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ABSTRACT

In this study, individual- and system-oriented models of systemic
'reJection among white and black adolescents are investigated. Systemic
rejection is defined as attitudes of political alienstion and political
violence justificatisn.

After the social deprivation and sociopolitical reelity models of
Systemic rejection are outlined and integrated, with a discussion of
relevent research, twelve hypotheses are generated and tested using survey
data collected in May 1976 from e random sample of L80 New Haven, T
Connecticut asdolescents.

A number of findings emerge from this research. First, among both
vwhite and black adolescents, attitudes of political alienation and political
violencé Justification are, when factor enelyzed, statistically independent
political orientations. Second, in comparing white and black adolescents'
responses on the five indicators employed in the model of systemic rejection
antecedents, major response differences do not occur, although the black
adolescents do evince greater political alienation and more critical-
threatening perceptions of the sociopolitical system's functioning. Third,
whereas the model predicts feelings of political alienation among both
. racial groups equally well, it serves as a better predictor of political
violence justification among the whiteQadolescents.

These findings are considered withip the context of extant'political

socialization theory and contemporary democratic theory.



Psychological Sources of Systemic ReJection
Among White and Black Adolescents

Frustrated as we are in the face of gcvermmental
treachery and stupidity and heartlessness, we
still have the right to hate our government for
the deeds perpetrated in our name and at our
_expense-~better, the freedom to hate, the
freedom to be contemptuous, disgusted, and
outraged. (Roth, 1971: 237)

A. Introduction

Social gcientists, in poftraying the slienated, particularly those
experiencing feelings of distrust and powerlessness in relation to the
politic?l system, tend to assume that such individiuals ere typically
socially isolated, members of the lower class; politically apathetic,

" ignorant of sociopolitical affairs, and disinterested in the political
sphere (Koff, 1973; Seeman, 1972; Seeman, 1975; Israel, 1971; Schacht, 1970).
Basic to the model of the politically alienated individual ic the further
assumption that such pérsons involunterily occupy such a role (Templeton,
1966; Dean, 1960). In blaming the victim, this model dismisses a system-
orientation, suggesting that sociopolitical alienation may resuii from the
disfunctioning of the sociopolitical system, e.g., through the perpetuation
of inequality;Mdiscrimination, end exvploitation (Ryan, 1971; Caplan and
Nelson, 19Tk). | '

By way of contrast with this concéption, the model underlyiné this
paper asserts that many persons in the sociopolitical system actively reject

-~ the system, its leaders, and the values they symbolize and promulgate.
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Moreover, these individuals, rather than being withdrawn and disinterested,
vhen given the opportunity, are quite fbciferous in their systemic rejection,
basing thesc sentiments on, among other things, critical peréeptions of
systemic functioning, as well as on the systenls failure to conform to
fundamental democratic principles (Long, 1976b).
Within the discipline of political scienée, two theories have recently
been forwerded to account for feelings of poiitical alienation which
should be equally applicable to the more dynamic systemic rejection coﬁcept
(Abramson, 1972). The first of these, the social deprivation explanation,
holds that individuals perceiving themselves as being socially deprived are
more susceptible to feelings of low self-competence, which, in turn,
engender feelings of alienation from the political system. The political
reality explanation, on the other hand, offers a simpler, more system-
oriented reason for thé high levels of political alienation among Americans
today: for people who accurately perceive the operatinns of the sociopolitical
system, the response of political alienation follows naturally, particularly
if such critical perceptions are accompanied by feelings of political threat
or reactance (Long, 1976b; Long, 1976i; Long, 1976k).
These two models of political alienation antecedents will be employed
_ in investigating the precursors of systemic rejection among white and black
.preadults in this paper. The concept of systemic rejection, as utilized
here, is assumed tc possess two dimensioné; feelings of political
aliénation and political violence justification sentiments. More specifically,
political alienation will be treated as a cluster of seven intercorreclated
attitudes: 1) feelings of political powerlessness, 2) feelings of dis-

contentment regarding public policy outputs, 3) feelings of political dis-
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trust, L) feelings of estrangement from the political system, 5) feelings
of hopelessness concerning the political system's future, §) foclings of
major democratic value~behavior discrepancies in the politicel system, and
T) feelings of profound disapproval of the political system. Political
violence justification will be defined as three interrelated attitudinal
components: 1) the justification of violence to attain political obJectives
on functional grounds, 2) the justification of violence to achieve political
ends on moral grounds, and 3) the approvel of assassination to-effect
political change.

Four specific objectives have been set for this paper. First, the
structure of the two dimensions of the systemic rejection concept will be
investigated for both white and black adolescents. Second, possible racial
response differences on the indicators employed iﬁ the social deprivation
and polifical reality models will be ascertaine&. Third, the hypothesized
associétions in the sbcial deprivation and political_rgality models will be
tested for each racial group. Last, for both white and black adolescents,
the causal assumptions in an integfated social deprivation-politicael reality

model of systemic rejection will be subjected to a path analysis.

B. Social Deprivation Model

‘This model of political alienation antecedents rests on five assumptionms,
the first of which being that a lack of opportunity and respect among
individuals generates low levelé of self-competence. Setond, low self-competence
leads to feelings of political alienation. Third, blacks, particulerly

pre-adults, are deprived of opportunity and denied respect. Fourth, black
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pre-sdults exhibit lower self-campetence than white pre-adults. Last,
black pre-adults, compared to white pre-sdults, manifest higher levels of
political alienation (Abremson, 1972).

