index (an index
to measure the level of inequality) showed a considerable
decline in income inequality by 1970.

The condition of the county was further apparent from
the fact that the county had no community college or univer-
sity. No radio or television station was located within its
boundaries. The county did not have air service nor bus
service. There was a railway station in Ontonagon but passen-

ger rail service had been discontinued. The Ontonagon Herald

was the only weekly newspaper published in the county.

Background of Sample

Income

In 1957-58, most of the respondents came from a very
low income group. As evidenced from Table 5, in 1957-58,
about 64.7 percent of the respondents came from families
whose income was less than $5000 per annum. There were only
2.8 percent of respondents in 1957-58 whose parental income
was $9000 or above. But the situation changed by 1968 and

1974. 1In 1968, only 30.3 percent respondents came from the
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Reported Annual Income of Parents of Respondents,
1957-58, 1968 and 1974

Income Range 1957-58 1968 1974
(U.S. Dollars) No. Percent No. Percent No. Percent
Below $3000 47 22.7 17 9.7 7 5.4
3000 to 4999 87 42.2 36 20.6 4 3.1
5000 to 6999 53 26.6 55 31.4 10 7.7
7000 to 8999 14 5.7 30 17.1 13 10.0
9000 and above 6 2.8 37 21.2 96 73.8
Total

Reporting 207 100-0 175 100.0 130 100.0
No response or

don't know 47 (18.5) 18 (9.3) 71 (35.2)
Total Sample 254 100.0 193 100.0 201 100.0

Note: Figures in parenthesis indicate percentage based

on total sample.
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group whose income was less than $5000. It further changed
in 1974, when only 8.5 percent of respondents came from the
same income group.

Similarly, the proportion of respondents from compara-
tively well-to-do families increased from 2.8 percent in
1957-58 to 21.2 percent in 1968 and 73.8 percent in 1974.
Therefore, our sample in 1974 was much better off financially
than the sample of 1957-58. The annual income of 1968 res-
pondents was higher than the sample of 1957-58, but was not
as high as recorded for the 1974 sample.

The steep rise in the median income was partly due to
inflation. During the last 20 years, there had been a con-
siderable increase in the consumer's price index. However,
despite such inflation, the level of living indicated that
seniors in 1974 were economically better off than those in

1957-58 and 1968.

Occupation

The occupational distribution of fathers of respon-
dents in the three points in time is shown in Table 6. The
two large occupational categories, '"Craftsmen, foremen and
kindred workers'" and "Operatives and kindred workers'", ac-
counted for nearly half of the fathers in 1957-58 and
slightly over 60% in 1974. Nearly one-fourth (24.9%) of the
fathers in 1957-58 were laborers, except farmvand mine, but
only 4.0% of the fathers were so employed in 1974. Further-
more, fathers employed as professionals and managers in-

creased substantially during the period.

T m.c.v?
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Level of Living

The possession of selected level of living items
reported by respondents in 1957-58, 1968, and 1974 has been
shown in Table 7. A high rate of ownership of nearly all the
items listed in the table was reported in each of the three
years for which there was information. In general, percent-
ages reporting a given item increased over time. Ownership
of a deep freeze, for example, increased from 40.9% in 1957-
58 to 52.3% in 1968, and to 65.7% in 1974.

More than 90% of the respondents in the 1968 sample
had electricity, running water, and indoor toilets, an auto-
mobile, a TV, telephone, and radio. The incidence of most of
these items was greater than in 1957-58. Since the ownership
rate was so high by 1968, some of the questions were not

asked of the 1974 respondents.

Religious Preference

In 1957-58, 72.2 percent reported their religious
preference as Protestant, while only 27.8 percent reported
Catholicism. Among the Protestants, Lutherans were the
single largest group. This pattern for religious composi-
tion of the sample was similar in 1968 and 1974. The per-
centage of Catholics, however, increased over time while the

percentage of Lutherans declined. See Table 8.

Ethnic Origin

The history of Ontonagon County indicated that a

large number of migrants had come from Finland and settled
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Table 7. Level of Living Items Reported By Respondents,
1957-58, 1968 and 1974
Items 1957-58 1968 1974
No. No. % No. ]

Own house 196 77.2 142 73.6 187 93.0
Electricity in

home 248 97.6 187 97.9 * -
Running water 222 87.4 188 97.4 * -
Indoor toilet 193 76.0 183 94.8 * -
Deep freeze 104 40.9 101 52.3 132 65.7
Power wash mach. 243 95.7 180 93.3 181 90.0
Television 178 70.0 186 96.4 * -
Car 230 90.6 185 95.9 195 97.0
Telephone 176 69.3 180 93.3 191 95.0
Newspaper 220 86.6 166 86.0 179 89.0
Radio 253 99.6 191 99.0 * -
Total sample 254 100.0 193 100.0 201 100.0

*These items were deleted from 1974 questionnaire because
of the high frequency reported in 1968.



Table 8. Religious Preference of Respondents,
1957-58, 1968 and 1974
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Religious 1957-58 1968 1974
Preference No. 2 No. z No. %
Catholic 70 27.8 64 33.2 78 38.8
Lutheran 118 46.8 88 45.6 76 37.8
Other Protestants 56 22.2 40 20.8 41 20.4
Other 8 3.2 1 0.4 6 3.0
Total reporting 252 100.0 193 100.0 201 100.0
No answer 2 0.8 - - - -
Total sample 254 - 193 - 201 -
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Table 9. Ethnic Origin of Respondents, 1957-58,
1968 and 1974

Ethnic 1957-58 1968 1974
Background 0. No. No. %
Non-Finnish 115 47 .9 87 46.3 30 18.3
Some Finnish

(one parent) 44 18.3 47 25.0 78 47.6
Some Finnish

(both parents) 81 33.8 54 28.7 56 34.1
Total reporting 240 100.0 188 100.0 164 100.0
Don't know or

Nno answer 14 5.5 5 2.6 37 18.4
Total sample 254 - 193 - 201
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in the county. Although they had been in this area for the
last 2 or 3 generations, they had maintained their ethnic
identity and culture. As indicated in Table 9, 50% or more
of the three populations of seniors had Finnish background.
The proportion with Finnish background was smallest in

1957-58 and highest in 1974.

Home Environment of the Sample

Since home environment has a significant influence on
the personality of individuals, and for other reasons, a

brief description of home environment is presented.

Parental Status

By parental status we meant the relationship of the
respondent to the head of the household in which he or she
lived. As evident from Table 10, about 80 percent of the
sample for each of the years lived with both parents. The
remainder resided with only one parent, with step-parents,
and with other relatives. The proportions living in broken
homes or other relatives were similar during each of the

three periods of time.

Parental Education

The educational status of the parents of the 1957-58
and 1964 samples indicated that an overwhelmingly large number
of the students had come from families with high school edu-
cation or less. However, by 1974, this trend had changed.

As evident from Table 11, 72.8 percent of the fathers and
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Table 10. Parental Status of Respondents, 1957-58,

1968 and 1974

Parental 1957-58 1968 1974
status o. 6 No. % No. %
Lived with both

own parents 205 80.7 156 80.8 161 81.7
With step-parent 13 5.1 9 4.7 7 3.6
With one parent 23 9.1 19 9.8 19 9.6
With other

relative 13 5.1 9 4.7 10 5.1
Total reporting 254 100.0 193 100.0 197 100.0
No answer - - - - 4 2.0
Total sample 254 - 193 - 201 -
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62.8 percent of the mothers in 1957-58 had less than a high
school education. The number of high school educated fathers
and mothers had reached 24.7 percent for fathers and 49.2
percent for mothers by 1968. The situation in 1974 had fur-
ther improved; the percentage of high school educated fa-
thers and mothers increasing to 42.5 and 59.7 percent, res-
pectively. There was also a growing percentage of fathers
and mothers attending college. In the early 1957-58 sample,
only 12.5 percent of the fathers and 12.0 percent of the
mothers had a college education. In 1968 and 1974, the number
of college educated fathers and mothers increased slightly.
Therefore, the major difference between the earlier éamples
and the 1974 sample was the changing percentage of fathers
and mothers with high school education and the overall trend

for both parents to be better educated.

