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ABSTRACT

This manual introduces undergraduate students in
political science to major types of data and methods for
cross-national quantitative analysis. The manual's toric, Conditions
for Effective Democracy, was chcsen because it inccrpcrates several
different kinds of data and illustrates variocus methodological
problems. The data are cross-secticnal aggregate data, longitudinail
aggregate data, and cross-national attitudinal data taken from a
five-nation study. The manual contains 10 exercises. The first four
examine a series of journal articles about the social and economic
conditions associated with successful democracy. Exercise five
intrcduces longitudinal data from the Minnesota Political Data
Archive for analyzing segquential relatiorships among political,
social, and economic variables cver extended pericds ¢f time. The
remaining five exercises involve reanalysis of major researca
findings copncerning the attitudinal characteristics of democratic
systems. Students do not need previous training in statistics or
methods. The only equipment needed to complete the exercicses 1is a
counter-sorter, although a calculator would alsec be bhelpful. Staff
for the course will need & key punch and reproducer. {Author/AV})
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Preface

The general purpose of this manual is to intreduce intermediate level
students to major types of data and methods for cross-national quantitative
analysis. To accomplish this purpose, & single gensral topic was selected

und which a set of exercises has been prepared incorporating several dif-
npt kinds of data and illustrating a number of methodological prodlems.
The general topic is "Conditions for Effective Democracy™; the types of data -
are oross-sectional .aggregate data, longitudinal aggregate dats, and cross-
sectional attitudinal date taken from the Almond-Verba five-nation study.
No doubt some other topic could also have been selected, such as pelitical
modernization, political participation, or stability and revolution. But the
present topic is of obviocus intrinsic intereat and does enable us to intro-
duce varied problems conmnected with cross-matiocnal quantitative analysis.

. The first four exercises examine a series of articles by Lipset,
Cutright, and Neubauer dealing with the social and economic conditions asso-
cisted with successful democracy. Exercise § introduces longitudinal data
from the Minnesots Political Data Archive for andlyzing seguential relation-
ships among political, social, and economic variables over extended pericds
of time., The remaining five exercises involve reanalysis of major findings
from Almond and Verba's The Civie Culture concerning the attitudinal char-
acteristics of demdcratic systems. The mapual includes a code for the
analysis deck used 4n the last exercises. ,

Throughout the exercises the emphasis is on substantive findings

rather than methodology, but the instructor will find smple ppportunity to
aborate the methodological sections if he desires to do so. Students are
not presumed to have had any previous training in statisties or methods., The
only equipment needed to completes the exercises is a cuunter-sorter, although
a caleculator will also be:helpful., Steff for the course will nedd a key punch
aud- reproducer.
~

Our expectation:is that as students master the materials in the manual
they will go on to formulate further prodlems for analysis. Instructors might
provide opportunities for students to write additional exercises of their own
using the deta that are provided., We have found that such assignments can be
among the most interesting and useful, Certainly the exercises as a whole
whould be regarded as an introduction to quantitative comparative analysis
which can be supplemented with a variety of additional materials.

Data from the Banks-Textor Cross'Polity Survey, the Yale Dasa Program,
and the Almond-Verba study were made gvailable through the Inter-University
Consortium for Political Research. As on other occasions the staff of the
Consortium has been unfailingly cooperative in responding to our requests.
Neither the Consortium nmor the original authors are in any way responsible
for our use of the data in these exercises, We gladly acinowledge the help
of revered colleagues in the Department of Political Sceience in preparing
the exercises, especially the editors of the series, William Flanigan and
Sanuel Krislov, .



Certain methodological sections of the exercises were incorporated
verbatin from the first ual in this series--"Manual for the Political
Sehavior Laboratory" by William Flanigan and David RePass with the assistance
of Johu Pierce and Nancy Zingale. Special thanks ge to our expert typists,
Marilyn Christianson and Gloris Priem, whose patience, skill, and promptness
in preparing successive versions of both this manual and the manual on poli~
tical behavior have greatly aided our efforts. Finally, all these exercises
were originally introduced on an experimental basis to classes of under-
graduates over a period of several years. The comments, criticisms, and
endurance of these students have helped measurably to improve the manual.



Editor's Preface

This manual is the second of a series aimed at bring‘ng to under-
graduate teaching the sophistication and the excitement of dealing with
genuine research problems, the discovery and examination of data, rather
than passive acceptance of conclusions. Members of the Department of
Political Science at the University of Minnesota have been involved in
the developaent of such a program for nearly five years. The first of
the series -- on political behavior, written by William Flanigan and
David RePass -~ was issued in 1967. A revised edition of that effort
will be available from Little, Brown and Co. this fall. We expect over
the course of the next two years to issue similar -- but individualized --
efforts as follows: community power, Thomas Scott; legislative behavior,
Eugene Eidenberg; judicial behavior, Samuel Krislov; international velationms,
Ellen Pirro; political development, Roger Benjamin; and quantitative wethods
by Roger Benjamin and William Flanigan. As these are revised for final
publication, they will also be published by Little, Brown and Co.

The project itself is.supported by the Office of Education and the National
Science Foundation. 1In accordance with the principles of public support,
and our own purposes, we are making all materials available without restric-
tion, asking only that credit be given for any use of the materials.

Samuel Krislov
Minneapolis, Minnesota
June 25, 1968
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Comparative Politics Laboratory
ASSIGNMENT 1
Definitions and Measures of Democracy

Assigned Reading:

S. M. Lipset, "Soms Social Bequisites of Democracy: Ecenomic
Deovelopmant and Political Legitimacy” in Polsby, Dentler,
and Smith, Politics and Secial Life, 1063.

P. cntrtgh:.' "N:t:n Political Mlnp::: ial and m:l
Correlates Polaby, Dentler, and Swith, Po %gg- and Soei
kuﬂ. 1963. y

' Do E. Neubauer, "Some Conditicns of Democracy,® APSR, December, 1907,

\

A significant development in the study of comparative politics
during the past decades has besn a broad extension of quuatitative
analysis. PFPreblems which were previously approached more er less
impressionistically are now considered appropriate subjects for the use
of quantitative data and accompanying statistioal techniques. Such a -
problem is the general topic for this set of exercises: the conditions
for effective demooracy. Since the time of Aristotle political thinkers
have been interested in the question ef what axe the secial, psychologicsl, -
and historical conditions under whioh demscratic systems f{lourish; but ~
only in recent years has the question become a focus for systematic
quantitative analysis. In this set of exsrcises we shall examine some
recent studies concerned with this questioum.

A first requirement in examining the conditions for effective
democracy is to agree on a definition of democracy. Since we are
interested in quantitative analysis we need a definition that is not only
conceptually satisfying but that refers to msasurable pbenemens. That
i3, we need an gperational definition of demooracy. A good operational
definition of democracy will identify the basic characteristics that wa
consider distinctive about demccratic systems and will also tell us hovw
chese characteristics can be measured. It should be stressed that no
matter how conceptually satisfying a particular definition may seem,
unless it refers to measurable phsnomena--unless it is operational—~the
definition is inadequate for purposes ol quantitative analysis.

No one definition of democracy is universally accepted. On the
contrary, many definitions are available, and ths particular definition
we adopt will have important effects on our findings. In this exercise
we will consider alternative definitions of democracy that have been
used in three recent studies, and we will notice some implications of
adopting one definition or another.