Considerable empirical support can be marshalled for the contention
that blacks suffer greater social, economic, and political deprivation
than whites in the United States (Coleman, 1971; Duncan, 1969; Feagin and
Hahn, 1973; Miller, 197k), but less unequivocel support exists for the
pvosited linkage betwéen social deprivation and self-competence. One
positicn argues, for example, that the social enviromment of blacks.fosters
low self-esteem, feelings of hopelessness, and identity conflict (Clark,
1965; Pettigrew, 196&; Grier and Cobbs, 1968; Proshansky and Newton, 1968;
Poussaint and Atkinson, 1972; Silberman, 196k; Erikson, 1966); whereas, &
second position holds that this depri§ed environment need not detrimentally
effect the black femily (McCarthy and Yancey, 1971; Perry and Feagin, 1972;
TenHouten, 1970; Scanzoni, 1971) and that race may be irrelevant in self-

-+esteem formation or that the effects of deprivation will occur subsequent

;6 the formation of self—esteem (Coopersmith, 1967; Baughman, 1971). More-
éver, the develorment of self-esteem, if race ic.germane, may be intra-
racial in nature (Festinger, 1953; Thibaut and Kelley, 1959), although
recent research refutes this notion (Long, 1976f; Long, 1976g). It is

also possible that black pre-adults can protect their self-esteem by sub-
scribing to a syétem-blame ideology when faced with personal frustration and
failure (Baughman, 1971; Heinz, 1971); similarly, since self-esteem develops
through interpersonal interaction, it is possible that self-esteem can also
be protected by the attitudes of black“i;;:;dulfé toward significantl

others, especially whites (Rosenberg, 1973). Finally, although the social



deprivation model treats the self-competence concert as veing primarily
evaluational and normative in character, recent research suggests that such
normative elements in self-evaluation are atypical among pre-adults (McGuire
and Padawer-Singer, 1976).

The nexus between social deprivetion and self-competence is also not
firmly estaeblished by the research on this topic (Hauser, 1971; Porter,
1971; Baughnan and Dehlstron, 1968; Christmas, 1973: Baughman, 1971), with
studies reporting higher self-estecem levels among white pre-adults {Morland,
19€2; Brody, 1963; Brody, 1964; Coles, 1967; Cottle, 19TL4), higher self-
esteem among black pre-adults (Soares and Soares, 1969; McDonéld and Gynther,
1965; Rosenberg and Siymons, 1971; Wendlend, 19€7; Bridgette, 1970; Ward
and Braun, 1972; Long, 1976e), and no self-esteem differences between white
and black pre-adults (Williams and Byars, 1970; Williams and Byars, 1969;
Guggenheim, 1969; Rosenberg, 1965; Long, 19The). Recenf research
specifically investigating thie link between social deprivation and self-
competence shows the two variables to be moderately associated, particularly
among white pre—adﬁlts (Long, 19Tkc; Long, 1976a; Long, 19T76e).

When self-ccmpetence ig conceptualized as encompassing a locus of
control component (Smith, 1968; White, 1972), with low self-competence
including a belief in externsl control of reinforcement (Rotter, l95h;
Rotter, 1966), racial differences typically appear, with blacks usually
evineing higher levels of external locus of control beliefs than whites
(Joe, 1971; Phares, 1976). However, even here, recent research indicates
little or no difference appearing between white end black pre-adults on
different locus of control dimensions (Long, 1976e; Long, 19761). In

i A

addition, weak or nonsignificant associations have appeared between social
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deprivation and extermal control beliefs for both white and bleck préadults
(Long, 197kc; Long, 1975a; Long, 1976a; Long, 1976e).

By way of contrast, more comsistent theoretical and empirical support
exists for the second causal link in the social deprivation m;del, that
between self-competence and political alienation. In this case, low self-
esteem has been held to generate political apathy and feelings of political
alienation because of generalized feelings of personal hopelessness
(Lasswell, 1962), because of low psychic energy levels (Goldhamer, 1950;
Lane, 1959), and because of an exaggerated egocentric concern with personal
problems (Horney, 1950). FHmpirically, low self-esteem correlates with
isolationist foreign policy attitudes (McClosky, 1967;~Snidérman and Citrin,
1971); political cynicism, political distrust, and perceptions of political
corruption and dishonesty (Sniderman, 1975); low political interest levels,
low medis attendance to public affairs, low levels of political knowledge,
and infrequent political discussion (Rosenberg, 1965). Furthermore, low
self-esteem has been repeatedly shown to correlate moderately with feelings
of political alienation for both white and black pre-adults (Lopé, 19Tkc;
Long, 1976a; Long, 19T76e).

Research on the relationship between locus of control beliefs and

-political behavior indicates a rather concistent association between internal

control beliefs and & commitment to social sctivism (Gore and Rotter, 1963),
involvement in civil rights activities (Strickland, 1965), feelings of
political efficacy and trust (Sigel, 1971), a belief in individuel-blame
for the state of the political system (Renshon, 1974), and a rejection of

irresponsible and rebellious behavior (Crain and Weisman, 1972). Furthermore,

" research on ‘black militants shows a relationship between internal control
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beliefs and realistic perceptions of racial discrimination, prejudice, and
exploitation (Gurin, et al., 1969; Forward and Williams, 1970). Conversely,
research on urban riot participents shows an association between external
control beliefs and actual involvement in riot activity (Ransford, 1968;
Tomlinson, 1968; Tomlinson, 1970a? Tomlinson, 1970b; Crawford and Nadifch,
1970). Finally, modest correlations have occurred between external control
beliefs and‘feelings of political alienation amdng both white and black
pre-adults (Leng, 19Tkc; Long, 1975a; Long, 1976a; Long, 19T6e).

In addition to the self-esteem and locus of contrcl dimensions, the
self-competence concept has also been eonstrued as embodying a rationality
component, since the individual must accurately perceive and reascn about
his personal and political world if he is to effectively cope with it
(Merelman; 1971). Furthermore, if he fails to make realistic demands on
himself, others, and society and if he fails to realistically perceive his
enviromment, he will be unable to maximize his self-interest (Sarat, 1975);
politically, therefore, the irrationally perfectionistic person should be
mcre prone to feelings of political alienation. Both theoretically (Ellis,
1962; Lazarus, 1971; Friedman, 1975) and empirically (Fllis, 1971; Ellis
and Harper, 1975), these assumptions regarding personsl rationality and
personal achievement and functioning can be supported; moreover, there is
some empirical evidence linking polifical rétionality with functional
political behavior (Long, 1976a; Long, 1976b; Long, 19T6c; long, 1976d; Long,
1976m).