Intention to Get Further Training

As Table 12 shows, a large percentage of our sample
indicated an intention to go for further training after high
school graduation. The percentage of those desirous of going
to college was highest in 1968. However, even in 1974, 81.9%
of the boys and approximately 77.8% of the girls planned to
go for further training. It appears, from the table, that
boys and girls did not differ markedly in their plan to go
for training, except in 1957-58. In 1957-58, however, a much

larger proportion of boys than girls planned to go to college.
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Like and Dislike For the Community

One of the factors considered to influence the level
of discontent was the liking or disliking for the community
of residence. Those who disliked the community were prone
to be more discontented. As shown in Table 13, only 21.8
percent of the males and 30 percent of the females in 1957-58
said they disliked their community. 1In 1968, almost half of
the females indicated their dislike for the community, while
less than one fourth of the males liked their community.
However, in 1974, almost equal percentages of males and fe-
males expressed dislike, 25% and 27.7%, respectively. .Almost
identical percentage of males over the period of time repor-

ted that they liked the community.

Value Orientation

What was the value orientation of our respondents
toward work? Were they money-minded? Were they security-
minded? Did they have intellectual curiosity? The seniors
in Ontonagon County were asked to indicate the most desired
quality in one's lifetime work. The results for boys and
girls have been presented in Table 14. As Table 14 indi-
cates, chances for advancement, money, and security of job
were the most valued qualities mentioned. Security of job
was the most desired quality in one's lifetime work for both
males and females in 1957-58. Chance for advancement, how-
ever, was mentioned most often by both sexes in 1968, and

money was most often selected as the most important quality
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by both males and females in 1974. The intellectual chal-
lenge was never mentioned by more than 7% as the most impor-
tant quality in a job. In all years, a higher proportion of

males than females mentioned money as most important.

Summary

In this chapter, an effort was made to give a back-
ground of the locale, Ontonagon County, and selected charac-
teristics of the study group. The county was rural with a
history of out-migration. It had been economically deprived
as compared with other counties of lower Michigan. However,
due to the White Pine Copper Mining and a paper mill, the
employment situation was relatively favorable. Tourism was
the next most important source of income for the people of
the county. Although Ontonagon was a rural county, the number
of farms had been declining each year.

Most of our respondents were Protestants. Among the
Protestants, Lutherans were the single largest group. Catho-
lics were next to Lutherans in number. All our respondents
were White. At least 50% of them had a Finnish ethnic back-
ground, the majority's grandparents migrating from Finland 2
to 3 generations ago. The Finnish population appeared to be
well integrated into the social life of the area.

A large percentage of the respondents came from
lower socio-economic strata in 1957-58 but the number from
middle and upper strata had increased with time. The parents

of respondents, except in 1957-58, generally had a high
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school education but very few had a college education. Rela-
tively few of the mothers worked outside the home. Both
boys and girls were equally eager to go on for further edu-

cation and a majority wanted to go to college.



CHAPTER IV

FINDINGS

This chapter presents the results on discontent among
high school seniors in Ontonagon County. The order of pre-
sentation follows the sequence of objectives as specified in
Chapter I. The first two objectives seek to portray the
level and trends in discontent, while the third objective is
devoted to a test of the hypotheses.

As mentioned previously, two measures of discontent
have been developed, one based upon discontent with features
of the community and the other based upon dissatisfactions
with parental relations. Hereafter, the two measures will
be referred to as '"community discontent'" and 'parental

discontent".

Community Discontent Level

The level of community discontent on the part of
high school seniors is presented in three tables. Table 15
shows the mean scores for 17 items relating to various dimen-
sions of the community, Table 16 depicts summated measures
of central tendency for 10 community items, and Table 17 pre-
sents the distribution of respondents having high, medium,

and low levels of community discontent.

64






65

The items in Table 15 may be grouped into three cate-
gories, namely those relating to community facilities and
location (11,12,16 and 17), those relating to the community
as a functioning entity (1,3,5,6,7,10,13 and 15), and those
relating to characteristics of community residents (2,4,8,

9 and 14).

The highest level of discontent among high school
seniors related to cultural facilities; that is, the absence
of cultural and educational facilities (item 16). The next
highest level of discontent related to the characteristics
of the community residents. Students expressed a high level
of discontent in responding to item .4, '"People as a whole
mind their own business'. At the other extreme, the lowest
level of discontent was exhibited in regard to community faci-
lities, that is, conveniences such as telephones, sewage dis-
posal, and good roads (item 12). Only slightly greater dis-
content was exhibited in response to '"The community is not
located in a very desirable place." (item 11). In general,
respondents expressed relatively low levels of discontent
with the community as a functioning entity. Among the items
in this category, greatest discontent was reflected in items
5 and 13, "Everyone helps to decide how things should be run"
and "A person has to leave town in order to have a good time."

The average scores on ten items selected from the 17
original items, as foﬁnd in Table 16, show a low level of

community discontent. While the level of community discontent
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Table 16. Measures of Central Tendency and Dispersion

68

for Community Discontent Among Iligh School
“Seniors, 1957-58, 1968 and 1974

Description 1957-58 1968 1974

Mean* 20.70 20.33 21.44
Median 20.47 20.33 21.95
Mode 20.00 19.00 22.00
Maximum 30.00 29.00 30.00
Minimum 11.00 8.00 11.00
S.D. 4.11 4.00 4.67
C.V. 19.70 19.69 21.80

*Mean scores are interpreted as, the lower the score,

higher the discontent.

the
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Table 17. Percentage and Frequency Distribution of
High, Medium, and Low Community Discontent,
High School Seniors of Ontonagon County,
1957-58, 1968 and 1974

Level of 1957-58 1968 1974

discontent No. % No. % No. %

High (10-17) 52 21.0 43 22.3 34 16.

Medium (18-

Low (23-30)

22) 117 46.0 92 47.7 76 37.

84 33.0 58 30.0 89 44.

9

8
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is highest in 1968, it does not vary markedly in the other
two.

As shown in Table 18, the mean score of virtually
all items was above 3, suggesting a very low level of dis-
content with parental relations. Very little discontent was
elicited by high school seniors in response to the item, "It
is hard for me to feel pleasant at home'" (item 1). The most
discontent was expressed in response to item 7, "Too often,
my parents compare me unfavorably with other children."
However, minimal discontent was expressed for any item in
Table 18.

The summated scores, ranging from a minimum of 9 to
a maximum of 45, are shown in Table 19. The means of above
30 suggest a low level of discontent, but the coefficients
of variation suggest substantial variation among individual
respondents (Appendix C, Figure 1(a)).

Hence, our respondents were classified into low, me-
dium, and high groups, as shown in Table 20. Only 24 percent
of the youth fell in the high discontent group in 1957-58.
The percentage in this high group, however, was even larger
in 1968 and 1974. Similarly, 31.1 percent of the youth fell
into the low discontent group in 1957-58, but percentages in
1968 and 1974 were only 22.8 and 13.4 percent, respectively.
These findings illustrated a low level of parental discon-
tent as expressed by the youth in our sample. (Appendix C,

Figure 1(b)).
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Table 19. Measures of Central Tendency and Dispersion
for Parental Discontent Among High School
Seniors, 1957-58, 1968 and 1974

Description 1957-58 1968 1974

Mean#* 32.63 30.81 30.34
Median 33.33 32.46 31.23
Mode 34.00 34.00 34.00
Maximum 43.00 41.00 42.00
Minimum 14.00 13.00 17.00
S.D. 5.33 6.45 5.32
C.V. 16.30 20.93 17.52

*Mean scores are interpreted as, the lower the score,
the higher the discontent.
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Table 20. Percentage and Frequency Distribution of High,
Medium, and Low Parental Discontent Among
High School Seniors, 1957-58, 1968 and 1974

Level of 1957-58 1968 1974
discontent No. % No. % No. %
ligh (9-29) 61 24.0 67 34.7 80 39.8

Medium (30-35) 114 44.9 81 42.5 94 46.8

Low (36-45) 79 31.1 44 22.8 27 13.8
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Community Discontent Trends

In the analysis of trends, we first deal with the
17 individual community items (Table 15). The mean scores
for each item over time indicates the following patterns of

discontent:

1. A continuous rise Items 1,2,8,15.

2. A continuous decline Items 7,12,17.

3. A rise, followed by decline Items 3,4,5,9,10,11,16.
4, Others:

No change, followed by rise (item 6);
No change, followed by decline (item 13);

A decline, followed by rise (item 14).

