DOCUNENY RESOME R . RN
. ‘ ' -

AUTHOR ~ . .- aerlan. nichele He sedlacek, ¥illian n. . ’ )
r:rLz' o COllnnity Perceptions of Campus Unrest. Resoarch ’ ‘
‘4»;Report ‘Hoe ‘4=T1e | o

INSTITUTIOI .o Maryland univ.. College Park. Co&ELaling Center. . .
 PUB DATE . 7 T , | - o
BOTE~ " * 29p. : '
lVAILLBLB PROM Counseling CGnter, University of laryland, c°llege

\\3\, | - park, Maryland 20742 ($1.50) ° 2,

. . - -

. . EDRS" PRICE MP-$0.83 HC-$2.06 Plus Postage. F “"

. ,DESCRIPTIORS - *College Students; *COllnnity Attitudes. conflict°

A - o *Dissent; Higher Pducation; Institutional Research;
Tt L *political Attitudes; Questiannaires; Research

| Projects; Social Attitudes; State Universities;
. *Student Alienation; Student Attztudes- *Stndent

. ' .. 'Behavior; Sfarveys w
IDENTIPIERS ﬁQg;versity of. ryland College Park R ' W

. ‘ . . I R . . . - o
ABSTRACT. -+ |

: In 1970p a randoaly selected salple of 101 reszdents
of the’ cdlnnnlty surrounding the University of Maryland, COI& 2 ’
park, were surveyed to determine their perceptzdhs of campu rest,
and their responses, vere conpated to student perceptzbns of\%he sale

.. events. Study variables vere liberal-conservati 1f-ratings of the
residents, political party idemtification,” educ on, age, income,
sex, race, and attitudes and behavior related to canpus disruptions
and the war in Vietnam. Some general conclusions were reached, but-
there was a great range of opinion among -the College Park onnnnzty
residents. Based on the self-selected ‘labels offfliberal ang .
conservatives, liberals tended to see the society and nnzverszty at
faplt, aﬁ&'the conservatives tended to place the fault with ‘the
- demonstrators. Younger community residents wece more like y ta feel.
.that the National Guard intensified the violence and thzf/ foreign
pollcy caused the disturbanccs. Older residents tended - feel that

..dd-sTupters--should . he.expelled, that .the National Guard made the’
campus safe, and that outside agitators; spring fever: caused the ,
disruptions. A 'sample of 5,671 students wvere administered some of the
same items. Students, generally responded similarly to the liberal -

4

community group sample .With respect to the war and to causes of t&:

dlstnrhances- Survey questzens and,fesponse data are 1nc1nded.
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At the Utiversity of Maryland there were many ‘rumors of community resent- *
ment of the events occurring on the College PaPk campus an& in the town of .
College Park during May, 1978,  The purpose of this'study was. to explore the .
perceptions:&f tlie College Park community toward campus ‘snrest and to compare
these perceptuons.to student perceptidns of the same events.’ A sample of 101
‘fandomly selected Lollege Park residents wédre admifistered a questionnaire.
.Regults indicated that they felt polite use of force was weasonable and that
there were isolated incidents of violence by demonstrators -against .police, and -

- they expressed some ‘concern about-possible damage to their property.. They "also
. tended to feel that the Unvversrty administration was too .'"lemient in handling’
e the crisis," and that the Governor. should handle demohstrations in a somewhat

tough. manner. The item that perhaps evoked the strongest response comcerned
the blocking of RoSte | (the.main highway through College Park} by the demon-
strators. onty 9% of the sample felt that this actuon was probably justified
(see Table 1). J .. . L _ .

> . Table 2" shows that the total sample most agreed with statements that
.o stuaents ‘'should. be encouraged to work for change in orderly ways, that "radicals
and outside agitators' had caused the disturbances, and that American combat
~ personnel shouldwbe withdrawn at a rate not endangering the: government of
+ South Vietnam. The sample dusagreed most strongly with stafements that any
- type of protest is reasqnable as long as the goals are justiNfied, that-.racial
< tension, spring fever, or domestic and economic crisis caused*the disturbances,
that the.presence of the National. Guard intensified the violence, or that
' mllntary aid and troops should be wuthdrawn from S.E. Asia now (see Table 2).