While less research has been conducted on the second dimernsion of
systemic rejection, politicel violence justification, considerable theoretical

support exists for social deprivation serving as an antecedent of such un-_
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conventional political behavior (Homans, 1961; Adams, 1965; Rlau, 196L;
Festinger, 1954; Thibaut erd Kelley, 1959; Davies, 1963; Pettigrew, 1967;
Dollard, et al., 1939; Berkoﬁtz, 1962; Gurr, 1970). Morecver, empiricel A
research also indicates a relationship between social deprivation,
especially relative deprivation, and a predilection for the acceptance
of violence to effect political ends (Geschwender and Geschwender, 1973;
Bowen, et al., 1968; Crawford and Naditch, 1970). However, research on
vhite and black pre-adults has shown either meagre or nonexistent correlations
between the two variables (Long, 19Tlhc; Long, 1975a; Long, 19T76f; Long,
1976g). "
Althoggh considerable attention has been directed at the relation between
personality and aggression (Buss, 1961; Berkowitz, 1962; Lane, 1959),
specific resegrch on the association between self-competence and political
-violence Jjustification has been limited {Blumenthal, et al., 1972). Research
on urban riot participants, however, shows that these individuals typically
manifested external control b2liefs; and research on pre-adults indicatés
that political violence jJustification among both whifes and blacks is preceded
by low self-esteem and external control beliefs (Long, 19Thb; Long, 19Tke).
From a theoretical vantagepoint, feelings of political alienation
should contribute to political violence justification, both normatively
and functionally based (Gurr, 1970). Here, too, research indicates a
consistent association between these two factors (Schwartz, 1973; Cole,
1973; Olsen, 1968; Aberbach and Walker,-1973; Long, 197#3; Long, 19T7hb;
Long, 19Tkc; Long, 1975c).
In summar&, the social deprivation model of systemic rejection ante-

cedents posits a causal association between social deprivation and self-
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competence, political alienation, and politiCai violence justification.
Moreover, lov self-competence should generste feelings of polifical alien-
atioﬁ—and sn acceptance of political violence. Finally, feelirgs of
political slienation should also contribute to political violénce

Justification.
Ea

e

According to the social deprivation model of systemic rejection two
other patterns of behavior should occur. First, bleck pre-adults, relative
ﬁp white pre-~adults, should exhitit higher levels of social deprivation,
political alienation, and political violence justification, and lower levels
of self-competence. Second, the strength of the causal connections between
the variables in the social deprivation model shouvld be significantly

greater for black pre-adults, compered to white pre-adults.

C.. Sociopolitical Reality Model

The sociopolitical reality explanation of systemic rejection rests on
three assumptions. TFirst, economically impoverished and racial minQr;ties
are objectively detached from the sociopolitical system, being unrepresented
in the ﬁolitical system, discriminated against, exploited, and powerless.
Second, black pre-adults, through the political socialization process, both
directly and indirectly, are cognizant of the sociopolitical situation.
Last, such cfitical perceptions of sociopolitical reality are, for these
black pre-adults, accompanied b& perceptions of personal threat because of
the operations of the sociopolitical system (Matfhews and Prothro, 1966;
Salemon and Van Evera, 1973; Kornberg, et al., 1970), first, due to direct

noxious contact with the system, and, second, becsuse of an awareness of
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others' noxious contects with the system and its agents (Brehm, 1972; Brelm,
1966). |

Discussions of this model of systemic reject? -~ manter Aents can be
found in the social science - literature (Cole - 1960; Laurence,
1970; Prestage, 1969), but, until recently, ti. de | was not subjected to
empirical test. When investigated, the soeiopolitical reality model was
found to predict feelings of political alienation among both whiteland
black pre-sdults, as well as among adult samples (Greenberg, 1969; Greenberg,
1970a; Greenberg, 1970b; Rodgers, 19TL; Long, 1975b, Long, 1976a; Lons,
1976e; Long, 1976h; Long, 19763; Long, 1976m; Citrin, et al., 1975);
critical perceptlons of sociopolitical reality have also been found to
correlate at a modest level with political violence Justification among
vhite and black pre-adults (Long, 1975¢).

In summary, the sociopolitical reality model of systemic rejection

‘asserts a direct causal link between critical-threatening perceptions of

systemic functioning and feelings of political elienation and sentiments of

political violence Justification. In addition, the model also predicts

‘that black pre-adults will menifest higher levels of critical-threatening

perceptions than white pre-adults; and that the association between critical-

threatening perceptions and systemic reJection will be higher for the former

group.

D. Model Integration

The social deprivation and sociopolitical reality models of systemic

'reJection need nqot be treated as independent explanations (Abramson, 1972;

13
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Long, 1976a; Long, 1976e). Thus, social deprivatioﬁ might be correlated

with critical-threatening perceptions of sociopolitical reality, in addition

to self-competence, politiéal alienation, and political violence Justification.

Similarly, besides being related to political alienation and pélitical

yioience Justification, self-competence might also be .:8s0ci ' =rith
critical~threatening perceptions of sociopoliticai reality  The complete
integrated social deprivation-soc10polifical reali@y model of systemic
rejection appears in Figure 1. |

Twelve hypotheses emerge from this integrated model:

Hl Compered to white pre-adults, black pre-adults will exhibit
lower self-competence levels and higher levels of social
deprivation, critical-threatening sociopolitical reality
pverceptions, political alienation, and political violence
Justification.

H, Social deprivation will correlate negatively with self-
competence. |

H, Social deprivation will correlate positively with critical-
threateni;g‘perceptions of “sociopolitical reality.

BL Social deprivation will correlate positively with political
alienatiﬁn. .