A Continuous Rise in Discontent

Four items show a continuous increase in the level
of discontent over time. These items are as follows:
1. Anything of progressive nature is generally approved.
2. With a few exceptions, leaders are capable and ambitious.
8. Quite a number of residents amount to something.
15. A few, if any, of the neighboring towns can surpass it.
It is evident from the content of these items that
youth are increasingly unhappy with aspects of the community
as a functioning entity and community residents. In some
cases, however, the magnitude of the increase is not large.

(Figure 2 (1-17)).
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A Continuous Decline in Discontent

The following three items show a continuous decline
over time:
7. No one cares how the community looks.
12, People have to do without a good many conveniences like
telephone services, sewage disposal, waterworks and
good roads.

17. People have to do without adequate shopping facilities.

Objective measures indicate that during the last 20
years considerable development has taken place in the Ontona-
gon area, and the responses of young people appear to confirm
it.

Thus, the level of discontent with items concerning
physical facilities in the community and with community

pride declined during the three time periods.

A Rise, Followed by Decline

Seven items show a level of discontent that was

higher in 1968 than in 1957-58, with a decline in 1974
(Table 15). The list of the items which follow this pattern
are:

3. It is difficult for people to get together on anything.
4. People as a whole mind their own business.

5. Everyone helps to decide how things should be run.

9. Persons with real ability are usually given recognition.

10. Not much can be said for a place like this.
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11. The community is not located in a desirable place.
16. Cultural and educational facilities like colleges,
libraries, theaters and museums, are adequate.

The pattern of rise, followed by a decline, repre-
sents items related to community facilities and location,
the community as a functioning unit, and community residents.
In some instances, the level of discontent reflected is re-
latively high and in others relatively low. Thus, this pat-
tern is found for a diversity of items representing numerous

community dimensions.

Others

Only one item exhibited a pattern of no change, fol-
lowed by a rise. Item 6, "The future of the community looks
bright,'" changed very little between 1968 and 1974. Item 3,
"A person has to leave town in order to have a good time",
was the only item which showed the same level of discontent
in 1957-58 and 1968, but a decline in 1974. Finally, a de-
cline, followed by a rise, was the pattern displayed by item
14, "There are not many families you would care to marry
into." This pattern, it should be pointed out, was based

upon extremely small differences in means.

Changed Pattern After t-Test

The discussion of changes over time up to this point
has been based on the observation of mean scores. Since the

difference in the means are often very small, we do not wish
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to rely solely on them. Therefore, the t-value for each
year is computed and, then, the pattern of change is consi-
dered. The t-value is presented in Appendix B, Table B-1.
This table shows that some of the items in a category have
been shifted to another category based upon the level of
significance tests.

The following patterns of discontent emerge when the
t-values are taken into account:

Major Patterns:

1. No change (stable) Items 1,6,9,10,11,14,15
2. A rise, followed by no change Items 2,4,8,16
3. No change, followed by decline Items 3,13,17

Minor Patterns:

4. Continuous decline Item 12
5. A rise, followed by decline Item 5
6. A decline, followed by no change Item 7

Thus, we are able to specify three major patterns
and three minor patterns. On the basis of an examination of
significance of difference, we identify two major patterns
not identified before. They are the '"no change' pattern and
the "rise, followed by no change'" pattern.

In summary, 7 items indicate no change from 1957-58
to 1974, and 10 items show no change from 1957-58 to 1968.
Five items show a decline in level of discontent from 1968
to 1974. In essence, 10 items exhibit a curvilinear pattern

of varying degrees and types.
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Trends of Discontent
Based on Scale Scores

As evident from Table 20, there is no significant
difference in the level of discontent of youth from 1957-58
to 1974. Although the mean score, as presented in Table 16,
indicates higher discontent in 1968 as compared to 1957-58
and 1974, the t-value, given in Appendix B, Table B-2, sug-
gests that such differences are insignificant.

Trend of Parental Discontent
Level and Trends

Parental discontent is the second dependent variable
and is examined here in the same manner as community discon-
tent. In Table 19, we present the mean parental discontent
score of each item. Nearly all the items have a mean score
above 3.6, which shows a rather low level of discontent. In
1974, however, the lowest mean score of one item is 2.34, a
relatively high level of discontent. As evident from this
table, 8 out of 9 items show a regular increase in the level
of parental discontent. The discontent level is lowest in
1957-58 and highest in 1974 (Figure 3 (a-i)).

After a close observation of mean discontent scores
for each item, the following patterns of discontent emerge:

(1) A continuous increase

(2) A rise followed by little or no change

Thus, only two patterns have cmerged and each will

be discussed, in some detail.
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A Continuous Increase in Discontent

The following eight items show a continuous increase

in the level of parental discontent:

1. It is hard for me to feel pleasant at home.

2. My parents try to understand my problems and worries.

3. As far as my ideas are concerned, my parents and I live
in two different worlds.

4. There is real love and affection for me at home.

5. My parents criticize me too much.

7. Too often, my parents compare me unfavorably with other
children.

8. As I have known it, my family life is happy.

9. My parents expect too much of me.

Item 1, with a mean score of 4.12 in 1957-58, indi-
cated that almost every respondent disagreed strongly with
that statement. In other words, practically all the youth
in 1957-58 felt that it was not hard to feel pleasant at
home. But the number of those who found it difficult to
feel pleasant at home increased in 1968 and, again, in 1974.
In the remainder of the items the level, as well as the

pattern, were relatively similar over the period of time.

A Rise Followed by Decline

Only one item shows an increase in the level of dis-
content in 1968 and a slight decrease in 1974. This is item
6 which reads as follows: "My friends have happier homes

than 1 do." While the increase in discontent between 1957-58
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and 1968 is substantial, the increase between 1968 and 1974
is very marginal.

The question arises: Are the differences in level
of parental discontent between the years significant? The
t-values have been computed and are presented in Appendix B,
Table B-3. As evident from the table, with the exception
of items 1,5 and 8, none of the items are significantly dif-
ferent between 1957-58 and 1968. None of the items, except
item 8, show a significant difference between 1968 and 1974.
However, all items, except for item 2, show a significant
difference between 1957-58 and 1974. 1Item 2 does not show a
significant difference for any period of time. Item 2 states,
"My parents try to understand my problems and worries.'" It
is interesting to note that youth of 1957-58 felt as much
satisfaction with parental understanding as the youth of
1968 and 1974. On the rest of the items, the youth of 1974
feel more conflict with their parents than the youth of
1957-58 or 1968. Item 4, '"There is real love and affection
for me at home", reflects a significant difference between
1968 and 1974 and 1957-58 and 1974. In a ten-year span of
time, between 1957-58 and 1968, there are three items which
differ significantly; yet, in 1974, when the span was only
six years, only one item differs significantly from 1968.
The span between 1957-58 and 1974 represents 17 years, and

8 out of 9 items do differ significantly during this time.
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Since 8 out of 9 items show an increase in the level
of discontent, we consider it a strong indication of rising

parental discontent among high school seniors.