‘

\\ ' leferences between Iuberals and conservatuves and older and youngerﬁ
residents were,als6 presented and discussed. , Researchers were given a very
‘EOSltlve receptiof by community residents and the long term benefits of the. -
tudy may be better relations with the community and a recognition by the

University and the communlty that they do have mutual interests and much to; ’
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. . ThereAhave been sEveral'attempts at studying campus unrest through

participatory roles of col lege students, facully and_adminlstratons.(Petersen.

ﬁ&% . . -
e 1968; Keniston. 1967; Astin, 197); @ele and Adamson, 1969) or demographic and
personality gtudies of these same groups (Westby and Braungart, 1966; Katz,
ﬁﬂ& 1967; Lipset, 1967; Flacks, 1967; Washburn; 1369§ Van Aridale et al., 1970;

& sgdlacek 1971). . , . | .
S
ogever, partncularly lackang have been studues concerq:ng community

m.., - -

perceptions of campus unrest. .Studies anvolvung communnty percept:ons of campus

Sc

events lnclude Astin's (1969) examanatlog,of communaty and institution respon-

ses to protest, but his results have dealt ma:nly wut& legalustnc or disci-

»

pl:nary responses by university admnnastratluns. Results iAdicate high

N 4 - ‘ .- - - L3
correlations between violent protests and arrests and nnductmejts by cilvil ]
authorities.  Nonviolent tactics had no direct relationship to arrest and in-

. e . ) ©t

dictment. A study: of communsty attntudes toward campus‘unrest was done by

L 4 -

Wrrthlln and Bregllo (1969) and consnstedﬁbf an overvnew of public attltudes

V4
towards campus problems in the.state of California and a ‘measure of the in- ,

» . . . ’ . .
tensity of response to student pritest among various demographic and political -

Subfgroups."The;resu]ts indicated: ( f-that 8]% of thoseﬁinterviewed agreed .«

- . -

with the statement 'Students who disrdpt the orderly process o{'education

" through demonstrations should be immediately expelled " (2) the more con-
K] ' - A

servative the |nd|vudual's past votung pattern the more probable it was that
he expressed an extreme negatlve att:tude‘toward_campus protest, (3) the =~

higher the individual's level of education, the more probable_lt‘was that

he expressed a less negative attitude, (&) Negroesswere more tolerant of student
. : . . . i ] .

r

¢ . protest. ;Jirthlin and‘Breglio concluded that student unrest seems to have .

‘created a rallying point for the more conservative elements of society.’

At the University of Maryland there were many rumors of community-resent-
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L o - —




ment of the events occurring on the Co)lege Park campus and in the town of

8

College Park during May, 1970. Howevef.,there have been no systematic .studies

of community perceptions of ‘such events, nor of community feelings toward the

University. The puspose of this study was to explore- the perceptions of the
Collegé Park community toward campus~unf§%t\and to compare these perceptions

to previously obtainhed student perceptions of the same events.
: ? §

It was decided that the study by Wirthlin and Breglio.(1969) set a use-
ful madel. to follow. For this reason, some of the hypotheses set in that study

were retested to see whether the rcsuﬁgg\wOuld be equally valid in a diff‘iﬁpt

community, in afdifférent'géographical area, and at a different time,

P

Hypotheses:.1. the more canservative the individual, the more'probable it will .-
. - 2,

be that he will feel riegatjvely toward campus protest, 2. older residents will

v

feel‘more'negatively-than‘yOunger residents, 3. College Park residents will
generally feel negatively:about student protest.Jy

s . LR cyed

T., i Method

-a .
-

Variables " "

The variables studied were: liberal-conservative self-ratings.of the -
e ~~rf?identsk pofitica+uparty-identificafion.’education, age, income, sex, rage,-

" _and agtitddes and behavior related to campus disruptions and the war in Vietnam.

Procedure .

College:Park has a population of about 27,000. A sampie of 101 persons

e o - - . .
: was selected from the telephone directory* by means ‘'of a random sampling

- .method. Both male and female residents were included, and to maximize the
likelihood of getting both sexes in the sample, an effort was made to inter-

wiew residents in the evening when males were home as well as during the day

* Although past studies note fha;‘telephone owners are not represéntative»
- " of the public at large, it was felt t¥at nearly all College Park residents’

X had telephones. ) . .
y Q N : . . g
ERIC g '
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when women were likely to be bome: To fully essess community attlitudes, an
attempt was made to eliminate full time students at the University from the
semple:' Subjects nere approached by Counseling Center representatives who
egpt@éned the purpose df the study %nd asked them to complete an anonymous
QUestlgnniire..iA lob%‘semple'was attained by randomly selecting one olterngte
person if the original subject could not be contacted. Only two people refused
to ?omplete the questionnaire. Researchers were trained by means of a series
of .briefing sessions, and a pre-test was done which served to reduce any unfor-_ -
seen difficulty (such as experimenter characteristics, unforseen hostility, etc.).