Three studies that classify countries according to measures of
democracy are Lipset's "Some Social Requisites of Democracy," Cutright's

{
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"National Political Devalopment,™ and Neubausr's "Seme Cenditions of
Democracy."” Howevar, the msasures ef demecracy are different in each
study. These differences will be summarised in Figure 1.1,

N

(1) EHew Jdoes Lipset define demeerasy?

In Columm 1 of Figure 1.1 list the measures that Lipset uses as
criteria of demsoracy. ‘

Figure 1.1, Msasures of Demecracy in Three Recent Studies

Lipset Cutright Neubauer

-

(2) Are Lipset's criteria in classifying countries goed operational
measurea? Are the greunds for assigning ceuntries inte cne categery or
another clear amd explicit? Ceuld yeu replisate Lipset's classification
on the basis of the measures and data he prevides?
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Lipset's oriteria are intended as mesasures ef demooracy. Cutright's
Political Development Index, on the other hand, is intended as a measure
not of demooracy but of development. Yet the items included in the Index
refer to similar political characteristics.

. (3) What is Cutright's Political Development Index intended to
measure?

In Column 2 of Figure 1.1 list the items included in Cutright's
Index. .
Cutright not only lists a number of items but cemdines them into
an Index on the basis of which countries ocan be scered and ranked., Notice
that Lipset's oriteria are used only fer clessifying ssuntries in dichotomous
categories==that is, stable democracies or wnstable demccrascies, and unstable
dictatorships or stable dictatgrships—-while Cutright's Index is used to
order countries in terms of ir score on a osnt scale. Such an
ordering permits sdditional kinds of analysis that d net ba possible
with the more simple dichotomsus classificatien.

(4) Do you agree with the weights Cutright assigns in constructing
his Index? If not, why nct?

(5) 1Is the Political Development Index a good measure of political
development, as Cutright defines it? Is it a good measure of demooracy?

Neubauer eriticizes Cutright's Index of Political Development as a
measure of both development and democracy. In Colusm 3 of Figure 1.1 list
the indicators that Neubauer includes in his Index ¢of Demcoratic Performance.

(6) How do Neubsuer's indicators differ from the items in Cutright's
Index?

The importance of the differences in measures sumsarized in Figure 1.1
becomes apparent whed we go on to classify and order comntries sccording to
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one or another of the suggested sets of measures. The basic question is,
to what extent will countries be clasaified and ordered in the same way
if we use differeut measures of democracy? If the classification and
ordering of countries turns out the same in all instances it makea little
difference which measures we adopt; but if the classifiocatien or ordering
of countries differs substantially then the choics of partiocular measures
becomes significant,

The consequences of adopiing one set of measures or ansther can
be seen by completing Figurss 1.2 and 1.3, Colwm 1 of Figure 1,2 lists
23 countries as ranked by Neubauer on his Index of Demecratic Performance.
In Column 2 rank the same 23 countries according to their scores on
Cutright's Index of Political Development. Whers more than ons country
has the sams score on Cutright's Index consider all those countries as
the sane ranking and then skip that pumber to determine the next ranking.
(For example, since 8 countries have the highest score, 08, on Cutright's
Index, consider all 8 countries as ranked first and then skip to ninth
place for the next country.)

Figure 1.2. Ordsring of 23 Countries on Indices of Democracy
’ in Two Recent Studies

Neubauer Cutright
-
1 Great Britain
2 France
J Finland
4 Sweden
") Netheriands
8 Belgium
7 Japan
8 Iuaxembourg
9 Norway
1o New Zealand
i1 Denmark
12 Israsl
13 WVest Germany
14 Italy
15 Canada
ie United States
17 Venesusla
i8 Aunstris
19 Chile
20 Ireland
21 India
22 Switzerland
23 Mexico

P



1=-5

- Now, in Figure 1.3 plot the lecatism of each of the 33 ceuntries by
| its position on Cutright's ordering as the vertical axis and Newbausr's
- ordering &8 the borigental axis,

- Figure 1.3. Relationship of Cutright's Ordering ¢f Demsoratic
Countries to Neubausr's
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Neubauer's Ordering

(7) If Cutright's and Neubauer's ordering of countries were
: identical, how would the cases be distributed on Figure 1,37

(8) In faet, how are the cases distributed?

(9) Bow serious is the deviation of the actual distribution from
the distribution that would appear if the orderings were identical?

10
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(10) What implicstiens follew frem the deviatien betwsen the actual
distridbutien of cases and the expected distributiea if the exderings were
identical? :

IR M A

N

(11) On the basis of Figure 1.3 what conclusions can you draw
abeut the signifisanse of alternative messures in ordering ceuntries by
extent of democracy? _

-
I,
R 2F A
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Comparative Politics Laboratory
ASSIGNMENT 2 ¢
Some Relationships between Democracy snd Levels _
of Economic and Social Development
‘_‘rf‘

Anig.md Reading:
S. Ms Lipset, "Some Secial Requisites of Democracys Economic Develop-
ment and Political Legitimacy,* in Folsby, Dentler, and Smith, -

Polities and Socisl Life, 1063,

One of the mest important set of hypotheses about the conditions for
effective democracy concerns the relationships between democracy and prevail-
ing levels of social or economic development. Lipset writes, for example,
that "The more well-to=do & nation, the greate the chances that it will
sustain democracy.® There are, however, a number of different ways in which
the relationships beiween democracy and development can be described. In
this exercise we will begin to examine some of thece possible relatioaships.

In general, Lipset is attempting to show that demooratic countries
are more highly developed than non-democratic countries. In order to do so
he must define democracy, define "level of development,” and show how level
of development is related to democracy. In Exsrcise 1 we compared Lipset's
definition of democracy with some alternative definitions. We must now see
what Lipset nn:ghx "level of development” and how he demonstrates a
relationship between the two.

Just as there is no single sccepted definition of democracy so there
is also no single definition of national wealth or level of economic develop-
ment., Instead, a nunber of different measures are commonly used either
singly or in combination. Lipzet himself introduces 18 indizators under
four general headings: indices of wealth, industrialization, education, and
urbanization. As we shall see, it makes a difference which of these indicators
are used in the analysis.

In order to show how democracy and development are related Lipset
uses two straightforward statistical measures: means and ranges. Each of
these measures allows him to say something different about the relationship.
Lipset maintains, first of all, that demoecratic countries have higher
average levels of wealth, industrialization, education, ‘and urbanization
than non-democratic countries. In his own wordss "the average wealth,
degree of industrialization and urbsnization and level of education is much
higher for the more demoeratic countries as the data presented in Table II
indicate." It is certainly clear from these data that on every indicator
the mean level of development is higher among European and English-speaking
ocuctries for stable democracies than for the others, and awong Latin~
American countries for democracies and unstable dictatorships than for the
others. However, as we look agein at Table II an additional interpretation

12
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also suggests itself; namely, that European and English—spesking countiries
are more highly developed than Latin-American countries regardless of degree

of democracy.

(1) Ou how many indicators is the mean level of development lower
for the Latin-Americar democratic category than for the Buropean and English-
spesking dictatorship category? On which indicators is the mean
level of develepmont Ligher?