Difference in Parental Discontent
Based on Scale Scores

The mean, standard deviation and coefficient of varia-
tion are presented in Table 19. From this table, it is ap-
parent that the level of parental discontent is lowest in
1957-58 and highest in 1974. The difference between 1968 and
1974, however, seems to be very small. Therefore, it is ne-
cessary to find out if the difference between the years are
significant. The t-values have been computed and the results
are presented in Appendix B, Table B-2. Table B-2 clearly
shows that there is no significant difference between 1957-58
and 1968 or between 1968 and 1974. The difference between
1957-58 and 1974 is highly significant, however. The infer-
ence would seem to be that discontent from parental relations
is rising at such a slow rate that differences are visible

only after a longer period of time.

Test of Hypotheses

In what way does the socio-economic level affect the
level of discontent and, does this relationship hold true
over time? In order to answer these questions, we will state

each hypothesis and analyze its validity.
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Hypothesis 1 "Youth from the middle socio-economic stra-

tum exhibit a higher level of discontent
than the youth from the upper or lower
stratum."

It is necessary to explain initially that we cate-
gorize our respondents based on a frequency distribution of
SES scores. All those scoring from 0 to 14 are categorized
as lower strata while those scoring from 15 to 43, and from
44 to 96, are classified as middle and upper strata, respec-
tively (Table 21). In terms of occupational categories, the
lower SES group consists of operatives and kindred workers.
For example, workers in carpets, rugs and other floor mate-
rial manufacturing are given a score of 14, while those in
printing, publishing, and allied industries have an SES score
of 31. Similarly, peddlers among sales workers have an SES
rank of 8, while grading, excavating and road machine opera-
tors have a rank of 24. Those who work in sawmills, planing
mills and millwork have a score of 44. Hence, when our data
is interpreted, it should not be linked with the overall
occupational or class structure of American society.

Our first step in exploring the relationship between
socio-economic status group and discontent is to compute
zero-order correlations. The results are presented in Table
22. It is apparent from this table that SES has no signifi-
cant influence on community discontent or parental discontent

for any of the years. A low correlation between SES and
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level of discontent, however, could be due to a curvili-
near relationship. Our next step, then, is to find out if
the mean discontent score for the middle stratum is highest.
The mean discontent score for each SES stratum have
been computed and the results are presented in Table 23.
From this table, it is evident that the lower stratum exhi-
bits more discontent than the middle or upper stratum.
This pattern is opposite that proposed in our hypothesis.
However, it 1is not clear if the differences between the SES
groups are significant. In order to test the significance
of differences between the socio-economic strata, two statis-
tical techniques have been used. First, we computed the
chi-square values and the results are presented in Table 24.
The chi-square values clearly indicate that the SES groups
do not differ significantly in level of discontent. Second,
a t-value has been computed. As shown in Appendix B, Table
B-4, the t-value between the low and middle SES groups in
1957-58 is significant, but the difference between the middle
and high is not significant. No significant difference among
SES groups is found in 1968 and 1974. Therefore, the expec-
tation of curvilinearity in the relationship is ruled out.
The second part of the question concerns the pattern
over time. In 1957, the lower SES group is most disconten-
ted;in 1968, the middle stratum; and, in 1974, the upper
Stratum. Thus, we find no persistent pattern over time.
Furthermore, the differences in the means for the three stra-

ta are not significant for any of the years.
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Before making any decision on whether to accept or
reject the hypothesis, we must examine the relationship be-
tween SES and parental discontent. In regard to parental
discontent, as shown in Table 23, we again fail to find a
consistent pattern of high discontent associated with the
middle stratum. Furthermore, tests of significance, shown
in Appendix B, Table B-4, indicate that for parental discon-
tent none of the differences for any year are significant.
Therefore, the hypothesis must be rejected.

Why is there no significant difference in the mean
discontent scores of the three SES strata? In the first
place, our sample is relatively homogeneous. Although we
have created three strata, it may be that in reality little
differentiation exists in the population under study. This
seems plausible since the frequency distribution shows very
few cases having an SES score of 60 or more. If we take an
SES rank of 48 as a cutting point between high and low, only
about 10% of the respondents come from the upper class.

This proportion would be somewhat higher in 1968 and 1974,
but an overwhelming majority remain in the two lower strata.
Therefore, it is possible that social class, strictly de-
fined, might affect the level of discontent but the strata
we use are not so defined. In the second place, the SES
scale itself may be faulty in that it was developed 16 years
ago and may no longer be valid. Furthermore, it represents

a mixture of income, education, and occupational prestige.
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As a result, there are a number of anomalies in occupations
and their SES rank. For instance, laborers in different
types of mills are assigned different SES ranks. Since most
of the people in Ontonagon County are working in mines or

the paper mill, it is difficult to conceive how they would
differ markedly in SES rank. Finally, we attempt to measure
discontent from questions which were designed for a different
purpose. It may be that the scale does not measure discon-
tent in the sense of relative deprivation. The questions are
not phased to elicit legitimate expectations in relation to

the current situation.

Hypothesis 2

(a) "The level of discontent, over the time period,
assumes an S-curve. That is, the discontent
level is lowest in 1957-58, highest in 1968
and intermediate in 1974."
As evident from Table 16, the lowest level of community
discontent is exhibited in 1968, with that in 1957-58 being
intermediate. Furthermore, as indicated in Table B-1,
there are no significant differences in mean community dis-
content scores between the years.

Similarly, parental discontent scores do not support
the hypothesis. In the case of parental discontent, the
lowest level is found in 1974, followed by 1968 and 1957-58,
a pattern contrary to the hypothesis. No significant dif-

ference in the level of discontent is found between 1957-58
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and 1968. There is, however, a significant difference be-
tween 1957-58 and 1974. But this indicates a monotonic
rather than the hypothesized pattern of change. Since nei-
ther community discontent nor the parental discontent exhi-
bit the hypothesized pattern over time, we reject the hypo-
thesis (Appendix C, Figure 3(a-j)).
We now turn to the second part of the hypothesis:
(b) '"The S-curve pattern of level of discontent over
time holds true for each sub-group, namely:
socio-economic strata, sex, religion, school

context, job certainty and ethnic origin."

Socio-Economic Strata and S-Curve Pattern

As we have seen in the case of community discontent
(Table 23), the low stratum mean is relatively stable for
the three points in time. After the test of significance of
differences between the mean scores for three points in time,
we find no significant difference in the lower or the higher
strata (Table B-5). However, the middle stratum is most
discontented in 1968, followed by 1974 and by 1957-58. The
t-values also support the above point, in that there is a
significant difference between 1957-58 and 1968, and between
1968 and 1974, but no significant difference between 1957-58
and 1974. Hence, insofar as the peak period is concerned,
the S-curve is suggested but the level at the beginning and
end is similar. Because of equality in the mean scores of

1957-58 and 1974, we cannot support this hypothesis in full.
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The hypothesis does not have support in the lower and higher
strata, with only partial support in the middle stratum.

In case of parental discontent, the situation is
slightly different. There is a significant difference in
the mean scores of the lower SES groups only between 1957-58
and 1968. Therefore, the pattern of change is not the hypo-
thesized S-curve but rather curvilinear, with an initial
rise followed by a levelling off.

The middle stratum fails to show a significant differ-
ence between 1957-58 and 1974, and exactly the same pattern is
observed in the high SES group. Hence, the pattern of change
in discontent does not follow the S-curve. However, it is ap-
parent that changes in the level of discontent in the middle
and upper strata follow the same pattern. Yet, the pattern
is different for the lower stratum. In the case of community
discontent the increase is very small while in the case of
parental discontent, there is no difference in the level of
discontent between 1957-58 and 1968 and between 1968 and 1974.
Nevertheless, when the 1974 level is compared with 1957-58,
the difference is significant. This suggests that there is
a gradual increase which is not of sufficient magnitude to

be significant.

Sex and S-Curve Pattern

In the case of community discontent, the highest le-
vel for males is found in 1957-58. However, the differences
in the level of discontent over time for males is insignifi-

cant. Therefore, the changes in the level of discontent for
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males does not follow an S-curve (Table 25).