The primary purpose of the tralning session was to develop standardized pro-

cedures and to-'reduce variability due to researchers.

Data Analysis * - v '

ReSponses to categorical items were reported in percentages by total b )
sample age, and political ideology, and analyzed by chﬂlw)yére Responses
to Likert type utems were reported in means and standard deviations by total
"sample, age, and political ideology, and analyzed by F. While responses were

qQuite diverse, some general statements are possible.

-

Results
Generally, people in the total sample had lived in College Park for three
or more years, were not connected wuth the University, were about half home
.owners and half renters, were moderates, were Democrets or Independents who
voted more for Nixon than Humehref in 1968, with more than half having completed
college, with a medfan income of about $11,000, and a median age of about 35.
The samplie was 91% whitei and about half male and half female (see Table If.

The sémple tended to get their information about the demonstration from TV and

newspapers, although 16% got firsthand information. They generally felt that
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the poltce use of force was reasdneble end thet there were isolated 8ncldents

w/l
of vlolence by demonstrators egainst pollce. end expressed 3ome concern ebout

possible demage to their"’ property They elso'tended to feel that the Univer--

. sity edmunustretioh was too “lenlent in handlung the cr-sis.“ and that the '

-Governor should handle demonstratuons ina somewhat tough waoner. The.item

* ) that perhaps evoked thé strongest response concerned the blockung'of Route 1

. (the main h‘ghway through cOlIege Perk) by the demonstrators Only 9% of the
semple felt that this action was probably justified (see Table 1). .

Fable 2 shows that the total sample mos t agreed wvth statements that

students should be encouraged tb-work for change in‘orderly ways, that'”radicals

and outside agitators'' had caused the dusturbances, and that American combat

.° personnel should be wsthdrawn at a rate not endangerung the government of South
Vuetnam The sample di'sagreed most strongly with statements that any type of
protest is reasonable as long as the goals are justified, that racial tension,
spring fever, or domestic and economic crisis caused the disturbances. that
the presence of the National Guard intensified the violence, or that rnil'}tar"

\\aid and troops should be withdrawn from S.E.-Asia now (see Table 2).

-

Liberst vs Cormservative : , . .

Compared to conservatives, liberals (item 4) tended to: be* |ndepénderits

(#s opposed to Repdb&icans); ﬁeel that the police used excessive force ; feel
that violence byroemonstrators against police was isolated not widespread; feel

that blocking Route 1 was justified; .and that the Governor should handle dis-

. \ , : . .
turbances in a somewhat tolérant manner (see Table 1). Table 2 shows ti#:*

conservatives were more’lfiel& to feel that: disrupters should.be expelled; :he
National G@ard made the campus safer; national security increased with the

deployment of new missiles; we must have military victory in S.E. Asia; Selec~

. tive Service is a good idea; the president should be supported in all circum-

“ >
-

i} - ) .

s .
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© ,stances; and that outside ggitator; c;;sed the disturbances.
Liberals, on thé other'hand, were more likely ;o feel that: National
Guard intenslfied the violence; campus police should nof wear'firoarms;
military aid and troops should be withdrawn from S.E. Asia now; the Univer-
sity should not ;ccumglate non-academic records on students; and that foreign

policy, domestic and economic crisis and student frustra;ions_with:University

administration caused the disturbances.

.

Younger vs Older Residents

Yo?ngér residents (21-30) as opposed to older re;id&nts.(kl-so) tended
to: have Jived less time in the community; be rent;rs: be more educatedﬁ and
to have viewed the disruptions first hand (Table 1). On sttitude items (Table .
2) younger residents were more likely to feel that the National Guard intensi-
fied the violence, and that ;oreign policy caused the.disturboﬁﬁes. Older
residents, however, tended to feél that disrupters shoﬁld be expelled, that -

‘ ‘ . . ,
the National Guard made the campus safe and that outside agitators/and sprihg

fever caused the disruptions.

Discussion
2lscussion

]

Obviously there is a gréat range of opinion 060né College Park residents.