(2) In light of your answer to question 1, hew would you interpret
the data in Lipset's Table IY taking into account both the relationship
between democracy and development and the relationship between the two
regional groups of countries? -

It seems that the distinction between European and English-apeaking
countries on one hand and Latin-American countries on the other is quite
inportant in affeoting the general ralationship between democracy and develop-
ment.

(3) Why did Lipset distinguish between the two groups of countries
in the first place? What are the advantages and disadvantsges of treating
the two groups separately?

As a statistical measure, the mean is one way of describing ceniral
tendency or & typieal case in any collection of caces. The mean tells us
nothing, however, about the distribution of cases in the group. For example,
two students nay have the same mean grade—say 85%--but the first student
may have receivad grades of 70, 75, 95, and 100, while the second received
grades of 81, 82, 87, and 89. In the former instance there was actually no
“3" grade in the entire ccllection, but in the latter all the grades were
"B, Although the mean is the same in both instances, we would certainly
interpret the academic performance of the two students very differently. So
far as Lipset's analysis is concerned, a description of the relationship
betwean desooracy and mean level of development may comceal the fact that
some democratic countries are actually at low levels of development while
some dictatorships are at high levels of development. In order to determine
whetber or not this is true we need an additional measure besides the mean.
Lipset himself provides the range as an additional measure,
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The range describes the limits of variation or the extremes of cases
in the collection, The first of our two students in the preceding paragraph
received grades ranging from Y0 to 100, while the second student's grades
fell within a range of only 8 points, With regard to Lipset's analysis, the
range for each indicator shows the extent of overlap in levels of development
of democratic countries and dictatorships: The less such overlap ¢xists the
more cenfidence we cam have in the relationship between democracy and develop—
ment; the more such overlap exists the less convincing would the relatjonship
gseex to be. Why is this s0?

(4) Om how many indicators is there overiap in levels of development
between democracies and dictatorships? On which indicators is there
the moat and least overlap?

(6) If we wanted to deacribe the relationship between democracy and
development in terms of ranges in levels of develcpzent rather than mean
levels of development, how would you interpret the data in Lipset's Table II?

The range indicates the limits of variation or the extremes of cases
in & collection; it does not, however, indicate how the cases are distributed
within those limita., Within the same range cases may be concentrated at the
extremes, or distributed evenly across the entire range, or concentrated at
the mean, or distributed in many other patterns. In order to see how in
fact the cases are distributed we must go beyond the range to examine the
freguency distribution of ceses in the collection. The freguency distribution
tells us where cases fall within the range, With regard to Lipset's analysis,
the frequency distribution would tell us not only how much overiap exists
in levels of development but alsc how many countries overlap in this way.
The fewer countries from different categories that overlap in levels of
development the more confidence we can have in the relationship between
democracy and development.

In Figures 2.1a~d the frequency distribution is given for Lipset's
four categories of countries on four basic indicators, one each for wealth,
industrialization, education, and urbacnization. In each figure the vertical
axis shows number of countries and the horizontal axis shows level of dovelop-
ment on that indicator. The line for each category of countries ashows the
number of countries at each level of development. -

2
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(6) Om emch of ithe four indicators, find («) bow many European and
English-speaking democracies and dictatorships overlap in levals of develop~
ment; (b) how many Latih-American democracies and dictatorships overlap in
levels of developmant; (c¢) how many European dictatorships and Latin~American
| democracies overlap in levels of development. (For simplicity we are referring
— to Lipset's category of |Eurcpean sud English-speaking steble democracies as

ndemocracies” and his second category as “dictatorships®; the same is true of
his two categories of Latin-American countries.)

@pr (o) () ()
Agricultural Exployment: (a) s (b)

5 (0)

: Education: (a) ;‘ (b) i (e)
Urbanizations (a) 3 (b) 3 (e)
; (7) Does an maly-h of the frequency distributicns, as compared

simply to ranges, seem to strengthen or wealsn the alleged relationship
between demccracy &ad levels of development? Why?

To carry the analysis one step further we can express the daia in
Figures 2.16~d &s cumulative frequency distributions. This will tell us the
per cent of total cases in each category of countries at successive and all
preceding levels of development. In Figures 2.2a-d the vertical axes show
per cent of countries from 0-100%; the horizontal axes show the level of
development on each indicator. Each point on the line represents the per
cent of all countries at that and preceding levels of development, For
example, in Figure 2.3b ve can see that about 70% of all European and
inglish-speaking democracies have 20% or less of their labor force employed
in agriculturs, and sbout 80% have 30% or less employed in agriculture;
among Europvan and English-speaking dictatorships less than 10% of the
countries have 20% or less of their labor force employed in agriculture.

To find the amount of overlap in the same Figure we can compare the per cent
of European dictatorships at succesasive levels of development with the per
cent of democracies at these levels. In other words, ui 40% of European
and English-speaking dictatorships are at levels of develo t that overlap
some democrecies; 60% are at lower levels of development than all democracies;
8% of European and English-speaking democracies are at higher levels of
development than any dictatorship.
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_ Figures 2.2b-d are already completed. Using the data in Figure 2,1a
complete Figure 2.2a showing the cumulative frequency distribution of
- countries in all four categories in terms of GNP per capita.

(8) From Figure 2.2s find (a) the per cent of European and English-
1 speaking democracies at higher levels of development than any comparable
dictatorship __ § (b) the per cent of Europesn and English-speaking
— dictatorships at lower levels of development than any comparable democracy
3 (c) ths per cent of European and English-speaking democracies that
¢ overlap comparable dictatorships in levels of development; (d) the per cent
- of European and English-speaking dictatorships that overlap comparable
democracies in levels of development j (o) the psr cent of more
- democratic Latin-American countries at higher levels of development than
- any less democratic Latin-Amsrican countries ; (£) the per cent of
Latin-American countries in the more democratic category at higher levels
of development than any European and English-speaking dictatorships. .

- (9) Do thess percentages tend to confirm or refute the alleged
relationship between democracy and development? Why?

In Figure 2.3 draw a hypothetical cummlative frequency distribution
in which the relationship between democracy and development, as hypothesized
by Lipset and as shown through this statistioal measure, would be fully
confirmed., Let the vertical axis shew per cent of countries, and the horizontel
axis an imagined single index of socisl-economic development; use two categories
of countries-—democracies and dictatorships.

Figure 2.3. Hypothetical Cumulative Frequency Distribution
- Showing Relationship between Democracy and Level
| of Development

N 1009 |=
. per cent of
. B0 |-
countries
0 2 3 i i L 1 3 i i L
o Low Medium High

ERIC Indicator of Level of Development
A Text provided b e r)
<0 |
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(10) How convincing is the relationship between demcoracy and develop-
ment hypothesized by Lipset on the basis of the analysis you have done in
this exercise? To what extent is it true, as Lipset says, that "The more
well-~to-do a nation, the greater the chances that it will sustain democracy"?