The females, unlike the males, exhibit the highest
level of discontent in 1968. While there is a tendency for
female discontent to follow the S-curve, the hypothesis
assumes lowest discontent in 1957-58, which is not the case.
The highest level of discontent for females is found in
1968, followed by 1957-58 and 1974. 1If the difference be-
tween 1957-58 and 1974 is significant, it would support the
hypothesis. However, Table B-6 clearly shows that the
t-value for differences between 1957-58 and 1974 is not
significant.

Inregard to parental discontent, it appears that
there is no support for the hypothesis. The highest level
of discontent for males is found in 1974. Although males
significantly differ in their level of discontent between
1957-58 and 1968, they do not differ significantly between
1968 and 1974. Therefore, the pattern of change does not
take the expected S-curve form. In this type of discontent,
females have a pattern similar to that of males (Table 28).

Thus the pattern of discontent (community and paren-
tal), among males and females, does not follow the S-curve
form. In the case of parental discontent, males and females
have the same pattern. However, they differ in their pat-

terns of community discontent.
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Religion and S-Curve Pattern

As evident from Table 25, Catholics and non-Catholics
have the highest level of community discontent in 1968 and
the lowest in 1974. Thus, while both Catholics and non-
Catholics have the same pattern of change in discontent,
they do not follow the S-curve pattern, as hypothesized.
Even though the Catholics have the highest parental discon-
tent in 1968, the differences between 1957-58 and 1968 and
between 1968 and 1974 are not significant. Non-Catholics
do not differ in their level of parental discontent between
1957-58 and 1968, but they do differ between 1968 and 1974
and between 1957-58 and 1974. Therefore, while the pattern
of change is curvilinear, it does not assume the hypothe-
sized S-curve form.

School Context and S-curve
Pattern of Discontent

As evident from Table 25, the schools representing
the less privileged school context have the highest level of
community discontent in 1957-58 and the lowest in 1974,

This clearly indicates a straight line decline rather than
the S-curve pattern. Further, the difference in the level
of community discontent between 1957-58 and 1968 is insigni-
ficant.

Those in the more privileged school context exhibit
the highest discontent in 1968, followed by 1974 and 1957-58.

The difference between 1957-58 and 1974 is insignificant.
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Thus, the pattern of change follows the S-curve pattern but
not precisely as hypothesized. According to our hypothesis
the level should have been lowest in 1957-58 and slightly
higher in 1974 and, therefore, the pattern does not support
the hypothesis.

The pattern of change in parental discontent among
seniors from the less privileged schools is different than
that for community discontent. The less privileged schools
have the highest parental discontent in 1968, followed by
1974 and 1957-58. The difference in the means between 1968
and 1974, however, is not significant and the pattern does
not conform to the S-curve. The highest discontent for the
more privileged school context is in 1974, followed by 1968
and 1957-58. This is not the hypothesized S-curve pattern

and, consequently, does not support the hypothesis.

Job Awaiting and S-Curve Pattern

On close observation of Table 25, one finds no sup-
port of the S-curve hypothesis among those who have and
those who do not have an assured job after graduation. The
table indicates that those who have a job awaiting after
graduation have the highest level of community discontent
in 1957-58, followed by 1968 and 1974. Those who do not
have a job awaiting exhibit the highest discontent in 1968.
Thus, the two groups differ in their patterns and neither
group exhibits the S-curve pattern. In the case of those
with an assured job, the tendency is toward continuous de-

cline over the period of time, but for those who do not have
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an assured job, a tendency of the S-curve pattern is found.
However, owing to the insignificant difference between
1957-58 and 1968 and between 1968 and 1974, we cannot say
that community discontent follows the S-curve pattern.
Therefore, neither of these groups support the hypothesis.
What is the pattern of parental discontent? Table
25 indicates that those with a job waiting, have the highest
parental discontent in 1968, followed by 1974 and 1957-58.
Table B-6 shows that there is no significant difference be-
tween 1968 and 1974, and as a result, no S-curve pattern is
found. For those who do not have a job waiting after gra-
duation, the highest discontent is in 1974, followed by 1968
and 1957-58. However, Table B-6 indicates no significant
difference in the mean parental discontent scores for those
with no job between 1957-58 and 1968 and between 1968 and
1974. Therefore, this variable does not lend support to the

hypothesis.

Ethnic Origin and S-Curve Pattern

The level of community discontent among those with
and those without Finnish background, is highest in 1968,
as is evident from Table 25. Both groups exhibit the same
pattern: highest in 1968, followed by 1957-58 and 1974.
Yet, Table B-6 indicates that for the non-Finnish groups,
the differences in level of community discontent over the
time period is insignificant. 1In the case of those with

Finnish ethnic background, the level of discontent does not
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significantly differ between 1957-58 and 1968. Therefore,
neither group lends support to the hypothesis.

The non-Finnish group exhibits the highest parental
discontent in 1974, followed by 1968 and 1957-58. Those of
Finnish background have the highest parental discontent in
1968, followed by 1974 and 1957-58. Thus, both differ in
their patterns of discontent. Not only do they differ, but
they do not support the hypothesis, as the non-Finnish group
is characterized by a relatively unchanging level of discon-
tent. Furthermore, those with Finnish background do not
show an S-curve pattern since there is no significant dif-
ference in level of parental discontent between 1968 and
1974,

In no instance did any of the 6 variables support
the hypothesis of an S-curve pattern. Furthermore, there is
no uniform pattern of change in either measure of dicontent.

If we ignore the statistical tests, we find a number
of variables that support the hypothesis of an S-curve pat-
tern. The different patterns of discontent observed in our
data are displayed in Figure 3 (a-1). In a number of cases,
the tendency for change in discontent to take the form of
an S-curve is found in this figure. We have chosen to use
statistical tests since the differences in our data were
often very small. (See the controversy over the statistical
tests of significance (Morrison and Henkel, 1969)).

Several reasons may be suggested for the failure of

our data to support the S-curve hypothesis. First, a low
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level of intensity of discontent was registered for most
items relating to the community and the family. No radical
changes appeared to have occurred during the interval to
produce large changes in response patterns. Second, the
time intervals of 6 and 10 years may not have been suffi-
ciently long to have expected substantial changes in the

items used to elicit discontent.

Hypothesis 3

Sex, religion, school context, job certainty and

ethnic origin are related to discontent such that:

(i) Females exhibit higher level of discontent
than males.

(ii) Catholics exhibit higher level of discontent
than non-Catholics.

(1iii) Those in more privileged school context exhibit
higher level of discontent than those in less
privileged school context.

(iv) Those without a job awaiting after high school
graduation, have higher level of discontent
than those without a job awaiting.

(v) Those of Finnish ethnic origin exhibit a higher
level of discontent than those of non-Finnish
ethnic origin.

In order to test the validity of these hypotheses,

we will compare the means and then test the means for signi-

ficance of differences.
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Males and Females

As indicated in Table 25, males have a slightly
higher level of community discontent than females in 1957-58.
However, in 1968, females show a much higher level of dis-
content than males, a difference of 2.89 points. Again in
1974, females show a slightly higher level of discontent
than males but the difference is only 0.46 points. No sig-
nificant difference in the level of community discontent is
found between males and females in 1957-58 and 1974 but the
difference is statistically significant in 1968.

In the case of parental discontent, while males have
slightly higher discontent than females in 1957-58 and 1968,
females have marginally higher discontent than males in
1974. Differences are not significant at any point in time.
Therefore, males and females do not differ significantly
in parental discontent in any year. lence, there is no sup-

port for this sub-hypothesis.

Catholics and Non-Catholics

Table 26 clearly indicates that in 1957-58 non-
Catholics had a significantly higher level of community dis-
content than Catholics. While the level of community dis-
content was higher for non-Catholics than Catholics in 1968
and 1974, these differences werc too small to be statisti-

cally significant.
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As far as parental discontent is concerned, Catholics
and non-Catholics do not differ significantly in any year,
although Catholics show slightly higher discontent in 1957-58.
In 1974, non-Catholics have slightly higher discontent than
Catholics (a difference of 0.26 points). While one signifi-
cant difference is found in 1957-58, the difference is oppo-
site to what we hypothesized and we, therefore, reject this
sub-hypothesis.