H. Social deprivation will correlate positively with political
violence justification.

H6 Self-compétence will correlate negatively with critical-
threatening pe;ceptions of soeciopolitical reality.

H# Self-competence will correlate negatively with political

alienation.
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HB Self-competence will correlate negétively with political
violence justification.
H9 Critical-threatening perceptions of sociopolitical realify
will correlate positively with political alienation.
H , Critical-threatening perceptions of sociopolitical reality
will correlate positively with political violence Justification.
Hll Political alienation wi corrélate positively with political
violence jJu. -~ atlon.
'Hlé The integrated social deprivation-sociopolitical reality model
will prove a better predictor of systemic rejection among -

black pre-adults than among white pre-adults.

~ . E. Sample

"

Data for this resesrch were collected by means of a written
questionnai;e which was se¥*=—administered by 2-rendom sample éf hé$ ew
Haven, Comnecticut high scihool students in-May;l976. The students: rere
guarantéea personal anonyr——y and response qonfidentia1ity.

A majority of the sample was female (%0%) and black (65%). Thirty-
eight percent of the students' parents had receifed less than twelve years
of formel education; 34 percent’were,high school éraduates, 11 percent had
attended college, 10 percent were college graduates, and 6 percent had
acquired a post-graduate e&m:ation;> Fifteen percent of the students were

.freshmen, 18 percent were:zscphomores, 57 percemt were Jumiors, and 19 percengm"
were'seniors. Nineteen pe=—=nt of the students reported earning grade- |

point-averages of A, 53 mesrent reported GPAs of B, 25 percgnt reported GPAs
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of C, and 3 percent reported earning Ds or Fs.

Regarding political interest level, most students reported attending to
political affairs "some of the time." Most students indicated that they
discussed public affairs, current eveﬁts, and politics "somewhat frequently"
and that they attended to such subject matter in the mess media "Somewhat
frequently."

3

F. Conceptual Irlicators

In operationalizing the social déprivaiion cdncept, a twelve~-item
Grétifiéétipn level scale was émployed. This measure tapped four aspects
of gratification: 1) expectations regarding the attainment of job-related
and material life goalé; 2) exy=rtetizr= regardinz societal and political
restrictions on the atteimment of suck Iife goals; 3) perceptions of life
satisf;ction for the past, presewmt, =mr future; and L) perceptions. of
deserved life satisfaction for the pest, present, and future. This scale
manifested a responée range of 12 {[low gratification) to 93 (high
gratificatiom) and & mean resvomnse of 23. With a mesn item~scale total
correlation, corrected for dvezya@, of 0.23, this measure attained a
Cronbach's alpha of 0.57. The items for this indicator, as well as the
others utilized in this study, sppesr in the Appendix.

The self-competence concapwt wms =grerationalized through the wsse of the
2T-item psychological maladjﬁstmez% mngle, which was comprised of sttitudinal
items assessing overt and covert hrest=1ity (Buss, 1961), paranoia {(Rokeach
and Fruchter, 1956), misanthropy (Roser=erg, 1956), machiavellianism .(Christie
and Geis, 1970), anomy (McClosky emd Schear, 1965), dogmatism (Trodehl and

Powell, 1965), authoritarianism (Acdorms, et al., 1950), self-esteem (Rosenberg,
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1965), powerful others control and chance control (Levenson, 1973), personal
irrationality (Bard, 19733 Fox eand Davies, 1971; MacDonald and-Games, 1972),
and political irrationality (Long, 1976c; Long, 1976d). This scale
exhibited a response range of 27 (low psychological maladjustment to 189
(high psychological maladjustment) and & mean response of 117. Corrected
for overlap, thefme;n item-scale total correlation for this ﬁeasure waé
0.35 and its ﬁlpha was 0.82.

The critical-threatening perceptions of sociopolitical reality concept
was operationalized by a 21-item scale assessing perceptions of racial
discrimination, economic discriminati§n, black political inefficacy and
-distrust, political inefficacy and distrust among the impoverished (Loné?
1976v), feelings of political sensitivity, feelings of political reactance,
-.gnd feelings of political fear (Long, 1976h). The response range for this
scale was 21 (low critical-threatening perceptionsykfo 147 (high céitical—
. threatening percepticns), with a mean response of 92. The mean item-
~scale total correlation, corrected for overlap, for this measure was 0.32,
and it registered an alpha of 0.76.

A 2h-item scale served as the operationalization of the political
alienation concépt. Attitudinael items on this measure tapped feelings of
political powerlessness and political discontentment (Olsen, 1969),
feelings of political cynicism (Agger, et al;, 1961), feeliggs of political
estrangement (Long, 1976e), political hopelessness (Long, 19763), political
disapproval, and political dissonance. Vith a response range of 24 (low
political alienetion to 168 (high political alienation), this measure
manifegted & mean response of 109, & mean item-scale correlation of 0.3k,

and an alpha coefficient of 0.80.
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The second systeﬁic rejection indicator, politicel violence Justification,
was operationalized through the use of a 1l6-item scalie measuring normative
and utilitarian justification for political violence (Long, 19Tkc) and
the apéroval of political assassination to effect change (Long, 197hb)-
Responses on this measure ranged from 16 (low violence justification) to 112
(high violence justification) and the mean response was 54. The scale

shoved a mean item-total correlation of 0.37 and an slpha of 0.78.

G. Results

The first question to be addressed concerns the dimensionality of the
systemic rejection concept. ™o this point in the discussion, it has been
assumed thet the concept is composed of two independent dimensions,
politicalﬁalienation and political violence Justification. As & means of
testing this assumption, the forty items comprising-the two scaies were
subjected to a principai components factor—analysis, with orthogonal rotation
and varimax criterion. This factor rnalysis, with a two-factor ;olution,
eppea;s in Table 1.