— Comparative Politics Laboratory
- ASSIGNMENT 3

Correlation of Political and Social=-Economic Devel opment
— Assigned readingt

Phillips Cutright, National Political Development, in Polsby, Dentler
and Smith, Politics and Social Life, pp. 569f,

In this article, Cutright carries the investigation of relationships

. between democracy and levels of social-economic development beyond Lipset's
_; analysis in three basic ways: first, he constructs a single index for
measuring degrees ¢f democracy (political develupment) in all countries;
second, he adopts a single index for measuring levels of social-economic
development in all countries; and third, he uses more complex statistical
measures of the relationship between democracy and development than simply
means and ranges. We have already discussed Cutright's Index of Political
Development a8 a measure of democracy in Exercise 1, and we will return to
it again in the next exercise, Here we will examine his index of social-
economic development and part of his statistical analysis.

Lipset's study uses 15 indicators of social-economic development
under four gereral headings: wealth, industrialization, urbanizatiom, aund
education., We say that some of these indicators are more highly associated
with democracy than others. But Lipset himself does not select any one
indicator or index of social-economic development as the major variable in
- his analysis. Cutright does adopt such an index. His method for doing so

‘ is to correlate selected indicators of social-economic development with
— degree of democracy (political development). Through this method he finds
that the indicator which is most highly associated with degree of democracy
ig the Communications Development Index.

The Communications Development Index was constructed by adding a
country's statistically ad justed scores on newspaper consumption, news-
print consumption, telephones, and volume of domestic mail per capita.
Scores on this communications index were then correlated with scores on
the democracy (political development) index, and the degree of association
between commnications and democracy was compared to the correlations
between democracy and three other social-economic measures—-urbanization,
education, and agricultural employment. To understand this procedure we
must say & few words about the meaning of correlatiom.

We are dealing here with measures of association or gorrelation
which measure the degree of strength of relationship between two variables.
Whenever we say that there is a relationehip between two variables we

t5




generally mean that they vary together;

as the value of one variable increases,

the other also increases; as one

decreases, the other also decreases.

If the itwo variables were perfectly

related, all cases, or data points, for Y
these two variables would fall exaectly

on & straight line, as shown in Figure 1,

= N W W
>

Figure 1

In addition it would be possible to predict onme variable from the other.
For example, if we luew that a country had a score of 2 on variable X, we
could pregict accurately its score on variable Y (which in Figure 1 would
also be 2).

Figure 1 illustrates a perfect positive relationship between two
variables. Negative relationships
have the same characteristics except
that the slope of the line is negative,
i.e., it slants in the opposite
direction, or put amother way, as
one variable increases the other
decreases. A perfect negative Y
relationship ie shown in Figure 2.
Again the data points fall on a
straight line and, knowing an
individual's score on variable X, |
his score on Y could be accurately
predicted. (Note thet if we aimply 1
reversed the order of the scores of
one variable along one axis the sign
of the relationship would be reversed.) Figure 2

LT o - B - T < B -]
T
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Perfect relationships are rare, and virtually non-existant in the
social sciences; however, these two notions--predictability and linearity—
form the basis of two closely related and very ortant toocls of data
analysis, measures of association (or correlation) and regression analysis.

The purpose of regression analysis is to represent the relaticnship
between two (or more) variables in the form of & linear equation which
would allow us to predict the scores on the dependent {or Y) variable by
knowing the scores on the independent (or X) variable. Thus, in Figure 1,

<3



we could write an equation for the line on which all dats points fall in

the form Y = a ¢ WX, in which a is the point at which the line crosses the
Y axis and b is the slope of the line., We could then calculate the value
of Y associated with the every value of X. (In the case of Figure 1, the
equation is Y = 1 ¢ &X; thus, when X = 4, the value I Y is 1 ¢+ (.55 (4)

or 3. You should satisfy yourself that the equation holds for every other
value of X.)

Whenever a relationship is less than perfect, i.e., when all the
data points do not fall exactly on a straight line, we canmot predict
scores with complete accuracy. We can, however, male a "best estimate"
of these values by knowing the equation of the “best fitting straight
line" (techmically, the "least squares line," or that line at which the
sum of the squared deviations from the line would be at & minimum,) Figure
3 illustrates a hypothetical scattergram of data points with an estimated
least squares line drawn in,

»
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Figure 3

The regression equation for the best fitting straight line does
net by itself tell us anything about the strength of the relationship
between variables. Measures of sssociation or correlation coefficients
enable us to estimate this strength by measuring the amount of dispersion
of the data points around the best fitting straight line, At the same
time, these measyres indicate the degree of accuracy with which one
variable can be predicted from the other using the regression equation.

Figure 4 illustrates correlatioms of varying strengths,
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Figure ¢

|
Most measures of associstion and correlation coefficients have |
definite upper &nd lower limits, representing perfect positive and ‘
negative relationships. A perfect positive correlation is given a value
of +1,0, a perfect negative correlation -1.0, A zero correlation indicates
an absence of a relationship, sa shown in Figure 4b. The coefficients
varying between +1.0 and -1,0 are therefore interpretables the closex the
coefficient approximates +1.0 or -1,0, the stronger the relationshipj as
the values approach zero (with either positive or negative signe) weaker
relationships are indiocated. ?
|

The best lmown of the correlational measures is Pearson's product-
moment correlation coefficient, which is used by Cutright in the assigned
article. In order to use this measure correctly, we must assume that' the
variables we want to use are equal interval scales, In aggregate data
analysis we are likely to have such scales (for example, GNP, # literate,
ete.), and the use of this coefficient is quite appropriate. In survey
research this is less likely to be the case and other measures of .
associastion requiring only rank order scales are more suitable,

We can now interpret Table i in futright's article. This tabie
contains a good deal of information. (1) The means and atendard
deviations for each variable will not be used in these exercises, but you
should be aware that standard deviation is a common measure of dispersion
or measure of the degree of homogeniety of a same number of cases on a
given variable. The greater the disperaion or spread of score around the
meAns, the larger will be tke standard deviationj conversely, if all case
fall close to the mean, the standard deviation will be smaller. Put
another way, the larger the standard deviation the greater the hetiero-
geneity of the cases with respect to that variable. In Exercise 2 we
used graphs to illustrate the distribution of cases; standard devigtion
is & sumnary messure providing the same type of information. (2) The
table tells us the degree of associati.e between each variable and pelitical

l ¥
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development, and thereby enables us to compare the variables from the
standpoint of their value as predictors of political development. The
correlaticn between political development and agricultural eaploysent

is =456 (note that in gemeral the higher the level of agricultural
employment the lower the level of cconomic development); between political
development and education the correlation is .62; between political
developmert and urbanization .64; between political development and
commmnication the correlation is .80. 0f the four variables, comsunication
is clearly the most highly correlated with political development. (3) The
table also tells us the degree of sssociation among all the predicting
varisbles. We see that commumication is correlated .71 with urbanization,
«85 with education, and ~,79 with agricultire. Notice that although
commmication is highly correlated with education (.85), the valuec of each
variable as a predictor of political development is very different
(commnication .80, and education only .62). In other words, becsuse two
variables are highly correlated with each other it does mot follow that
they are both equally correlated with a third variable.

