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ARSTRACT
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Alabama from its desegreqgation in 1962 until 1969, permit an
assessment of iultial changes in the integration attitudes of
deev~South university students. Rapidly increasina acceotance of
hlacks was found in the four major areas examined: general societal
areas of conflict, cocial distance on campus, perception of Nearo
characteristics, and attitudes regardina volitical and econonic
equality. The student majority, accepting “separate but equal®
segregation in 1%2€2, avrroved deseqrecation in 1969, '"The majority of
these students have not vet accepted “social intearation," but strong
trends in this direction are evident. (luthor)
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SIX-YEAR TRENDS IN INTEGRATION ATTITUDES OF DEEP-SOUTH UNIVERSITY STUDENTS

: Donal E. Muir
. University of Alabama

ABSTRACT

Three surveys, conducted at the University of Alabama from its
desegregation in 1963 until 1969, permit an assessment of initial
changes in the integration attitudes ofldeep-SQuth university students,
Rapidly increasing acceptance of blacks was found in the four major areas
examined: general sociatal areas of conflict, social distance on campus,
perceptlén of Negro characteristics, and attitudes regarding political
snd economic equality., The student majority, accepting "separats but
equal" sepregation in 1963, approved desegresgation in 1969, The majority
of these students have not yet accepted "social integration" but strong

trehds in this direction are evident,

VS DEPARIMENT OF MEALTH. EDUCATION
& witirant

OFFICE OF LOUCATION
g DOCUMENT MAS BitN MEPAODUCED
EXACTLY AS RECEIVED FMO M TNE FLASON DA
ORGAWZATION OMGNATNG 1T POMIS OF
VIEW OR OPINDNS STATED DO NOT NECES
SARAY REPHESENT OF FICVAL OFFCE OF EDU
CATION POSHSON O KRLICY



SIX-YEAR YRENDS IN INTEGRATION ATTITUDES OF DEEP-SOUTH UNIVIRSITY STUDENTS®

Dbnal E. Muir
University of Alabama

INTRODUCTION

Ovef sixteen years have passed since the U, S, Supcerme Court
ruled against segregation in public schools, It now app;ars possible to
nake a reasonably-confident assessment of principal trends in the integration
attitudes of deep-South university students,

The University of Alabama has served as a national symbol of
Southern resistance to desegregation on two occasions, 1In 1956, the main
§qmpus was briefly desegregatéd, amid riota, by Miss Autherine Lucy. In
nid-1963, two bluck studenta, Miss Vivian Malone and Mr., James A, Hood,
were admitted under federal court order, 1t was on the latter occasion that
thenegovernor George C. Wallace made his publicized but brief "stand in the
school-house door" (Simpson and Yinger, 1965t 503)., Since that time, the
University has remained technically desegregated.

According to a recent observer, "The University's response to
desagregation has been scrupulously nonpartisan," but he also notes that,
"Tradition assures, at least for the present, that this posture of strict
nondiscrimination will accrue to the benefit of the white student" (Egerton,
19691 27), So far, no black student has "made'" the football team, a
fraternity, or a sorority. Black students still constitute a small part of
the undergraduate enrollment on the main campust 1 (0,08) in 1963, $7 (0,6%)
In 1966, and 190 (1.8%) in 1969.1 It seems reasonable to suggest that the
University of Alabaua ls representative of many deep-Southern institutions

of higher learning. t



METHOD

During this period of the University's transition from aegregation
to desegregation, three surveys concerning the integration-relaived attitudes
of the student body were madet the first about two months before the

" enrollments of Malone and lood, in April, 19633 the second in November,
19663 and the last in November, 1969, Each stratifisd quota sample
included roughly 10 per cont of the ("white'") students and was adjusted
for proportional represantation by college, class year, and sex, Final adjusted
sample sizes were 676 in 1963, 87) in 1966, and 1,039 in 1969, Results
of the firat two surveys, including an examination of causal factors, were
‘praviously reported (Muir and McGlamery, iu68). The present report will
sumnarize the trends in these attitudes during the perifod 1963-1969. .