In general, two conclusions can be drawn fromlthe factors appearing in
this table. First, the attitudinal items appearing on the political alien-
ation and political ;iolence Justification measurés are relatively independent
of each other, as was initially assumed. Second, the factor ioadings also
suggest that this distinction between the two measures holds for both write
and black pre-adults, aslthough, with the exception of the political assassin-
ation items, this inderendence seems slightly more patent for the white pre—
adults.

To what extent do—=he white and black adolescents respond differentially

i9
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TABLE 1., PRINCIPAL COMPONENTS FACTOR ANALYSES OF POLITICAL ALIENATION
AND POLITICAL VIOLENCE JUSTIFICATIGN INDICATOR ITEMS BY RACE

Factor 1 Factor 2

Political Alienation Items

that I don"®"think it has the right to do.

20

This ‘country is becoming iess democratic 0.58 0.00
every day. 0.23 0.17
Although our government is supposed to be 0.57 ~0.07
hazed om justice for everyome, it really 0.k45 -0.12
isn't ju=t at all.

Yo matter what the. civics btwoks say, all 0.48 ~0.3k
people are not treated politically equally. 0.48 ~0.19
Although I wish it were otherwise, no one 0.37 0.02
in this ©ountry today hes as-much freedom 0.39 -0.08
as the Comstitution says they should have.

In the United States, very wealthy people, 0.39 -0.34
such as leaders in industry and banking, 0.h1 -0.08
have much more influence over what the

govermment does than do most other

Americans,

In the United States, the major decisions 0.51 -0.05
made in each of the major aress of the 0.30 0.06
society, such as industry, foreign affairs,

race relations, and so on, are made by the

Same ‘group of people.

As the govermment is now organized and 0.50 0.1k
operated, I think it is hopelessly 0.39 0.18
incapable of dealing with all the crucial

prodblems facing the country today.

. It seems to me that the govermment often 0.k 0.02
fails to teke necessary actions on 0.48 "~0.01
important matters, even when people favor
such actions.

These days the govermment is trying to do 0.2k 0.16
too many things, inclmiding some asctivities 0.kl 0.07
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TABLE 1. (Cont.)

Factor 1 Factor 2 QE
For the most—-part, the government serves 0.37 0.00 0.1l
the interests of a few organized groups, 0.36 0.09 C:
such as business or labor, and isn't very :
concerned about the needs of people lika my
™ rents and me.
Sometimes politics and government seem so 0.35 -0,28 0.20
complicated that I can't really understand 0.50 -0.0€& 0.25
vhat's goinz on.
I believe-miblic officials don't care much . 0.51 0.2% 0.30
what people: like me and my parents think. .47 -0.0% 0.22
Money is-&hre most important factor influencing 0.61 -0.15 0.40
public pc=icies. 0.4k -0.05 0.20
In order tu get nominated, most candidates 0.48 -0.1k 0.25
for politf—al office have to make basic 0.30 -0.26 0.16
compromis=s and undesirable commitments.
Politicie=s spend most of their time getting 0.50 -0.12 0.26
re-electex or re-eppointed. 0.43 -0.1kL 0.21
People are very frequently manipulated 0.41 -0.05 T0.17
by politicians. . 0.31 -0.02 0.10
A large number of city and county -politicians 0.36 0.07 0.1k
are political hacks. 0.38 -0.03 0.1k
When I think about pélitics and government in the 0.53 0.00 0.28
United States, I consider myself an outsider. - 0.39 0.06 -0.16
When I think about the government in Washington, 0.47 0.10 0.23
I don't feel as if it's my govermment. 0.46 -0.14 0.23
The future of this country seems dark to me. 0.29 0.16 0.11 -

-0.k0 0.18 0.20

All I cen see ahead for the United States is 0.43 0.08 0.19
unpleasentness, rather than pleasantness. 0.k49 0.18 0.27
The future of the U.S. seems vague and uncertain 0.37 0.04 0.1k
to me. . 0.41 0.07 0.8
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TABLE 1. (Cont.)

These days any real American would have to
feel disgust for the government and its
leaders.

Sometimes I wonder how anyone could

feel loyal to the government in
Washington and its leaders.

Political Violence Justification ITtems

Nothing can be gained politically through
the use of violent methods which could not
be gotten by more peaceful means. (Reflected)

What this country needs is more violence to
bring major social problems to the attention
of our politicel leaders.

The easiest way to get govermment officials
to do what you want is’to threaten to use
violence.

The use of violence is never an effective way
of influencing the government. (Reflected)

In the long run, the use of violent tactics in
politics Just does not pay. (Reflected)

A lot more could be gained politically by
violence than by voting or attempting to .
influence the leaders of our govermment
through other peaceful means.

Under certein circumstances, the people have
the right to use violence against the
government and its leaders.

There's nothing immoral about using violent
means to bring about political change.

The use of violence to change the government
is evil. (Reflected)

22

Factor 1 Factaor 2
0.36 0.12
0,46 0.06
0.49. 0.10
0.46 0.20
0.2k -0.60
0.36 -0.23
0.07 0.k1
-0.03 0.40
0.19 0.52
0.01 0.50
~0.15 ~0.36
0.15 -0.27
0.15 ~0.4k
0.2k ~0.27
~0.28 0.70
~0.12. 0.48
0.20 0. 48
0.12 0.35
0.04 0.70
0.08 0.47
0.17 -0.48
0.27 -0.33

h2

0.1k
0.22

0.25
0.25

o n
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" TABLE 1. (Cont.)

Factor 1 - Factor 2 QE

 Even if violence doez'work in politics, it 0.03  ~0.51 0.26
Just isn't right. (Reflected) 0.25 ~0.39 0.22
Nothing Justifies the-use of violence to ~0.02 ~0.49 0.2k
achieve political ends. (Reflected). 0.2k ~0.17 0.09
There'd be a lot more justice in this 0.2k 0.50 0.31°
country if a few pol¥tical leaders 0.17 0.5k4 0.32
were killed.

The United S*ates would be much more 0.06 0.57 0.33
democratic if some political leaders were 0.05 0.61 0.38
killed.