On the basis of this statistical analysis Cutright adopts the
communications index as the lsst predictor of political development, In
Figure 1 of his article he piots the relationships between commmunications
and political development as & scattergram. This figure gives a graphic
representation of where countries are located in three respectss their
level of political development, their level of commmnications, &nd the
direction of deviation between the expected level of political development
and the actual level of political development. We sc-, for example, that
Mexico and Italy acore about the same on political development, but Italy
scores significantly higher on the cormmnications inde~x. This means that
political development and communication are not associ ‘ed to the same
degree in both countries, and this difference is depicved in the location
of the two couniries in relation to the regression line, Mexico is
considerably above the line, while Italy is below the line. This means
that in view of its relatively low score on commmnication, Mexico would
be expected to score low alsc on political development, but in fact its
level of political development is higher than predicted; while Italy

could be expected to score higher in political development than is in
fact the caae.

Although Cutright adopts level of communications as the best
predicior of democracy, he does not directly compare communications with
the economic variable which seemed most highly associated with democracy
in our examination of Lipset's article: per capita GNP. Following
Cutright'’s general line of analysis, it is appropriate to ask how highly
per capita GNP is correlated with democracy and to compare this variable
with commmications as a predictor of democracy. Table 3.1 presents a
matrix of correlations from which such a comparison can be made,

d
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Table 3.1, Matrix of Correlations of Political Development,
GNP per Capita, and Level of Communications

1 2 3 Means S.D.
1) GNP per Capita .665 859 50L.1 490.2
2) Political Development (70) .730 51.2 9.2
3) Commnications (70) (71) ) 207.8 36.9

As in the metrix of correlations presented in Cutright's article,; numbers
above the diagonal are Fearson's product-noment correlations and those

below the diagonal are the number of cases upon which the correlations are
based,

Scurcess Dats on GNP per Capita are from Russett, et al., World Handbook
of Political and Social Indicators, Yale University Press, 1864;
- Scores on Cutright's Indices of Political Development and
Commnications were exiracted from Figure 1 in his article,
"National Political Developwent."

{1) What does Teble 3.1 skow about the relationships between
communicaticn, pex capita GNP, and political development?

To present more graphically the relationships botween democracy and
per capite GNP, we can consiruct & seattergram similar to strightts. The
Jata for such a scattergram are contained in fable 3.2. C(uuplete Figure
3.3 by plotting the location of countries according to the relatiomship
of their political development to per capita GNP,

L I
<7
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3.2. Political and Socio=-Bconomic Indicatoras for 71

Table
Countries Analysed by Cutright
Cutright Political
Country GNP _per Capita Devalopment ’Indez
Afghanistan 50 42
Argentina 400 52
Augtralia 1316 66
Ausiria 670 51
Belgium 1196 &8
Bolivia 90 63
Brazil 203 55
Bulgaria 365 46
Burma 87 48
Cambodia 00 3b
Canada 1047 86
Ceylon 129 46
Chile 379 66
China 73 43
Colombia i 263 Y
Costa ftica 357 66
Cuba 431 58
Czechoslovakis 880 48
Denmark 1067 60
Dominican Republic 239 40
Keuador i8¢ 51
El Salvador 219 83
Finland 784 56
France 943 58



Table 3.2. (Con't.)

. Cuatright Pelitical
Country GNP per Capita Development Index

German Federal Hepublic 827 &
Greece 340 51
Guatemala 189 56
Heiti 1065 42
Honduras 194 50
Hungary 480 .49
- Iceland 572 59
. India 3 49
Indonesia 131 47
Iran 108 41
1 Iraq 44
Ireland 550 66
Israel 726 52
Italy 518 54
% ' Japan 306 54
Jordan 129 35
Eorean Hepublic 144 4
Laos 50 35
Ilebanon 362 48
Luxexbourg 1388 58
Malaya 3566 41
Mexico 282 54
- Netherlands 836 87
o New Zealand 1310 66
‘ Nicaragua 160 57
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Table 3.2. (m‘to)

Cutright Political

B Countr GNP per Capits Development Index
— Norway 1130 59
: Pakistan 70 35
- f‘mm 328 62
a Paraguay 114 45
Peru 179 : 54
_ Philippines 220 | 51
- Poland 475 45 .
. Portugal 224 35 |
) Rumania 360 46
B Saudi Arabia 170 35
: Spain 293 as
_ Sweden 1380 66
- Switzerland 1428 96
Thailand 96 40
; Turkey 220 50
_ United Kingdom 1189 66
| United States 2577 68
- Uruguay 478 62
| USSR 600 48
= Venezuela 648 50
Vietnam Republic 76 42
_ Yugoslavia 265 45

Sourcess Deta on GNP per Capita are from Russett, et al., World Handbook
of Political and Social Indicators, Yale University Press, 1864y
scores on Cutright's Indices are from Figure 1 of his article,
"National Politicsl Development.”
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Figure 3.3. Bslationship of Political Development ic GNF per Capita
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 Draw the least squares line in Figure 3.3.

(2) Comparing Figure 3.3 with Cutright's Figure 1, how much
similarity end difference is there in the location of cenntriu when we
use the alternative variables?

-

14
f

(3) 1f, as Cutright alleges, level of commmnicstions is a better
predictor of political development than more common measures of economic
well-being, why is the communications index not used more widely?

Ca
o
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Comparative Politics lLaboratory
ASSIGNMENT 4

Thresholds of Demceratic Development

- _ Ageignmenti
=_; _ Deane E. Neubsuer, "Som¢ Conditions of Democracy," APSR, Veol. LXI,
No. 4 (December, 1867), pp. 1002f,

In this article Neubsuer raises several important questions about
the conclusions resached by Cutright in his analysis of the relationship
between political and social-economic development, discussed in the previous
exercise, Neubauer first questions Cutright's index of political develop-
ment; he then attempts to show that with the use of a more appropriate
political index the alleged correlation between democracy and socisl-econdamic
development does not held in the form described by Cutright.

Throughout the previous exercises we have encountered various
- nindices" of political development and democracy without, however, consider-
L ing directly how an index is constructed and used. Since one of Neubsuer's
~ main criticisms concerns the use of a particular index, we should under-
i stand clearly how indices are employed.

In data snalysis we often have information about a series of
different but interrelated variables., Cutright, for example, collected
data ons (1) the number of partieas in the legislative branch of governmentj
(2) the percentage of seats in the legislature held by the minority party
or partiesj and (3) the means of selection of the chief executive, for sach
country in his sample over a twenty-two year time span. These variables,
used individually, give us three separate indicators of three different
aspects of the governmental systems of the countries in the sample. At this
level each indicator measures something different, and as such they are not
interchangeable or equivalent. We could not, for example, use the numbsr
of parties in & political system to indicate directly the closeness of the
competition among parties—although we might find in fact that the two
phenomepa are highly related. At a broader level, however, we might surmise,
as Cutright does, that all three indicators also measure a more general
dimension of the political eystem——its level of development--albeit each
in a slightly different way. While any single variable might not be &
satisfuctory indicator of this broader dimension, some combination of the
three into one overall measure might be more adequate., For example, we
might hesitate to say that & high level of competition among parties
indicates a high level of pclitical development in a country if the chief -
executive is chosen by a military junta, or comversely, that popular
election of the chief executive by itself insures high development when
only one party has representation in the legislature. Taken together,
however, both indicators may seem 8 more satisfactory measure of the actual
development or degree of democracy of the system.
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There are & nuxber of methods of varying complexity by which a
series of variables can be combined into'a single measure, Here we will
only be concernsd with the simplest of these methods—the index. This is
essentially a straightforward assignment of an overall score to each case
on the basis of its score on each of the component variables. Cutright,
for instance, gives one point for the presence of eich of the tbree
variebles included in the index. Table 4.1 gives the possible combinations
of variables yielding different overall scores for any one year on the
Cutright index,

Table 4.1, Constituents of Cutright's Index of Politiecal \\\\\>

Development _
Score I IX 11X
Self-governing Self-governing Popular election of
Parliament with Parliament with chief executive or
2 or more parties’ at least 309 selection of chief
minority repre-~ executive by self-~ .
sentation governing Parliament
with at least 30%
ninority representation
3 X - X X
2 X X
2 X X
(2 X © X)
1 X
(1 X )
1 X

0

(Notice that the two cowbinations enclosed by brackets in the above table
are not really possible on Cutright's index, since his second variable (309
minority representati>n) is dependent upon the presence of at least two
partigs in the legislature (Varigble 1)9.