It-is possible to‘state general conclusions, but these data suggéSt that we
cannot ;téreotype'the attifudes and feelings of community residents. The issue
which evoked the strongest reaction from residents was the'blocking of Route 1,
This action haéitﬁe efféct‘of hurting businesses on the street and of preventing
residents from havin§ easy access to their homes and jobs. Thus there is .
evihence that ;uch an action could be counterproductive for those e*ﬁﬁessing
9i§sgnt. Another potential myth that should be dispelled is that residentsv
were 'Uup in'armS“ about the distufbances. There was some concern expressed

~—
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but agein & wide range of opinion was given. However, it- should bé recalled

that the date wert’fhered six months after the disturbances. Feelings may
n

have cooled jn the terim. The self selected labeils of libera) and conserva-

tive differentisated residents on many items in a predicted directlon. It is
interesting to note how a single item calling for a 4elf appelation can so
clearly differentiate two groups on other ifbms. The liberals seeing the

. ,» ,
society and University at fault, with the conservatives placing the fault with

the demonstrators themselvés, seems to represent the essence of each position.

Agé also serves to differentiate respondents with fewer significant differences o

A3

than liberal-conservative, but with the Same general pattern, The fact that
. younger residents relied,Qn firsd hand know{;dgé more in expressing their.opinions

L »
is also‘ig}gf:;ting and may reflect a difference in life style, with older

residents more content to let others tell them what is happening, while younger

residents want to see for themselves more . However conservatives were more likely

)

to view the demonstrations first hand than were liberals. _Perhaps siénificant
for future policy decigions are the opinions,expressgd about police interven- /

tion. The majority of the residents felt that eorlytuse of police force was

unnecessary but that continued demon/;ratuons would necessntate their deploy-

»\ At

‘ment. However self—descrubed conservatives and older resrdents felt that police
should be used unconditionally. Many liberal residents felt that police should

not” be used under any circymstances.

Students (N=5,671) at fhe Ungvbrsity were administered some of'th; same
i tems® ohe ;: two months eariier (Kimba}l and Sedlacek, 1971). Generally .
students were more luberal (36% vs 24%) and radical (5% vs none) and less
moderate (36% vs,SS%) than College Park resudents Each group_contained about
the same percentpge of conservatives (14% vs 15%). Stgdentsﬁgenerally resﬁbnd--
ed simil?rly to the liberal'@ollege Park sample with respect to the war and ;o?,,

. - ‘ ) » . /
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" ceauses Pf'thc disturbances. On the latter poim, Kimball and Sedlacek (197I). a
found that ,50% of the Maryland su;dcnt bod; had ‘porti-cipuod’ in ; dmhs?:o-
tion within the last year. 1f we examine the genera! foolingy', of Cd'“iilogo Park
residents that radicals and outsidc‘a_gltotors couso; (§ V) disturt;ancu. we have
‘» possible discrepancy between fact and feeling. Either Coll_ogc Park residents
felt -that SO0% of the students are radical or hﬂy gulln:h':n following out-
“side agitators or they are seriously misperceiving the numbers and kinds of
people ‘cngaglng in demonstrations. 0f course, it' cc;bld be'thot any given
demm;strotlon had relatively few participants, but over the year the to'tal
cum!ated' to S\O‘A 0f course, one must also distinguish between riots and pesce-
ful demonstrations and lhe connotation and definition of the word demonstra-
tion by students and commupity residents is not k‘noum. It shoul.d be added
that the recegtion given the rg‘seot:chers was Qv'erwhelmlngly positive. Most
‘people were plessed that the Univgrsit\y cd.reayul:nt ‘they thought about sugh

‘ issues and 46 spcciﬁ;:a‘l‘vly requested results of the study. A bri.ef’_inltial
summary and copy qf the final report was sent to all those requesting one.

- Officf.ls’}of‘ (;-ollege Park were also pleased with the .study, expressing them-

i_ste).ves 4?'7?35'\' at an open meeting gn' campus to which they were invited. Thus
the long —te(n; benefits of the study m:y be better relatioqg with the community

and a recognition by the University and the com':;mi-ty that they do have mutual
_ Yy A .

interests and much to §ain from comnunicatin‘g with one snother.