This would be a much ketter country if some 0.19 0.59 0.39
politicians were killed. 0.17 0.60 0.38
Sometimes I khave felt that the best thing : 0.08 0.48 . 0.23
for our country might be the death of some 0.05 0.58 -0.3k4
of our political leaders. : ’
Equality in this country demands the killing 0.11 0.55 0.32
of some politicians 0.08 0.66 0.44
Eigenvalue ‘ 5.30 5.07

LT 4.65 3.76
‘Percent of Variance 13.3 12.7
11.6 9.4

" NOTE: Whites on first row; blacks on second row.

23
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to the social deprivation and sociopolitical reality model indicators?
The first hypothesis predicts that the black adolescents will score lower
on the gratification measure and higher on the psychological maladjustment,
sociopolitical reality perceﬁtion, political alienation, and political
‘violence Justification measures. The single-classification analysis of
variance results in Table 2 show that three of these five predictions are
maledjustment, critical—threateni;g perceptions, and political violence
Justification. On the remaining two measures, however, no inter-racial
differences appear. | | A

A more powerful statisticaiw;est-of the initial hypothesis appears in
Table 3, where all five indicators have beeh simultaneously entered into a
step-wise multiple discriminant analysis to determine the degree to which
they, in combination, servebas predictors of the adolescents' races. A
number of finding# are of interest in this taﬁle. First, ératification
level has not entered the discriminant analysis because of its lack of
predictive power. Second, of the four remaining verisbles, critica%:;;h
threatening perceptiong of éociopolitical reality and pplitical aEQZEZEQon 3
are clearly the best predictors of race. Third, the canonical correlation
of 0;22 indiéétes that these four variables are only weakly associated with '
the racial variablé. Last, the third conclusion is reinforced by the pre-
dictive power of the four vériables in combination, which is only nine percent
better than chance. Therefore, it must be concluded tﬁat although racial
differences appear on these four.variables, especially regarding perceptidns

of systemic functioning and feelings of political alienation, great dif-

ferences in the responses of white and black adolescents do—met occur on

24
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these fariables. Hypothesis ome, then, is only weskly supported.

Hypotheses two through elevern predict various relationships between
the five indicators employed in the integrated social deprivation-
sociopolitical reality model. The bivariate correlations appearing in
Table b will serve as the initial test of these predictions. Gratification
level, for instance, should correlate negatively with psychological
maladjustment, negatively with critical-threatening perceptions of socio-
political reality, negatively with feelings of political alienation, and
negatively with political violence justification. As the correlations shéw,
only the gratification level-political violence Justification nexus is
supported, and the association is weask to moderate. In the remaining casesg,
either the correlation is insignificant or, more importantly, théJ?élatioﬁ-
ship is reversed, with gratification associated with higher levels of
psychological maladjustment, critical-threatening perceptions of sociopolitical
reelity, and feelings of political alienation. Although relatively wesak,
the latter two findings suggest that a certein level of life satisfaction
must be present for an iqdividual to either find the sociopoliticel world
salient or to be capable of evaluating it in a critical light. In any case,
these correlations show that the role of social deprivation or gratification
is comparatively slight in tﬁe integrated model of systemic reJéction.

The integrated systemic rejection model would further predict that
psychological maladjustment would contribute to greater'soqiopolitical
perceptions of a criticeal and versonally threatening nature, to greater
feelings of Political elienation, and to greater sentiments of political
violence justification. with one exception; these hypotheses receive

moderate levels of support in Table 4. Thus, psychologicel maladjustment
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mey either scnsitize the individual to the sociopolitical arené's
operations and/or critically distort the individual's perceptions and
evaluations of those operations. Eypotheses six, seven, and eight, in
general, feceive empirical support smong New Haven adolescents.

To an extent, this notion of ﬁggfitization—distortion can be in-
vestigated further through testing hypotheses nine and ten, which posit a
relationship between perceptions of systemic functioning and systemic
rejection. 1If, in fact, these hypotheses are confirmed, then it might be
argued that a degree of psychological ﬁaladJustment mey foster gresater
perspicacity with regard to the operations of the socilal and political
systems, rathgr than simply reflecting the individual's intrapsychic
disturbence. The hypothesized 1ink between critical-threatening perceptions
and political alienation derives support frém the correlations in Table L;
political violeﬁce Justificaﬁion, though, is uncorrelated with such
perceptions. These findings strengthcn the earlier factor gnalytic results
which indicated thelindependenCe of the tyo systemic rejection dimensions;
these findings also suggest that the sensitization-perspicacity notion may
only be applicable to feelings of politiéal alienation, not to political
violence . justification, which, given the gratification level and psychological
maladjustment correlations, may be founded more on the psychologic |
attributes of the individual. |

Hypothesis eleven predicts a positive correlation between political
alienation and political violence justification. On the basis of the results
reported above, it is not surprising that the two variables are:unassociatéd.
The eleventh hypothesis is not supported.

Partial corrélations, controlling for the extraneous effects of sex,

29
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grade ievel, grade-point-smv=rage, political involvement, and parem=al
education level on the crrrsintions in Tu.le L, in&isated =*at these
demogranttic--categoric va~—=%ti2s had a negi_*’.:2 “~Tluence on the
relatio-=hips reported.

Tr= Zivariate corr=i.=icas cited to this pcint in the discussic =

rovide imsights concexrnizs~ yeiationships between variables,'but the o not
urnish information regarﬁim;&either the multiple effects of variables or
the causal relations between . rariables. The pe=- analysis results i:
Figure 2 supply information -z both these point=, and permit a more
rigorous testing of the hypotheses guiding this study.