Less and More Privileged Schools

The third sub-hypothesis assumes that youths from
more privileged school contexts will be more discontented
than youths from the less privileged schools. The data in
Table 26 do not support this hypothesis because in 1957-58
the mean community discontent for the less privileged schools
is higher than that for the more privileged schools. Al-
though a similar relationship existed in 1968, the situation
in 1974 is reversed. The differences in 1968 and 1974 are
minor and insignificant as evident from the t-values.

Relationships are reversed in the case of parental
discontent. Those in the more privileged school contexts
show higher levels of discontent in 1957-58, 1968 and 1974,
as compared to the less privileged schools. The differences
in 1957-58 and 1974 are significant but the difference in
1968 is insignificant. According to our hypothesis, those
in the more privileged school contexts should exhibit higher

levels of discontent. In parental discontent, the situation
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is opposite the hypothesis; in community discontent, the
hypothesis is not supported in all years. Therefore, the
hypothesis is rejected in the case of parental discontent

and partially rejected in the case of community discontent.

Job Awaiting and Not Awaiting

As hypothesized, those with no job awaiting after
high school graduation exhibit a higher level of community
discontent in 1957-58, 1968 and equal levels in 1974, as
compared to those who have an assured job. In 1957-58, the
difference is only 0.45 points while in 1968, it is 1.20
(a significant difference). In 1974, both groups have the
same level of discontent. Thus, the tendency is in the
hypothesized direction, even if it is not significant in
1957-58 and 1974.

In parental discontent, those who have an assured
job show slightly higher discontent for every year than
those without a job. Although the difference is not sig-
nificant, the tendency is clear, opposité to that
hypothesized.

Finnish and Non-Finnish Ethnic Origin

From Table 26, we find no significant difference in
either community discontent or parental discontent as be-
tween those with and without Finnish background. The Finnish
group tends to show greater community discontent in 1957-58
and 1968. 1In 1974, however, community discontent among Finns

is slightly higher than among non-Finns, but not significantly
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higher. In the case of parental discontent, non-Finns have
marginally higher discontent in 1957-58 and 1974, while Finns
are slightly higher in parental discontent in 1968. Thus, in
community as well as parental discontent, the differences be-
tween the Finnish and non-Finnish groups are insignificant.
This sub-hypothesis, then, is also rejected.

We now conclude that none of the five sub-hypotheses
are supported by the data. Therefore, all sub-hypotheses
must be rejected. Why are none of the hypotheses in this
group supported by our data? Why do both types of discon-
tent differ in pattern over time? A clear-cut answer is
difficult to suggest. It seems probable that the items re-
lating to community and parental discontent are not suffi-
ciently salient. Very low levels of discontent are elicited
by the young people studied. We do not beiieve our logic is
faulty since the contrary hypotheses as well could not be

accepted.

Hypothesis 4

This hypothesis states that community and parental
discontent are interrelated. In order to verify this hypo-
thesis, the two types of discontent have been correlated
and the strength of the relationship has been ascertained.
The zero-order correlation for 1957-58, 1968 and 1974 indi-
cates that the relationship between the two is significant.

The strength of the relationship is as follows:
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1957-58 1968 1974
Zero-0Order Correlation 0.219 0.181 0.291

Thus, in all three years studied, the strength of the rela-
tionship is significant, although it is not very high. One
more thing is evident if the gamma relationship is taken
into consideration. That is, the strength of the relation
increases over the period of time. In 1957-58, the gamma
value is 0.237, which rises to 0.311 in 1968, and then,
rises to 0.452 in 1974. Thus, it is clear that one type of
discontent does contribute to the other type and we accept

this hypothesis.



CHAPTER V

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In recent years, student movements, often accompa-
nied by violence, have been viewed as posing a threat to
the existing social order. As a result, Presidential Com-
missions have been appointed to investigate the causes and
ramifications of such phenomena. Since most of the distur-
bances have been conceived to be college, university and
urban-centered, little or no attention has been paid to
manifestations of discontent among high school youth in
rural environments. Furthermore, violence and protest ral-
lies are behavioral expressions of discontent at very high
levels of intensity. They are dramatic and often destruc-
tive. Little attention has been paid to discontent at low
levels of intensity which are neither destructive nor.dra-
matic. Yet, low levels of discontent may nurture and pro-
vide support for more radical steps taken by youth.

This study, therefore, is designed to investigate
the dynamics of discontent at a low level of intensity among
high school seniors in a rural county. The main focus of
the study is to examine the level of discontent among rural

youth, as well as the trend of discontent over time. How
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is socio-economic status related to discontent and does the
relationship hold true over time?

Our sample consisted of the high school seniors of
Ontonagon County from three points of time (1957-58, 1968
and 1974). The data were collected by Rural Sociologists
of Michigan State University through a structured question-
naire administered to the students. Primarily, the data
had been collected to investigate problems related to
career plans, migration and subsequent mobility, but only
selected portions of the information relevant to the topic
were used in this study.

No direct questions designed to measure discontent
appear on the schedule, but a series of items have permit-
ted us to develop measures of discontent. Discontent has
many dimensions, but in this study we have included only
two; those arising from features of the community and those
arising from parental relations. Both are relevant and
affect the everyday life of youth. Discontent in this study
is defined as a feeling of restlessness or tension generated
by a discrepancy between legitimate expectations and the
existing situation. Thus, it is not the gap, as such, but
rather the intensity of tension resulting from the existence
of a gap. The measures of discontent used in this study are
indirect and are drawn from two series of questions on the
schedule. In the first measure of discontent, there are 17

items related to the youth's perceptions of the community.
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The second measure of discontent contains 9 items related to
the way young people view their relationships with their
parents. The items related to community and parental rela-
tions are presented to the respondents and each respondent
evaluates the item in the light of his or her perception of
the existing situation. Six independent variables are used
in this study. They include sex, religion, school context,
job certainty, ethnic origin, and socio-economic status.

One of the basic problems in the measurement of
discontent arose from the instability of items over the
time period. This problem was resolved by using two sets
of measurement for the level of discontent. In the first
set, we treated each of the 17 items as an individual scale.
In the second set, we selected 10 out of the 17 items and
a summated score of 10 items to measure community discon-
tent. A similar procedure was adopted for parental discon-
tent, except that there were only 9 items and the second
measurement retained all 9 items for a summated score.

Based on social theory and review of the literature,
four main and six sub-hypotheses were formulated and tested
for their empirical validity. The data was first analyzed
to find the level of discontent among the high school
seniors. Both measurements showed the level of community as
well as parental discontent to be very low. In fact, the
level fell between the end of '"satisfaction" and beginning

of "dissatisfaction'". The second objective sought to
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discover the trend of both community and parental discon-
tent over time. The trend was examined through 17 items
separately, as well as a summated scale for community dis-
content, and through 9 items separately and a summated
score for parental discontent.

The 17 items of community discontent showed the
following six patterns:

1) Continuous rise

2) Continuous decline

3) A rise, followed by decline

4) No change, followed by rise

5) No change, followed by decline

6) A decline, followed by rise.
When t-tests were applied in order to ascertain the sig-
nificance of differences, the following six patterns
emerged:

1) A continuous decline

2) A rise, followed by decline

3) A rise, followed by no change

4) No change, followed by decline

5) A decline followed by no change

6) Stable or no change.
As evident from the list of new patterns, the following
patterns disappeared:

a) Continuous rise

b) A decline, followed by no change
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c) No change, followed by rise.

When we examined the pattern using the summated
score, no significant differences were found. This sug-
gested that the mean level of discontent remained rela-
tively the same over time. The 9 individual items of pa-
rental discontent showed only two patterns. These were:

1) A continuous rise in discontent

2) A rise, followed by no change.