Each questionnaire contained, as a subset, thirty-four ftams which
remained unchinged, except for "tense", throughout the three surveys. Each
item had a Likert-type response saet composed of five standard alternatives)
"strongly agree", “agree", "undecided', "disapree', and "atrengly disagree."
The two levels of agreesment and disagreement were combined (the residual
percentage is "undecided" combined with a small number of non-answers) for
presentation of tha items in four a priorl categories (Tables 1-4), To
facilitate comparisons, the "direction" of each question was considered and
the response adjudged to be favorable to segregation presented first. In
each case the percentage "strongly agrea or agrea" has an asterisk,

One-tailed t-tests were run on the data in its original, five-
alternative form to test the general hypothesis that'legal and other changes
in the surrounding national culture are producing increasing favorableness
to Integration among deep-South college students.” These were conducted at

the .10 lavel of significance,but other levels are reported for the Interest

of the reader,
\‘l
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FINDINGS

Attitudes regarding major areas of desegregation. 1In the

conventional areas of conflict, all of which appear to'iﬁyolvo "social
implications (T&ble 1), the percentage of students with in;ggrat}qp-
favorable attitudes has increased an amount of about four percentage
points each year., 1In 1969, a strong majority of studants were favorigle
to integration in all five areas evamined, although this could oe said
for only one or two areas in 1963. Particularly interesting is the
strong reversal in the attitudes concerning the desegregation of the
University, from 5 to 3 against, to 3 to 1 approving.

Sooia) Distance on campus. These findings are reiterated by the

"social distance" data (Table 2), these items being collega-level
analogues of the general '"social' areas discussed above. Again, the
percsntage of students with integration-favorable attitudes appears to

be incrcaéing roughly four percentage points par year. In 1963, a ...
najority of students had "no objuction'" only to attending class and sports
events with Negroes., By 1969, the list of majority-accepted situations
included al) that were not peraonally "social", but a clear, if decreasing,
majority continued to object to rooming with, double dating with, and
dating black atudents,

Percaption of Hegro characteristics., Favorable perceptions of

blacks (Table 3) ware held by a majority of students on only the one
f{ten related to "intelligence” i{n 1963, By 1969, favorable responses
were reported by & majority of students on six of the nine items, the

percentages increasing an amount of about three percentage points per year,
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To some extent these percaeptions sre a function of continuing observable
diffeffnces between Southern “blacks" and “white:" produced by the well-
documentad effects of saogregation and economic discrimination. Regardless
of'fhoir aourcé. howaver, these reaponses indicate thar negative stereotypes
of blacks are held by a rapidly-decreasing minority of these studonts.,

Attitudes regarding political and economic equality. The percertage

of students favorable to political and economic equality (Table u4) is

similarly in:reasing, but 4t a slower pace of about two percantage points
W

39’ dcﬁﬁs;eb year. This may, in part, be attributabls to a "celling effect" since
A 50

itens 1-7 had majority "integration-favorable" support even in 1963. This

is not supprising when it is realized that a "separate but squul" segregationist
could theoretically respond "integration-favorably' to all of these {tems
without being inconsistent. 1ltem 8 directly measures this possibility and

the results are consisteni with this interpretation, with 40,5 per cent of

the 1963 students seeing no conflict between segregation and democraqyr
Nevertheless, favorability to political and economic equelity is a necessary
(not sufficient) condition for desegrogation, and these data indicate strong

student acceptance as early as 19533

SUHNMARY

Thess data leave little doubt that significant increasaes have
ocourred betwen 1563 and 1969 i{n these university students' favorableness
to integration. The general research hypothesis.that the changing national
environment is leading to Increasing accaptance of blacks by deep-South
university studsante, cian be accepted at tia 90 per.ceat Jevel of confidence
for evary item. 1Indecd, <he probabllity of obtainirg a value of t as large