The path coefficients in Figure 2 clarify the rather qomplex multivariate
relationships outlined in the integrated model of systemic rejection ante-
cedents. First, no differences appear between the two races regarding the
predictive power of the model concerning pclitical alienation. In viewing
the dynamies of the model, howe?er, it is clear that gratification level and
psychological maladjustment play a much greater role in tﬁe model for the
white adolescents, whereas critiéal—threatening perceptions of sociopolitical
reality are more important in the fostering of politicel alienation among
the black adolescenis. In considering the sources of sociopolitical reality
verceptions, though, psychologicél maladjustment is more important for the
black adolescents, relative to their white counterparts.

MajJor racial differences do occur in predicting political violence
Justification, with the model being three times more powerful in explaining
thesé'sentiments among the white group, compared to the blacks. Here, too,
both gratification level and psychologicel maladjustment exert much more

effect for the whites than for the blacks. In this regard, equivocal results
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FIGURE 2. PATH MODELS F SYSTR:7 : FiJ=CTION ANTECEDENTS BY RACE

Whites
Psycl-ul (‘)Sim._
Maladdume - 032
!‘ o \?olitical Violenge
PR i : Justification (r°= .20)
J Ugf/,’a
~ Gratification -0.3 BT \\ 0.36
Level \.\\ 4..\."
| LT Political
N Alienation (r"= .50)
b3
7
Critic x—"hr:e=mening /’0/5/1/
Percer {ons
Blacks

Psychaoilcsical
Maladjusiment ~_0-15

-~ SN \,

0.1% -~ H Political Violence
e ~ ~ Justification (r= .06)
Gratification - 0T
Level -0.21 !‘ 5 - 16
03/e
t 053E Political 5
JV' Alienation (rc= .5L)
Critical-Threatening .62
Perceptions

NOTE: All unstandardized path coeffficilemts are equal to twice their
standard errors. All .scores have been standardized.
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pertain to the final bypotiesis concerning —the predictive pover of the moaxl
in accounting for systemim:rejscti§n among white 2nd black pre-adults.:

in predicting political elienation, the model does not significantly
differentiate between white and black adolescents, although it does indi::sis
that different political efienation sources apply for the two groups; ir
predicting political violence JusFification, the model clearly serves as @&
better predictor of these.senti;;nts smong white adolescents, and it {ndfcwm=s
d;fferent sources of such attitudes for the two r=mces.

In reconsidering hypotheses two through eleven, the path analytic
results seem to provide the strongest support for the positive association
between psychological maladjustment and critical-threatening perceptions of
sociopolitical reality, the negative relationship between gratification level
ard political violence justification, and the positive correlation between
systemic perceptions and political alienation. This analysis furnishes
weaker support for the psychological maladjustment—political alienation
. and -political violence justification linkages.

It is also noteworthy that three theoretically significant causal
connections did not occur in Figure 2: 1) gratification level exerting a
strong effect on psychological maladjustment, 2) gratification level in-
fluencing perceptions of systemiic functioning, and 3) political alienation
determining the approbetion of violence to produce political change. The
sociological lfterature would lead one to expect all three of these causal
paths.to be strongiy evidenced by the New Haven data (Long, 1976f; Long,
1976g). All three relationms, however , may rest on a model of sociopolitical
behavior founded on the assumption that individuals afe far more ideclogically

sophisticated than they may be (Converse, 196Lk). Related to this notion is
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the essumption that smeh cerceptions end attitué: are wore veiiticized than
they msy well be. Thus, wwithout strong envizon-._ual inrerwertion inter-
Jecting these ideclogicel ard nclitical coneerns ‘mto ths isdividual's
awareness, the indivicue. prcb==ly does mot echieve such vosoitive closure

himself (Fdelman, 196L; =i=ime-. 1971).

E. Conclusion

Much of the early literstmre on political socizlization odjectives
stressed respect for political authority, obedience to the law, and involve-
ment in conventional modes of political participation (Greenstein, 19€5;
Hess and Torney, 1967; Easton and Demmis, 1969). Such obfiectives were bmsed
on a static model of the :sociopolitical system characterimed by consensus,
compliance, anc passivity (Litt, 1963). These goals bene=itted the white
middle-class am2 those in positions of power, but did not contribute to the
well~being of tihe impoverished, racial minor3ties, or the powerless (Gamson,
1968). Furthermore, given the recent history of the political Eystem,
rarticulerly regarding the events.in Southe=st Asia, Watergate-related
corruption, and the role of the govermment im the violation :of citizens’
coz;stitutione.l rights, it woulZ ampear that this model of democratic
citizenship does not meet tSie demands of tire=-times.

As has been argued -elsmwvhere (Long =mrt Stroms, 1976a; Long and Strong,
1976b), the peoples' representatives in the-politicel system may prove more.
responsive to demands from—the masses, end more cmutious ir—independently
imﬁlementing public policyoutpurs, knowing that political =Ffenation among

Americans is atypically high at the present time (Wright, 1976), and

33



- 31 -

knowing-that, in —he spi:‘“*‘“ of the Declaratior of :I::ﬂependence, today'=
emergirnz: citizens may be Zore wmesntive to politicAal reform through violent

means .i¥ necessar—.

Tazz change .1 =he come=psmualization of demoerusic citizenship is
reflecter. in a rement stuay =f ~ivwic education on=r:. international level,

which trmnscends <he tragiici

. model of politicer socialization to suggest
the Gevelomment of mew stmmes ir the political lemrrming process, ip which the
‘pre-aduiZ's view of society =xymnds beyond "shelt=red" or "sophisticated"

views:

Stege 1: Very vague, iImexticmlate notiorss, with emergent images
of one or two instftuticmm, e.g., the: police.

Stage 2: Whet may be ceiled the "shelter=d" view, in which
primarity the harmonfzimg velues and —processes beccme
established.

Stage 3: An intermedizte stage of growing awareness of socisl
conflict, of’seconric forces, of the UN, of multiple
insiututionac. rcles, ete., ant essentrially still with & sheltered
orientatiotf..

Stege L: What has be=p called tke sophisticated or reallstlc
view abome. with Zess siz=ss on fairmindedness and under-
standing, #5isar smereness of both cohesive and divisive
functions == many imstitztions, o2 overlap between in-
stituticmez functions, 2 socisl TFas, low pa:ti:cipation,
oppressies potential , ax-.