However, one thing became apparent with the summated as well
as individual items, namely, that there was a significant
difference in the level of parental discontent between
1957-58 and 1974, but not between 1957-58 to 1968 and be-
tween 1968-74. This implied that the rate of change in
discontent was so low that no significant change occurred
during a 10-year period. However, there was strong evidence
that parental discontent was rising.

Our third objective dealt with the testing of seve-
ral hypotheses. The first hypothesis, crucial in this
study, suggested that the middle stratum youth would be more
discontented than the lower or upper strata youth. Our data
failed to confirm this hypothesis since no significant dif-
ferences were found in either type of discontent among the
various socio-economic strata. Similarly, the second hypo-
thesis was also rejected because we could not find support
for an S-pattern of rising discontent for the data as a

whole or for each of the independent variables. However,
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in a few cases, an S-shaped trend was observed, but in no
case was it significant. The third hypothesis assumed that
sex, religion, school context, job certainty and ethnic
origin of respondents would affect the level of discontent.
It assumed that females, Catholics, those in the more pri-
vileged school contexts, those having job uncertainty, and
those with Finnish background would exhibit higher levels
of discontent than their counterparts. Our data did not
support this hypothesis, for we did not find any signifi-
cant difference in the level of discontent among any of the
groups. Furthermore, we could find no recurrent pattern in
the relationship. In one year, the males and females dif-
fered significantly in their community discontent while in
another year there was no significant difference. The same
was true in regard to parental discontent. Instead of the
patterned relationship expected in the hypotheses we found
a diversity of erratic relationships from year to year.

The only hypothesis which could be accepted was the fourth,
which proposed that the two measures of discontent were in-
terrelated. Our data supported this proposition, although
the strength of relationship was not very high. This sug-
gested that if a person was discontented with any aspect of
his or her life, it would add to other types of discontent.
In other words, parental discontent could add not only to
community discontent but it may enhance political discontent

as well.
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The following conclusions are drawn from this study:
The measurement of any attribute over a period of time
has methodological as well as explanatory difficulties.
Scaling is more difficult in a longitudinal study, such
as this, than scaling in a cross-sectional study.
The low intensity of discontent exhibited in the items
used appears to change at such a low rate that a time
span of 10 years is not adequate to register significant
changes.
Socio-economic strata as developed in this study do not
appear to affect the level of discontent. The strata
used serves to group into low, middle, and high groups
a population known to be relatively homogeneous, pre-
dominantly from the low and lower middle class. Per-
haps for this reason, we do not find any significant
differences in discontent among the various SES groups.
Different types of discontent exhibit different patterns
of change over time. Community discontent and parental
discontent differ markedly in their change patterns.
Sex, religion, school context (in terms of more or less
privileged), certainty of job, and ethnic origin do not
appear to affect the level of either community or paren-
tal discontent.
The two types of discontent measured in this study are
interrelated. In this sthdy, we find that parental dis-
content has a moderate correlation with community

discontent.
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7. This study indicates that parental discontent tends to
rise, although at a very slow rate. Our data suggest
that over a longer time interval, parental discontent
will probably rise significantly.

8. Although we do not find support for the S-curve pattern
of rise and decline of discontent levels, a large num-

ber of items show a curvilinear pattern.

Evaluative Comments on the Study

As the major hypotheses failed to be confirmed, a criti-
cal appraisal of our sample and methods was felt to be
necessary. In retrospect, our failure to accept most of
the hypotheses could be traced to two factors; the special
characteristics of the sample and the nature of the data
from which measures of the dependent variables were cons-
tructed. The uniqueness of the respondents stemmed from
their being high school seniors from a remote, rural county;
an area that could be considered relatively deprived econo-
mically. Furthermore, the class structure in this area ap-
peared to be relatively homogeneous. An overwhelming majo-
rity of our respondents came from the lower middle class.
The educational and occupational levels of the respondents’
parents suggested minimal social class differentiation.

Our endeavor to split this relatively homogeneous popula-
tion into three socio-economic strata may have served only
to create artificial categories; the consequence being no

significant relationship with the level of discontent.
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The study itself was unique in that it was a longitu-
dinal study (three comparable cohorts at three points in
time) and covered a period of 17 years. To seek patterns
of discontent under these conditions posed complex problems.
In fact, if the analysis had been restricted to a cross-
sectional explanation, a number of the hypotheses would have
been accepted. Secondly, this study concerned itself with
discontent at low levels of intensity, expressed by the
respondents with respect to items that did not reflect be-
havioral manifestations. The measurement of community and
parental indicators was, therefore, especially problematic
due to the lack of any apparent criteria to validate the
scales.

Furthermore, there may be inadequacy in measurement
instruments employed, particularly for community discontent
and socio-economic status. For example, great difficulty
was experienced in developing a scale to measure community
discontent. There were too few items, covering only a res-
tricted number of community dimensions. In addition, all
of the items were loaded on one factor in 1957-58 and 1974,
but two factors appeared in 1968. This problem led to the
development of two sets of scales, a summated score and in-
dividual items as a variable. The summated score, based on
10 items, appeared to be less accurate than desired. More-
over, the SES index employed may not be valid for our res-

pondents. The Duncan SES index, developed about 15 years
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ago, was based on the income, education, and occupational
prestige of the entire American population. Therefore,

this index may be inappropriate when applied to Ontonagon
County, which was rural, comparatively less developed, and
relatively homogeneous occupationally. In addition, the re-
lative prestige ranking of occupations may have changed
during the last 15 years. As a consequence of these dif-
ferences, a new SES index should be developed or the income,
educational attainment, and occupational prestige of the
parents should be treated as separate variables in future
research endeavors.

Discontent at low levels of intensity, especially
parental discontent, may have ramifications on overt mani-
festations, such as the increasing use of drugs among high
school youth. Although this study did not deal specifi-
cally with this aspect of discontent, further research

should be instigated to answer questions of this nature.
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APPENDIX A

Michigan State University

Sociology Department

WHAT THIS STUDY IS ABOUT

This survey is an attempt to get a better picture
of the problems high school students in Michigan face in
selecting an area where they would like to live and work.
You and only you can provide the answers. By carefully
filling out this questionnaire you will help us to gain a
better understanding of these problems. This information
will be of great value in developing counseling programs
for high school students. For this reason we are anxious
to have you answer the questions on this form to the best
of your ability.

PLEASE FOLLOW THESE DIRECTIONS

a. Read each question and all items listed beneath the
questions carefully. Then answer the question to the
best of your knowledge.

b. Be sure to answer each question, but do not spend too
much time on any one question.

c. If you are in doubt or don't understand an item, raise
your hand and you will receive aid.

1. Your name:

(First) (Middle) (Last)
2. Your High School:

(Name and Location)

3. Your date of birth:

(Month) (Day) (Year)

4, Your class: Junior Senior




5. With whom do you live regularly?

a. My own parents

b. A parent and a step-parent

c. One parent only

d. My grandparents

e. Uncle or Aunt I
f. Others (write in who they are)

6. Your Church preference:

a. Baptist

b. Catholic i
c. Episcopal

d. Lutheran

e. Methodist

f. Presbyterian

g. Other (write in the name)

Are you a member? Yes No

YOUR COMMUNITY -- All of us have feelings about the commu-
nity in which we live; there are things in it that we
like and things that we do not like. We should like
to have your honest opinion about the following ques-
tions as they apply to your community.

As a place to live soon after graduation, how well
would you like your community?

a. Strongly dislike it d. I like it
b. I dislike it e. I am enthusiastic
about it

c. I am indifferent






Below is a list of statements that express opinions
about any given community. Read each item carefully
and check the phrase that most nearly represents your
personal belief about the community in or near whic
you live.