-

L4 0




. 2
sis of ceurpl factors.
ogical Association Mesting, Weshing-

Astin, A.W.
Paper presented at t

Amer ican Payc

ton, D.C., September, 1969. ' . .
Astin, A.W. New evidence on campus ‘unrest, 1969-70. (fducational Record, 1971,
Li-L6.
\
Bettelheim, 8. & Jenowitz. M  Sociel change and prejudice. New York: Free
Press, 1964, *

Cole. S. & Adamson, M. 7h' student demonstrations at Columbie University:

terminants of fecull rt. Columbia University, Bureau of Applied e
« Social Research, 1989. . ,

Flacks, R. The liberated generation: An explorat!on of the roots of studcnt
protest . Journal of Soc30| Issues, July, 1967, 23, 52-75.

I .
Kaetz, J. The student activists: Rights, needs and rs of underqgraduates.
. Stanford University. Institute for the Study of Human Problems. 1967 .
. Keniston, K. 'Thehsource of student dissent. Journal of Social Issues, July,
1967, 23. 108-137. . ’ :

Kimbell, R.L, & Sedlacek, w.E. Differences between participants and none®,
participants in campus demonstrations.at the Univers-ty of Marylend. Research

R rt # 2-71, Counseling Center, University of Maryland, College Park, -
Maryland, 1971. ‘L ..

Lipset, S.M. (Ed.) Student politics. New York: Basic Books, 1967 . .

Petersen, R.E, The sc of orqanized protest in the U.S.. 1967-68.
Princeton: Educational Testing Service, 1968. ’
. ' .

»  Schmidt, D.K. £ Sedlacek, W.E. _An analysis of the attitudes and behavior
as isted with student dememstrations on the Vietnam war. (ollege Student
. Survey, 1971 (in press). AY

4

Van Arsdale, P., Sedlacek, W.E., Collins, A., Fiore, N., Lynch, R., Nault. S.'
Pfeifer, M., & Schmidt, D.K., The Wietnam moratorium (Oct. 15, 1969): what
happened on one campus. Research Report # 1470, Counseling Center, Univer-
sity of Maryland, College Park, Maryland, 1970.

° Washburn, P.C. Cognition and political denonstrat|0ns-- A pilot stﬁdy worke
ing Paper # 32, Institute for the Study of Social Change, Department of
. Sociology. Purdue University, 1969.
Westby, D. & Braungart, R. Class qnd politics in the family backgrOund of
student political activists. American Sociological Review, 1966, 31, 690-

‘ ‘- 12




"“@’5

Q

ERIC

PAruiitex: providea by enic [

- -.‘_ . - - . - . . ’ ’j
. - .
. A )
-, 5.»' ~ - . )
. : RSN S
3 : . . . =
. 13 & B - ‘o . : I ' . . - t~ .‘
: ‘ - References, Cont'd.: P -~ SR
ﬁ - - ) - [N - - )

" : ) . ‘ ' " ﬂh .
wlrthlm, . & Bregl:o, V. Pubhc reaction to ‘student protest-‘ The* ‘
Callforma case > - Paper

Opmlon Research Conference, May, 1969'

. .
i f
. » - - :
" ’ e
- ~ N e . *
» . <
A ’ o
- " .
. - L .
-~ - \.u. e N
* *
- : - o
- p. ~
. . '
>~ - ¢
. »
. -
D -’
N . 13
.
< S .
o 4 B -
rolg
- . .
«®
-
. o "
*
K‘- J’ - . :
. 5 - .« .
. . -~
' N z o
- Y -
- e .

» -
P ’
~ .
- .
' ’ -
rp
W @
, .
- . n
- ]
- -
Py
. - ° °
i ! -
- ¢ . A
- .
I - ’
5
I
\ ’ ¢ '
- <
. -~
> w ’
. . e