A variation of Cutright's procedure would be to assign different
"weights” to different variables. Since Cutright includes two items dealing
with the legislature and only one referring toc the executive branch of
government, we might feel that the latter should be given additional weight
in the combined score. Democratic selection of the chief executive might
thus be given a weight of 2, yielding an index ranging from O to 4. Other
weights, and/hr the inclusion of additional varisbles, would provide other
alternatives., :
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It should be noticed that the d"ecis:l&nl about which variables to
include and what weights to assign to particular varisbles are lefi
entirely to the anslyst in constructing au index. An index bas no-
particular properties which the data must satisfy; the only criteria for
an acceptable index are & common sense evaluation of the seleciion and
weighting of the variables included and the usefulness of the index for
analysis of the problem at hand, By the same toksn it mmet be remexbered
that indices are essentially arbitrary measuring instruments, and evaluation
of the uses ef such devices mist always take account of the thecretical and
conceptual decisions which were made in their construction.

Turning now to Neubauer's Index oflnemncratic Pexrformance:

(1) How is Neubauer's index constructed?

(2) What are the alleged advantages of Neubamer's index compared to
Cutright's? !
_ \

(3) How would you evaluate Neubauer's criticism of Cutright's index
of political development?

You have now examined the definitions and indices used by three
different scholars. Considering the work of these scholars and their
criticisms of each other, how would you construct an index of democracy?
In Table 4.2 list the variables you would include in an index of democracy
and indicate how you would weight and combine them {o form the index,



Table 4.2. Constituents of an Index of Dewocracy

- Variables T Weights

(¢) Why did you comstruct your index in the wsy you did? What
advantages do you find in your index compared to the indices proposed by
Lipset, Cutright, and Neubauer?

Cutright finds that politiczl development and social-¢conomic develop~
ment are correlated; that is, the twe variables were found to vary together
in & linear form. Using his own political index Neubauer also finds that
democracy and socisl-economic developaent are related to each other—-but not
in a straightforward linmear correlation.

Actually, there are many other possible kinds of relationships
besides linear ones. Linearity sssumes that &s one variable inoreases,
the other variable also increases (or decreases in the case of s negative
relationship) by a constant amount across all values of the variables. In
some cases, however, we might hypothesize that the form of the relationship
between the two variables may be different for different values of the
variables, i.e., the slope of the line may change at different points along
the variable comtinuum. For example, if we were considering the relation-
ship between political stability and the degree of democracy of political
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— ‘systems, we might hypothesise that aunthoritarian syatems weuld be very
: stable—dus te repressive msasures taken against the pepulatioa—and very
- democratic systems would also be stsble due to the institutienalised

‘ procsedures available to the citizenxry for influsncing poliey. I¢ may
- be in ths middle ranges of ths continuum of demcoracy; whers regimes are
o peither repressive enough nor open ensugh to exsct compliamce, that the
greatest instability occurs. Such a relatienship is shewn imn Figure 4.1.

|
P e—

|
| s

Stability

Low i
I T W N N N N W I
Low High
Demooracy
FPigure 4.1

The Pearaen‘s product-moment corrslation, which assumes linearity,

is not adequate to messure the strength of such non-linear relationships.

The straight line best fitting the relationship in Pigure 4.1 would run

parallel to the X axis with a slope of sern, indicating no relationship

B betwesn the varisbles. Obviously, bowever, a curved lins would fit the .

| dsta points very well and, knowing the equation ef such & line, guite i
_agourate prediotion of one varizble from the other could be made., Mesasures

i are available te caloulate non-linear correlation coefficients; although
these will not be discussed here, one should always keep in mind the
possibility of non=linear relatisnships in analysing data. Plotting the

- data points on a scattergram can give a good indication of the shape of a

bivariate {two variable) distributien and whether the assumption of
- linsarity and ths use of linear correlation msasurss is appropriate.

Neubauer argues that the linear corrslation found by Cutright
between his political and social-economic variables dees net in fact
describe the relationship between demecracy and. development.

33
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(5) EHow does Neubauer pressed in refuting Cutright's comclusion?

k)

(6) What criticisms can you suggest of Neubsusr's argument as s
refutation of cntruht‘_?

L]

Instead ¢f a linear corrslation between democracy and development,
Neubauer finds & relationship which he calls a “threshold™ patiern.

(1) What does Neubausr mean by a throshold? How does & threshold
pattern differ from a linsar correlation?

(8) On the basis of Neubauer's findings, how should the relation-
» ship between democracy and development be described?

"
¥

Ia
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_ (9) What sdditional studies would you propose 4e-exemine further
| the relationship between demecracy and development suggested by Neubauer?

(-]
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EXERCISE 5 ~ 5«1

Longitudinal Analysis

Assigned resding:

wWilliam Flanigan and Edwin Fogelman, "Patterns of Political Development
and Democratization: A Quantitative Anslysis" (excerpts included
in this exercise)

In this paper we propose to examime through the use of varied quantitative
measures & central problem in political amalysis: the relstiomships through time
between socio-economic variables on one hend and two basic political variables--
political development and democratization. Interest im such relatiomships is '
hardly novel. 1In this paper, however, we introduce measures and indices based
on quantitative data which have not previously been used and which permit forms
of analysis that could not otherwise be applied. The studies of Demtsch, Russet,
Lipset, Banks and Textor, and others have made plain the poasibilities of com-
parative quantitative analyses. Almost without exception, however, these studies
sre cross-sectional in focus rather than historical or longitudinal; that is,
they employ data from the contemporary pericd tc make comparisons among units at
a particular point-in-time. But although many imteresting prcblems can be
investigated through cross-sectional anelysis there are other sigrnificanc
problems that can only be studied through longitudinal or time-series analysis.
1t is this neglected area of longitudinal quantitative analysis that we shall
explore in the present study.

The dearth cf quantitative longitudinal studies dealing with such obviously
gynamic problems as the patterns of political development and democrstization has
undoubtedly been due less to any question about the possible interest of such
studies thap to the absence of useable relevant data. The data we shall use have
all been collected by the Minnesota Political Data Archive.

OQur main purpose is to examine relationships through time between three
socin-economic variables--urbanizatioun, education, and economic developuent--
and two basic political variables--political development and democratization. The
first problem is to find appropriate measures for each of the political variables.