Stronly Strongly

Sample: Working is Agree Agree Undecided Disagree Disagree

great fun

. Anything of pro-

gressive nature
is generally
approved

. With few excep-

tions, the leaders
are capable and
ambitious

It is difficult
for people to get
together on any-
thing

The people as a
whole mind their
own business

Everyone helps to
decide how things
should be run

The future of the
community looks
bright

. No one seems to care

how the community
looks

Quite a number of
residents have
really amounted
to something




Strongly
Agree

Strongly
Agree Undecided Disagree Disagree

Persons with real
ability are usually
given recognition

Not much can be
said in favor of
a place this
size

The community is
not located in a
very desirable
place

The people have to
do without a good
many conveniences
like telephone ser-
vice, sewage dis-
posal, waterworks,
and good roads

A person has to
leave town in order
to have a good time

There are not many
families you would
care to marry into

Few if any of the
neighboring towns
are able to surpass
it

Cultural and educa-
tional facilities
like colleges, 1li-
braries, theaters,
and museums are
adequate

The people have to
do without adequate
shopping facilities




YOU AND YOUR PARENTS -- Regarding your relationships with
your parents (or guardian, the people you live with):
(Check the phrase that most nearly represents your own
personal belief).

Strongly Unde- Strongly
Agree Agree cided Disagree Disagree

a. It is hard for me
to feel pleasant
at home

b. My parents try to
understand my prob-
lems and worries

c. As far as my ideas
are concerned, my
parents and I 1live
in two different
worlds

d. There is real 1love
and affection for
me at home

e. My parents criti-
cize me too much

f. My friends have
happier homes than
I do

g. Too often my parents
compare me unfavora-
bly with other
children

h. As I have known it,
my family life 1is
happy

i. My parents expect
too much of me




YOUR FUTURE OCCUPATION -- Now that high school graduation is
nearing, we would like to know something about your
plans for your future life's work.

1. What jobs are you now seriously considering as a lifetime
work?

a. First choice

b. Second choice

2. Generally, what do you most expect of the job you want
to make your life's work? (Check as many statements

as apply)

a.  Freedom of behavior

b.  Chance for advancement

c. _ Friendship with fellow employees
d.  Power and authority

e. _ Intellectual challenge

f.  Prestige or respect

g. ____ Money

h.  Security

i. Public recognition

Benefit to humanity
k. Time to enjoy myself
1. Other (indicate)
A. Which of the above do you consider most
important? (Please write the letter of

the two most important)

First Second

3. Do you intend to get further training after high school?

Yes No Don't know




If yes what do you plan.

College. Where

Trade School. Where

Apprentice. Where

Other. What and where

you have a job waiting for you when you graduate?

Yes No Don't know

YOUR PARENTS -- Now we would like to have some information
about your parents.

1. Your parents are:

a.
b.
c.
d.
e.

f.

Both living together
______ Both dead.

Father is dead.

Mother is dead.

Divorced.

Separated

2. Your father's occupation is: (or was, if dead or
retired) (Specify the kind of work he does and not
where he works).

Main occupation

Part time occupation

How much formal schooling (does, did) your father have?

a.

b.

Less than 4 years
5-7 years

8 years

9-11 years




e. High School graduate
f. Some college

College graduate
h. Don't know

i. Other (indicate)

How much formal schooling (does, did) your mother have?

a. __ Less than 4 years

b. _ 5-7 years

C. 8 years

d. _ 9-11 years

e. _ High School graduate
f. __ Some college

g. ___ College graduate

h. _ Don't know

i. Other (indicate)

Where was your father born

(State or country)

Where was your mother born

(State or country)

What nationality is your father

What nationality is your mother

Indicate by a check the number of the category in
which your parent's income fell last year (If not

sure, make an estimate)

a. Under $1000 f. 5,000 to 5,999
b. 1,000 to 1,999 g. 6,000 to 6, 999
C. 2,000 to 2,999 h 7,000 to 8,999
d. 3,000 to 3,999 i 9,000 and above
e. 4,000 to 4,999



Your parents' home is:

a. Owned
b. Rented
C. Being bought

If renting, how much is your rent

The construction of your house is:

a. _ DBrick

b. _ Unpainted frame
c. __ Painted frame
d. Other or none

The lighting in your house is:

a. 0il lamp

b. Electric

c. Gas mantle

d. Other or none

What kind of refrigeration do you have

a. Ice
b. Mechanical (gas or electric)
c. Other or none

Do you have a deep freeze locker in your house?
Yes No

Do you have running water in your house?
Yes No

Do you have indoor toilets?

Yes No



10.

11.

12.

10

Does your family take a daily newspaper?

Yes No

Do you have a radio in your home?

Yes No

Do you have a TV in hour home?

Yes No

Does your family have a car?

Yes No

Does your home have a telephone?

Yes No
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Table B-1. t-Test for the Significance of Difference in
Mean for 17 Items Reflecting Community Discon-
tent Between the Years 1957-58, 1968 and 1974

t-value between t-value between t-value between
Items 1957-58 and 1968 1968 and 1974 1957-58 and 1974
t-value 1Ilevel of t-value 1level of t-value Ilevel of
sig. sig. sig.
1 0.54 N.S. 0.80 N.S. 1.46 N.S.
2 4.67 0.001 0.20 N.S. 5.28 0.001
3 1.11 N.S. 2.20 0.05 1.21 N.S.
4 3.48 0.001 0.28 N.S. 3.18 0.01
5 2.72 0.01 2.66 0.01 0.11 N.S.
6 0.09 N.S. 0.40 N.S. 0.44 N.S.
7 5.80 0.001 1.37 N.S. 7.58 0.001
8 1.99 0.05 1.85 N.S. 4.21 0.001
9 0.96 N.S 1.14 N.S. 0.22 N.S.
10 1.73 N.S. 1.35 N.S. 0.29 N.S.
11 1.60 N.S 2.05 N.S. 0.51 N.S.
12 3.70 0.001 5.14 0.001 10.28 0.001
13 0.00 N.S. 3.40 0.001 3.76 0.001
14 0.45 N.S. 0.09 N.S. 0.36 N.S.
15 0.91 N.S 0.54 N.S. 1.55 N.S.
16 1.97 0.05 0.67 N.S. 1.42 N.S.
17 0.97 N.S. 2.07 0.05 3.38 0.001

N.S. = Not significant
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APPENDIX B

Table B-3. t-Test for the Significance of Difference in the
Mean for 9 Items Reflecting Parental Discon-
tent Between the Years 1957-58, 1968 and 1974

Item 1957-58 - 1968 1968-1974 1957-58 - 1974
t-value 1level t-value level t-value level

of sig. of sig. of sig.
1 2.70 0.01 1.02 N.S. 4.16 0.001

2 0.65 N.S. 0.71 N.S. 1.50 N.S.

3 1.79 N.S. 1.93 N.S. 4.83 0.001
4 0.48 N.S 15.30 0.001 16.60 0.001
5 3.55 0.001 1.23 N.S. 4,38 .001
6 1.95 N.S. 0.08 N.S. 2.04 0.050
7 1.90 N.S. 1.18 N.S. 3.37 0.001
8 2.07 0.05 0.58 N.S. 3.22 0.001
9 0.96 N.S. 0.95 N.S. 2.06 0.050

N.S. = Not significant
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Fugure 2 (1-17): Pattern of rise and decline of each item of
community discontent over time.
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Figure 2(1-9): Pattern of rise and decline of each item of

parental discontent over time.
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FIGURE 2(1-9) continued
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Figure 3 (a-e): Community Discontent

Figure 3(0): Pattern of rise and
decline of community discontent
ft}r'male aond female over a period
of time

Figure 3(c): Pattern of rise and
decline of community discontent
for less and more priviledged
schools over a period of time
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Figure 3(b): Pattern of rise and
decline of community discontent
for Catholic and non-Catholic
over a period of time

Figure 3(d): Pottern of rise and
decline of community discontent
for those with job awaiting and
not owoiting over a period of time
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Figure 3 (f-j): Parental Discontent
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Figure 3(h): Pattern of rise and
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