resented at fhe Amencan Assocnatlon for Publrc -

Il



2

ok Total percents 4o not always equal 100 due to round;ng and o response

o . Table 1
I,é)j ‘ o Percent Responses’to Cateqorical | tenskt \
T L ke ke
C | . - Total Liberals Con§ervétives o f2l;30 ,), 4150
e R (1 1) S (1 R (1) N =37 gNe22)
! | % B A T P
lMWMmmhMmmmhm = L o L
1. Less than one year W o7 R 10 19 _—_—
L1 years | 33 K /| 18
3. 3-10 $E: [P T 3 19 R
h 0ver jears SEET 3 W 50
2 In whucb category eyl g (A) , . SR U
L. Abusiness owner . 2 . e S N -
2. A hone ower ., - .80 3B 5 -2, 82
3 ‘Rent a hone-or apartment b9 67 T L U
b, Other (speCIfy) S - e L
3 hre you:. | o : SN S A
1. Faculty at the Unnver5|ty 7 8 - - 5 . 5
2, Staff at the University (specify -~ " - i R
posi tion) . G b N 7 5 -
3. Part=tine student 3 8 .- 3 5
b, Fulltime student - - j 2 4 .- 5 .
5. Not connected with the Unnversnty 83 71 B 8 9l
| ‘ .
h |¢mm”ywmdwmwﬂfaﬂ¢) . | , ;“
1. Reactlonary B - - - e - ‘“ku
2 Conservatjue . 15 - 0., . 6 N
3. Moderate ™ - 8- - '3 N uf
b Liberal -+ o 0. - 3 oo
5,-Radical N - - .
| 6. Other (Please Specify) ‘ 2 R .- 7S '
¢ ‘ N

%k Differences between groups using x2 (.05 level) are noted after each item.; L-( 2 d|fferences between I|berals

aMmmMmuMMﬁmmﬂmmmmmm ) B o




'{ S fJ Percent Responses to Categorical Itenskt

5 Not,nnterested in polntncs
h

6, My fam:ly uncome is (estamaxe of qour‘ |
. family's yearly incone): i&‘ -

- 1. $4,000 or Tess
“2,.$4,000 to $6,000
396,000 to §8,000
b 88,000 10 §10,000 o
"5, $10,001 to $20,000

“smmuuwm
7. Over $30,000." »

» BDGn'tkhw" |

i

7. In the 1368 prQS|Qent|a| electton |
| voted for: - |

R Muxop

2. Humphrey

3. Wallace -

_ L. Other. (Speci fy).

5 Dld not'vote -
8 Invmy educatnon, I completed (A A)
| I Elementary school
e yunjor High School .:

3 Hl gh SChOO‘\ .
- hCollege -
'va?h&smmlemmnekmM
- thex (specu fy)
EKCIB
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Total
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2

39
]

N

4.

3
%
3

* Liberals

*

)

(e24) -,

7"' ‘y‘

. WA
Conservati’

(e15)
N

kg
iy
1,

‘e
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CE Table | Continsed : -4"5
t ‘ | | ‘ Percent Responses Yo Categorical Itens # - N S
| v SR | o age Age
) " Total  Liberals Conservatives 2130 "4l )~

" Jten R (el - k) (i) e ) [
o , @ vk R T %w f ‘L._
. LY , " L 4 , . v '. ‘ ' 1

9. My dgeis: (a) SN o Y
L 1. 20 and under o 2 | , 7. L
" 2, 2130 . 50 R #
‘.».113‘.’3*!'-#0 T oy R B -
b b o . B - 100
BRET T T N "g o -
b andover - g, L | e e

0 ban " A

e R e
+ _f2‘."FIem‘ale" R o R R T )

[NE
o Lhite o T8 g E.
2. BlackorNegro . 3 SHEEED P

~ 3\ Spanish surnane- " YL | oo - 3 . .
b Merican indian - e - wl .

- 0. Driental -~ ¢ - 2 ] e 5
+ 8. Other (Specify) * + - N T Lo e ‘

2. What was your major source of -(#) ,7

. information about the demonstrations? ; ‘ | Ty
~ 1. Washington newspapers. SRR S 13 o8
o LoRdio . m .- 2 ,' . "

O I B Ry
-+ . Other newspapers, magazines A TR T L T

e oy
’

S Firsthand view . S TR R
6. Other (specify) ., 1 IR | ;o M9
.7 Did not hear dbout then | =T .

I wo

, - .ll " i I .. “' .. ‘ ‘. , ’
. . ' ! . Y B - ' . '
18 S 19
O i = . v ' . ': ' ) ' ' '
ERIC.
[N ' "' ¢ '

Ao provided by R N
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~Table I Cnntmued

P Percent Responses to Categoncal | temsiok
o ~ Total  Liberals Conservatnves
lten ¢ Coo (Rel0n) (ne2h) (N=15)
‘ % ) .
3. From what you have seen, heard or read, o |
| was the police use of force: (L‘C) | " [ |
1. Not enough : 15 =B,
2. Reasonable, in view of bhe ' o ' A .
situation , . . g 50 Y] B I
" 3. Somewhat, excesstve 20 . 0 .
b, Greatly excessive, to the point of . e
brutalify * ' 2. - 8 -
: 5. Don't know. - D | R | 1