Poclitical Development: An Index of Governmental Publications

Although the concept of political development is commonplace smong students
of comparative politics, there is notable disagreement concerning both the meaning

of the concept and the indices that are approprlate for measuring levels of develop-

ment. It seems, however, that one important aspect of political development is
the extent to which a government is able to adopt the varied &nd complex policies

that asre demanded in every modern community. This ability to adopt complex policies

we may term "administrative capacity.' A basic premise in the analysis of
political development is that not all political systems are equal in adminis-
trative capacity; not all governments are equally able to adopt the complex
policies that are demanded by influential participants. The administrative
capacity of a political system depends on a number of conditions, including the
introduction of appropriate institutiomal structures, the presence of trained
and motivated personnel, and the availability of relevant information on which
policy~-decisions can be bssed. The first two of these conditions have been
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discussed often by students of political development. A number of typologies

hgve been comstructed bascd on the inmstitutional characteristics of political
systems at different levels of development. Although the imstitutional
characteristics that are usually stressed in such typologiis de not refer merely

to the administrative capacity of a system, some of these characteristics have

a direct connection with the relative ability of different systews to adopt complex
policies. However, from the standpoint of quantitative analysis a fundamental
difficulty with such typologies is that the ipstitutional chsracteristics they

' emphasize are never measured quantitatively. It would be unwarranted to say that

institutional characteristics cenrot be measured quantitatively; but the fact
remains that leading typologists show little inclination toward quantitative
messurement .

" The most widely-used gquantitative meesures that bear on the administrative
capacity of different political systems concern government exwployment and govern-
ment revenues and expenditures. Compilations of political data regularly include
figures on the number of government employees as a percaentage of population or as
a percentage of work force, as well as figures on government revenues and
expenditures as & percentage of GNP, or on the ratio of different types of govern-
ment expenditures. We ourselves have collected considerable data of this kind
in historical depth. The difficulty here, however, aside from very serious
problems in finding such dats over long periods of time, is that the suitabiiity
of these measures as indications of administrative capacity is somewhat doubtful.
Perhaps more elaborate measures of patterns of government employment and expendi-
tures would vield more satisfactory results. But more elaborate measures are not
yet available, and cur own stcrempts to find the data for such measures have not
been encouraging.

In place of the familiar measures of government employment, revenue, and

- e¥penditures we suggest an alternative indicator of administrative capacity

related to the availability within a political system of certain types of
information. Specifically, we propose &n Index of Governmental Publications

based on the volume and kinds of policy-relevant information that is published

by the agencies of government. " The underlying assumption is that the ability

of a government to adopt complex policies is I{ndicated by the volume and kinds of
informetion that the government collects and publishes. Three kinds of information
were selected as a bauls for constructing the Index: census information; reports
on trade and commerce; and government statistics. The volume of these types of
information that & government publishes through the yesrs is taken as an indication
of administrative capacity and a measure of political development.

In constructing the index we counted the number of serial census reports,
trade and commercial reports, and statistical reports published by our 29 govern-
ments from 1800 to 1960; the number of such serial publications in every decade
was totaled as a score for each country in each decade. There are, however,
cerrain limitations to the data. In the first place, the sources for these data
should be the government publications themselves. Scores fer each country should
be computed directly from the publications issued by governmental agencles.
Unfortunately, our limited resources made this procedure impossible. Instead,
for the period 1800-1920 we counted the volume of serial governmental publications
held in all United States libraries as reported in List of Serial Publication of
Foreign Governments and for the period 1920-196C we counted the volume of serial
governmental publications held in sclected British iik-aries as reported in the

v N
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Londo.: Bibliography of the Social Sciences. The use of these sources rather

than the governmental publications themselves introduces certaim blases into
the data, although $he extent of these biases is uncertain. Probably the
publications of nofi-Western governments are underestimated, but more generally
we cannot be sure that the volume of publications for amy country is completely
accurate. For this reason the index presented here is less relisble than we
would like. We emphasize, however, that the sources of data for a more reliable
index are accessible. With more time and funds the relevant government publi-
cations can be examined directly, and & highly reliable index can certsinly be
constructed.l

In the second place, the fact that data for the index were obtained from
two separate sources posed the problem of combining the data into a single
measure despite discrepancies in the figures mhorted in the two sources. 7o
solve this difficulty we cbtained raw séores €5r. two overlapping decades (1910-
1929) and on the basis of this overlap we fitted the more recent data from the
London Bibliography to the trend established from our main source, Serial
Publications. A conversion ratio for each country was obtained by comparing
the two scores for the overlapping decades, and this ratio was used to extrapolate
scores from 1930 to 1950.

In the third place, we limited ourselves only to serial governmental
publications rather than total governmental publicatioms, and we allowed a
maximum score of 10 for each serial publication im each decade even when the
number of publications in the series was higher. Moreover, we took no account
of differences in the size of publications in particular series; a serfes of
pamphlets was counted equally with a series of voluminous tomes. One result of
these decisions is to depress the score for the more developed countries. Again,
direct perusal of the relevant publications would enable us to comstruct a more
sensitive and reliable index than has in fact been possible.

No extensive validation of this index was undertaken, but we do have
governmental non-military employment data for the United Kingdom and the United
States over most of the one hundred and sixty years. To the same degree the
proportion of the population in civilian government employment indicates the
extent of development, and we would expect a high correlation with the Index of
Governmental Publications as another indicator of political development. In
this instance we find 3 simple correlation coefficient of .95 in each country,
which gives as much support for the index as we could hope for at the present time.

lscores for the United States were obtained by going directly to the
Department of Commerce Index of Publications and counting exhaustively the number
of relevant publications. None of our sources contained enough listings for
Lebanon to compute an index. From 1900-1929 the Philippines was scored from the
Catalogue of the Library of Congress, since publications for the Philippines
were not listed in Serial Publications.

13



3 -4

Adequate validation depends on better independent indicators than government
employnent--indicators we lack at this time. ,//

For present purposes all our ccountries heve been grouped into four
categories on the bssis of their scores on the Index of Governmental Publicatioms.
Summary scores from O to 3 were assigned on the following basis:

Score Range on the Index of Governmental Publications
3 1-50 °
2 51~150
1 151-250
0 251 and over

hanges in political development based on these summary scores are presented
n Table 1. (All Tables are included at the end of the paper.)

) The distributions shown in Table 1 reveal four distinct patterns of change

ir political development.

Pattern A: One set of countries achieves an early high level of political develop-
ment. These countries include Canada, UK, US France, Italy, USSR, and Spain.

All maintain the highest level of development for at least four decades. With

two exceptions they show an early and gradual increase in political development.

In the case of Italy the pattern of development is somewhat uneven; the pattern

for the USSR is both more abrupt as well as obviously uneven imn the decades of

the revolutions and World War II. : '

Pattern B: A second set of countries attains a high level of development inr the
mid-20th century. These countries include India, Japan, and Switzerland. All
have moderately high levels of development throughout the 20th century, but they
reach the highest level only after World War 1I.

Pattern C: A third set of countries maintains a moderate level of development

for a prolonged period, but they do not sustein the highest level of development.
These countries imclude Argentina, Austria, Brazfl, Chile, Colombia, Czechoslovakisa,
Egypt, Germany, Humgary, Indonesia, Mexico, Portugal and South Africa. With

three exceptions, the trend of development is smooth. Austria, Germany and

Hungary reveal uneven fluctuations in development asscciated with major political
disruptions.