Stage 5: Scwypiticism, a gemsrs]l comiiemt for institutions and
lack of P=lief in their =fficscy., #r emphasis om:discordeant
functiors,, unfafrness, exfl claf%s ime. denial of participetion
and of iEproved understzmdimyr ‘Tozmey, et al., ¥975: 318-319).

From the evidemve "zmnd zmmong: New Hever -adnlescents, both white end -
black, it would: seer tiwy hmwe, along witi: M= Foti, inm his introduction

to this parer, —eached Smmee-S,
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App=ndix

Gratification l:evel Scale (Alpha= 0.57)

After you sgraduate from high school, if you wact = get 8 Treally
znjoyeble Jjob, what are thes chances of yous getting the kind of
~0ob ¥ou really deserve?

After you graduate from high =school, if yrw wumt tc earm & rexlly
good income, wheit ave the chances of yuur earming the kind of
income You really d=serve?

After you graduate from high school, if you waz= o find a2 resliy
nice niace to live, what are the chances of wour finding th= kind
of hame you really deserve?

(Five<point Poor-Excellent response option)

To vhat extent will the goverrment and society :s=ep you from getting
the kind of Job you really deserve?

To what extent will the government and :society iseep you from earning
the kind off income you realily deserve?

To what extent will the govermment and =mciety keep you frem finding
the kind of home you really desexve?

(Five-point Completelj~Nune esponse aption)
Here is a picture of a ladd@=r. Suppose wh4i: tke top of the Iladder (Stem

9) reoresents the best poasible life for nmerson and the bottom (Stew 1)
represents the worst possible life for a =rsom.

Where on the ladder do you feel you Terswmal®r stact at the present tire=?

Where on the ladder do yom fee’ ymuw mersor.ally @eserve to stamd st the
Pr=sent time?

Wher=:on the ledder do yomw:feel yau perstnally stood five years ago?-

Where on the ladder do you Feel you personally deserved to stand five
Tears ago?

Wher= on the ladder o yau feel you personally will stand five years
fram now?

Where on the ladder do yom ferel you versonally will deserve to stand
five years from now?




Psychological Maladjustment Scale (Alpha= 0.82)

I have known people who pushed me so far that we came to blows.
I often feel like a powder keg ready to axplude.

I do many things 4that make me feel remorseful afterwards..

I am irritated a great deal more than people are aware of..

I often feel that I have not lived the righkt kind of life.

I commonly wonder what hidden reason ancthesr person may hzve for
doing something nice for me.

I havz often felt thgt strangers were lockiwms at me critimally.
I am sure I am being talked about,
I have often felt that people say insultsimz and vulgar thinge: ebout me.

Although some people say that most people —an be trusted, yow cemn't
be too cereful in your dealings with pewple.

The best way to handle people is to tell timem winat: thew want to hear.
I often feel =akward and out of mlace.

People were bett:: off in the ol days whem ews=rymne imew *n=t how
he was expected to act.

With everything in such a state .cf disorder, .&Ix*= hars fo- = person
to know where he stands from cne day-to tie:mext.

Everything changes so quickly these days thor T often have twrruble
deciding which are the right rmles to follow.

My blood Boils whenever a person stubbormly r=fuses to admit he's wronzs.

Obedience and respect for authority are the most importank xirtues
children should learn.

Howadays when so many different kinds of weroplke mowe arour and mix
together so much, & person has to protect imsel¥ espmrially
carefully ageinst catching an infection or diseese from them.

I certzinly feel . useless at times.

Pecple: 1ike myself have very little chance of proterting om—personal
interests when they conflict with: those of strooz pressmee groups.
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To a great extent rmy life is controlled by accidental happenings.

It's not elways wize for me to plan too far shead because many'things
turn out to be =2 matter of good or bad fortune.

Often there is no chance of protecting my personal irterest from bad
Juck heppenings.

I find it difficult %o take criticism without feeling hurt.
I worry ebout little things.

1 get terribly upset and miserable when things are not the way I would
like them to be.

It is a terrible catastrophe when affairs in this country do not work
out as we wapt them to.

(Seven-point Dimagree Strongly-Agree Strongly response optidﬁ)

Critical-Threatening Percsptions of Sociopolitical Reality Scale (Alpha= 0.76)

When they both commizt the same crimes, black people get longer sentences
than white -peopls.

Political leaders taxe advantage of black people more than they do
white people.

Police treat black prople worse than white people,

When they both.commit the same crimes, poor people get longer sentences
than rich people.

Police treat poor people worse than rich people.

Political leaders take advantage of poor peogﬂgikore than they do
rich people.

Most politicians don't really repreSeht the interests of black people.

A vhite man has & better chance of influencing our political leaders
than does 2 black man.

A rich man has a better chanée of influencing our political leaders
than does & poor man.

Most politicians don't really represent the interests of poor people.

I become afraifl when I hear what some of our political leaders have
been doing recently.
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When I read about what tre government is doing to some people these
days, I become frightened for my own safoety.

Same of the governmment's recent activities make me afraid for my
personal well-being.

The way our leaders are running the country these days, I really
feel threatened.

Sometimes I feel that the poor political leadership we've had in this
country recently is going to scmehow threaten the kind of life
I'd like to live. '

I'm not going to be able to live the kind of life I'd like to live
because of the way this country is being run.

I'm not as free to do some of the things I'd like to do because of the
rolitical situation in this country today.

I feel personally threatened when I hear how our government is managing
the economy these days.

With the recent wiretapping and spying activities of the government
coming to light, it's obvious that the personal privacy of all
of us is threatened.

I would feel very threatened if the government prohibited me from
reading certain books or watching certain television programs,

I would feel very frustrated if the government wouldn't allow me to
associate with or talk to certain people.

(Seven~point Disagree Strongly-Agree Strongly response option)
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