1h: What s your impbession of the use of ]
violence against police'by demonstrators? (L-C)
1. Violence by temonstrators against”

police did not occur k e -
R Ther; were isolated incidents of "
violence by demonstrators against ‘
‘police - LU B
"3, There was mdespread use of violence ' ,
by degaslstrators agalnst police . 4 | 20
lt Don' & nou i

15, How did you feel-when you first heard (L=C)
abom the blocking of Route | by the
demonstrétors? Did you feel that it was:

I Defnmte1y justified . PEel e .-

2. Probably justified | 9 5 .

3. Probably unjustified B ]

b, Definitely unjustified 80 B 73

- 5. 0on't know T R 13
g AR P ]

Full Tt Provided by ERIC.

‘[KC | e
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Age

s’

ns37)
% .

54

16

A3

Age

4150

(N=22)
%

23

59"

14
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Table | Continued S
Rércent* Responses to Categorical |temsit .

* *y

. ‘ ‘-iotal Liberals Conéervati‘ves
. Item ' . (N=101) (N=24) . (N=19)
o ' | % % %

16. 1 you can remember your opinions whnle
“ the demonstrators were blockungdoute I '
did you feel that: | o
1. Police should be used to remove them ,
without any offers of concession 3 b L7
2. Police should not be used if they were ' '
willing to compromise; but should be - |

used if they insisted on staying 52 54 33
" 3. Police should not be used under any ? ‘
Circumstances  * 5 o "
Godon'tkow ¢ 10 21 0
17. Were you at any tine concerned about de” | o
struction (o damage) of any of your o t
. property? : C
T. Very much concerned | 7. 4 13
2. Somewhat concerned. ' 2] 17 y
‘3. Somewhat unconcerned 2 . 0 13
4. Total ly unconcerned N 0, 13
+5. Don't know Y 1 8 13

18, What i ns your overall opinion of ‘the way the '
Umversnty #ninistration handled the crisis?

l. Too leniently  , . 36 g . 53
2. Adequately . 8 38 0
3, Too harshly o 6 a -
b Don't know | 8 7

19. How should the ideal plblic official such as
" the Governor handle disturbances on colle geQ

.4 capuses? (L-C) S
. In-a very tolerant manner Ik 5 . -
2. In a somewhdt tolerant manner Sl 54 13
3. In a somewhat tough manner -39 17 | 53.
4. In a very tough manner 13 ) 4 o
SDontknOw R - 7.

Aruitoxt provided by Eic

EKC' | c '

\

Age

21-30
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“Neans and Standard Deviations fr |Tkert, | tensk

\
|

Itens (i) ",
| Hean

Students who dlsrupt the orderly’

-~ process of education through den-

onstrations should be immediately

-~ ing herming bui idings is reason-
“able as long as the goals are.

justified,

23. During the disruptions last spring,

. the presence of the National
' Guard {ntensified the violence.

. Guard made the campus safer. | 251 0.97
uard nace 1 ks

. (ampusg b’:ice should NOT routine-
ly wear 2.86 1.3

2.
2.

- Mter the disruptions last spring,

- Vietnam, . °

136 1.06

A
the p presence of the National -

rearms on campus,
He'must'have victory (in SE Asia)'. 3.1 1.3
Annrican‘canbfat personnel should

be withdrawn at a rate not endan-
gering the government of South

?

 Total Group

5.0.

b6k 0,61 -

2.24 1,00 .

!

. ‘\

|

\
\
\

|
\

expel led, 2.4 1Ly
. Students Should be ;bcwrlged to .

work fqr change in an orderly - - 1 S
- manner. - 1.h0 0,60
.‘Any type of protes't‘ at includ- 7

s

I\" . 35
\

3. 10

3,90

' Liberal -

(Ne24)
Hean  §.D.

3. 230k
p

<

£ 0.81
2,624k

11

2,060 1.4

1.18

2.64

L3

0k

lo"z

19

1%

3.7k

3.20%%

2,360

2.07

" Conservative

(Ne15)

Mean  §.D.

Lo 0,91

1.53

0.46

0.91

.15

0.73

~ Kean

0.52 |

A7k

.04

142,

21-30"
(Ne37)

2.76x 1,50

1.0 0on

.
’

.06 1,14

2814 1,06
L 1%

3.5 1.3

2.4

Age

S.D. Mean

0.56

anl

e

(Wa22) .