(L PePIOPUM,, SEN § TWNDTSOX) 2913w, puw ,0xTe L1Buoalys, % FRUTQUOD »

h*6h 6°92 69 *uor1v3oa8989p sTOp URYl oJow
10000* TOOO0®*  SO° €°Th 1°s¢ 99  Aue foeaocowsp ® U} WOPIVIF FO STEROPT Y YITA .
. LELE ¥S°0h £9 IOTTIuOO 10U SOOD sA2v: 2yl Jo uoTiedaaBag -9 .
L 88 0°s 69
Tc000* (0000° - JAKA:] 91T 99 “uUpw 2ITYM ® SB PRUTRII AIw AOYI YITYM
: ¥2°58 8°9 £9 aoy qof Aue o y3Ta yonm S® IaRY SaoadAN L
"ITTSTP
w°Z9 6°T2 69 Aoyy Butyaswos 3surede 31a3o1d J0 yogew 3sazoad
TC000° T0000* - z°ss g°1e 99 ® 23e3s 03 1y3tx Tenboe vary PTNOYS “podad o
. ¥0°SS e £9 ‘worByrea *sdva Jo ssorpaxedaa *sSus9zZTITO TTV  *3
¢*98 L9 69
T0020* TOCCC® TO000® 9°LL e°eT 99 *stdoad o3Tym se stsSeq dues
»9°L9 LT €9 oyl uo Ajnp Aml oy ussoyo 2q prnoys saoaldeN °G
. g8°68 L*h 69
TOC00®* TCO00* T0200° T*18 0°s 99 *201330 S>TIMd Jc3 Buruuna savxdoN
o ‘ 8°69 ¥6°CT €9 3suteZe SUOTIOTAASIX TeEST o PINOYS XYl °*4
h*88 FA A 69
T000C* T0000° - _S°sL T°LT 99 *atdoad 9aTym se sedsrrATad
: 6°TL $2°8T £9 BulicA suwes oYz UaAT3 9q 30U pYROYS sI0XBAN  °¢
CoLL c°8T 69
TO00C® TOCCO* = = T°98 c°8e 99 *90TIIO PTOY IO 330A O3 Y3TI 3
*9°hL 3T £9 oaey 03 yBno Lovaocowep ® UT UIZTITO Axaag
: L°Z6 €°S (6E0T=N) 69
TCNO0* T0000° - 8°88 0°6 (TLB=K) 99 *samod ayy pue ootrod aya £q ordoad
g +8°06 9*%  (9L9=N) €9 21TYM YTIT AT3IOEX0 po3jeaxy oq PInOYs sacadaN °T
69=€9 69-99 99~£9 .
1 jo °udts uoyjexdajur uotieBaadcs  Aoaans .
STIAY] -oxd % -cad g 3o aealk wal T
) £377endba oTuouody puw TeSTITTOd 3utpaedey sIpnaitiay  °f ITqRl

s s s e et 1 1y

Q

s

.

LE



10

as that observed petueeh 1963 and 1969 data, by chance, was less than
one in a hundred thousand for each of the thirtynfoﬁr items tested.

Rapidly‘increasing acceptance of blacks was found in the four
major areas examined: general socletal areas of conflict, social
diatance.on campus, perception of Negro characteristics, and attitudes
regaxding political and economic equality. Taken 2s a whole, these
data indicate that the studen; majority at a deep-South Institution, .
whose administration has never publicly indicated a desire to go beyonu
"strict compliance," has changed from acceptance of ''separate but
equal" segregation to approval of desegregation, in a little more than
six years.3 The majority of these students have not yet accepted

"social 1ntegrati§n" but strong trends in this direction are evident,




FOOTNOTES

#Paper read au the annual mesting of the American Sociological Association,

H"hinston. DOCO’ 1970,

l, For comparison, Negroes made up 30.1 per cent of Alabama's 1960

population (U,S. Bureau of the Census, 19503 PC(1)2B),

2, ‘this finding goes far to explain why the '"socially separate, if equal"
form éf legal desegregation experienced by the University has been largely
without incident, The ultimate cost to the University of this, )

in terms of consequent pélarization, remains to be seen.

3, It must ba emphasized that these findings concern only the attitudes
of "white" students. Since 1.8 per cent of the enrollment at the time of“
the 1959'survey was 'black", the integration attitudes of the "average"
University of Alabama student are somewhat different (''more favorable",
8o far) than these figures indicate., This effect on the characteristics
of the "average" student will, of course, become increasingly significant

as the proportion of blacl enrollments increases.
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