4

150 0.5

\\

73 0.5

5.0.

1.95% 1.36

0.8

2.18-4-# 0.%

304 1.4

3.10

118

2.09 0.9

‘S



| Table 2. Contlnued .
f. * Neahs and"Standard Devlations for Likert Jtens ¥ | \
SRR oo | ) Age™ . Age
L Total Group Liberal Conservative 2130 41-50
b dtem (N101) (o2k) © M=15) 0 (ve3)) (Ne22)
o Hean S, Man ' S0 Mean S, ﬂ;man S0 Mean S
18 mlitary ald and. troops should K Lo . ! | . S
be withdrawn now,- | 336 120 . a7 135 3.'67** IIB 326 L7 324 18
#29 National security mcreases , , | "
~ with the deploynent of new S o o o
' missiles o 2.9 1.0 3.55%  1.06 7%k 103 301 103 2% 1.0
30, thtary and defehse expehsés B Lﬁ B
- prevent us from meeting domestic D o I R ,
' needs ' - 2,58 Lar 223 145 253 ~ LI6 2.5 21 L .23
3‘1‘.‘,Seflect|ve Ser‘e is a‘good wy S o " o |
©to.maintain a standing amy to. . A o
protect the country. | * 28 123 359 L3 203 )06 2.9 L5 276 12
32, Ve shoudd support thezPresndent - |
F o of our: ntrymallcnrcum- L o -‘ I |
| stances SR 2.91 :'1.35_ TR L2 2,36k 1:39 306 120 2.6k 13
3. The source of funds used for " ‘ :
-l University research should &' T . _
" be made known to the University . - . e .
--.conmmty - | 2&5 0.8 2% 105 2.0 3.83 T30 s Lok
3‘;; The Umversnty comumty ‘should y ' B | v "
- " know the nature of all University ' ._ S S IR S
research proJects L 265 1,04 R g 0.9 5L 2% nwny
35 The Umverslty admlmstratnon has o *_ e | S -
" neither the right nor the respon- BR | .
'-sibitity to accunulate non-academic | ‘ SRR
- records on students. 298 110 . 2410 104 3,09 0'.91 785 139 336 100




'. | ‘. ;":' Table2 Cont!nued o wE
R Heans and Standard Deviations for Likert Itenst
ST o ket igge
D | , Total Group | leeral. o Qqn,serv'atlve' U B

Iten N (L) F T R (N T | 37) "+ (wd2)
" o Hean $.0.  Mean  S.0.  Hean S.0. Mean 5.0, . Mean» §.D.
36, The disturbances at Naryland last | L ’ |
‘spring were caused by foreign ST T , | B |
pollcy in §.E. Asia, | 2,59 r.rda 209002 30k 1,03 220 104 3.05%% 1,00
EA" disturbances at Maryland lost .~ S ; B <
spring were caused by domestic | - ~ | N
and-economic crisis. . 3.3 1,03 ¢ 2,90 1,16 - 3,790 0,89 3::24' 105 3,50 1,00
38. The disturbances at Haryland last - " , | -
. Spring were caused by racial. IR . o . - y
tension, ’ 397 091 3R 0.9 I VA S W 0.8 373 0.8
'-'39.‘The'disturb'apces,at Haryland ]ast_ a B ‘ | .
~ spring were caused by student- . - { B N
‘frusttation with adninjstrative : | - S r -
© commnication, | LI LO w0 N 30m 12 2M g0 2y g
- 40, The«disturbanceslxat Maryland - | . -'
" Tlast spring were caused by | : o '
rdieals. . . I96 091 LA 10 L8 106 2.06 0.9 gk 039
b The disturbances at Haryland Iast - | o
~ spring were caused by outside S | | - ‘ R o |
agitators, L zzo‘r.l‘b‘, LML 19 1,03 .Gl L3 195 0,95
1. The drsturbances at Maryland last " |
spring were caused by spring N ‘ o
e fever | | A 335 1.6 ‘3‘.I62 L Y I B 0 I X IR Y TR o I3
Mwﬁ-Strongly Agree, S-Strongly Drsagree : .
s s|gmf|cant Differences between means (Lrberal vs Conservative or Younger ys 01der) using F at .05 level,
EKC28 o | I
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