Pattern D: A fourth set of countries remains at a low level of political
development with at most moderate increase in the mid-20th century. These
countries include Burma, Lebanon, Nigeria, Philippines, Thailand, and Turkey.

Although there are important problems in generalizing the Index of Govern-
mental Publications as a measure of political development, the Index seems to us
to have sufficient face validity to warrant its use in examining relationships
between political development, democratization, and socio-economic variables.
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An Index o_ﬁ_ Democratircation

Like political development, the concept of democratization has been defined
in different ways by different scholars. But despite the variety of definitions
students of democracy tend to emphasize four basic characteristics as distinctive
features of democratic politica. systems. These distinguishing characteristics
are electoral or parliamentary cuccession, political competition, popular
electoral participation, and absence of suppressien. If measures could be
devised for eack of these characteristics gn Index of Democratization could
be constructed based on combinations of the feur basic measures, In this
section we shall intrdduce such an index and apply it to our 29 countries.

Democratic Succession

The practices through which political leaders succeed to the principal
executive offices are a major aspect of every political system.- To describe
these practices, however, is not always easy, if enly because there may be
significant divergence between the formal practices and the actual practices of
succession. 1In describing the processes of succession that are characteristic
of democratic systems we feund it useful to identify e number of different
combinations of formal and actual practices of succession that can prevail in any
political system. This variety of formal and actusl practices can be described as
follows: o

formal practices actual practices

electoral or parliamentary: selection electoral or parliamentary
of chief executive official through -
a general election or through investi~
ture by a legislature
managed electoral or parliamentary:
manipulation of eiectoral or
par liamentary procedures through

varied types of pressure, bribery, etc,

parliamentary monarchy: selection parliamentary monarchy
through appointment by a monarch with
legislative approval '
institutional support: selection of institutional support: including, in

the chief executive official by a addition to selection by a party,
specific group or organization, such military, or religious organization,
.as a party, military, or religious succession as & result of popular
organization uprising and other forms of usurpation

monarchy: selection through inheritance monarchy

colonial: selection by a colenial power colonial

no formal practice established: foreign imposition

interim period in which there has
been as yet no fermalization of the
process of succession

N
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On the basis of this general typology of practices of successfen: we constructed
& summary measure for democratic succession to the chief executive offices in
terms of the following cede:

Index of Democratic Succession

0 democratic: fommal succession through elections or parliamentary -
investiture and actual succession through elections or
parliamentary inveatiture

1 semi-democratic: formal succession through elections or parliamentary
investiture and actual succession through manipulstion,
institutionalfsupport, or other non-electoral practices

2 non-democratic: fomrmal suscession through non-electoral practices and

' actual succession through non-electoral practices p

The use of this measure fnvolves c;rtain difficulties and has a number of impli-

cations in assessing & system as democratic., To begin with, identification of

the chief executive official is itself sometimes a matter of judgment. When

alternative choices were pdssible we selected the official or officials who ceemed

to us to occupy the most critical role in the making of policy. Secondly,
decisions as tc which practices are actually prevalent in a system can also

be controversial. Especially in imstances of institutional support ox managed

elections it is not always easy to identify the actual means of succession.

Thirdly, the measure discriminates against systems that are formally democratic

but in which actuad_guccession occurs through contrclled electiomns or manipulated

parliamentary procedures, In this respect the messure is biased against democratic

gcores, Moreover, this bias is reinforced by our decision to count the worst

score for the decade., In other words, our scoring reflects the failure of

democratic succession in a country rather than the typical patterms of succession
in that country, /

Scores on democratic succession for the 29 countries are shown in Table 2..

When a decade passes with no instance of succession, the practice of the previoue
decade is continued.

Cemgeti:ion

The second measure comprised within our overall Index of Democratization
is a measure of pelitical competition. There are many different ways in which
political competition can be defined, described, and messured, but in a broad
comparative and historical perspective only some rather simple messures seem
feasible--at least for the time being. Our measure of political competition is
based on two characteristics of the system: the presence in the system of legal
opposition parties, and the presence of opposition in a regular important elected
legislature. Countries are scored in terms of the combination of these
characteristics that sre present in any decade, as follows:

{4
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Index of Political Compstition . i

“ 0. presence of legal opposition parties and opposition in a regular
important elected legistature

-~ 1., presence of either legal opposition parties or opposition in & regular
important elected legislature

. 2, presence of neither featuge .

Lille the measure of democratic succession, the use of this measure of political
competition has certain implications that should be noticed. In the first place,
the presence of opposition parties is trested rather formally., A "party” is
regarded as any group that identifies itsalf as such, and the presence of an
oppoaition party is censidered as s matter of legal status without regard to how
effective the opposition party may he as a political organiggtion. Sacondly,
idengification of a regular important elacted iegislature inyblves some contro-
versial metters of judgment., By “ragular" we mean that the egislature has not
been convened only for a single or limited number of sessions and that it has
not been disrupted during the decade; by “important" we mean that the legislature
either selects the chied executive or plays a major role in policy~making; by
“elected” we mean that members of the legislature are selected by some broad
electorate. The existence of these conditions is obviously in many cases a matter
of judgment, especially in regard to whether or not a legisisture should be
regarded as "important”, Thirdly, at least in part the measure of \pelitical
compatition was intended to discriminate between modern democratic modern
totalitarian systems, and it does serve this purpose well enough, However, it
appears rather indiscriminate for developing systems in both the 1S¢h apd 20th
centuries, The measure seems too generous in scering systems which quite early
in their development contain both forms ef opposition ~=party opposition and
legislative opposition, It appears that highly undeveloped traditional regimes
and highly developed totslitarian regimes are most likely to suppress oppoesition;
all other regimes are lijely to permit at least token opposition.

Scores on paolitical competition for the 29 countries are presented in Table 3,

Pcpular Electoral Participation

A third characteristic of democratic systems is widespread popular
participation in the electoral process. Actuslly, mass electoral participation
is also characteristic of developed systems, as contrasted with demecratic systems,
so that in itself popular participation is no indicator of denocracy. To comstruct
an Index of Democratizatien a measure of electoral participation must be combined
with the other measures we have heen describing. '

To measure electoral participation we have recorded the type of suffrage
prevalent in each decade in national elections for the legisiagture or the
presidency, whichever elections were most impertant™in the selection of the chief
exacutive official. These types of suffrage were scored as follows:

0. national elections with universal suffrage including universal male
suffrage as well as minor suffrage requirements such as residence)

1. national elections with moderate restrictions on suffrage

2. national alections with severe restrictions on suffrage

3. no elections

\ 47

R TN\ = "1§
””:'-,'-



S -8

Obviously, ghe distinction between 'moderats" and "severe" restrictions onm
suffrage in part a matter of judgment., Moreover, the maasure as a whele

refers to the effects of formal suffrage requirements rather than actual electorsl
participation. No doubt there would have been advantages in using turnout as

the indicator of electoral participation. But turnout data are extremely difficul

to obtain for many countries. Sowme of the variativn in scores for individual

.. countries probably exaggerates fluctuation in actual participation, since the

scores reflect an easing and tightening ef suffrage requirements which may have
had relatively slight impact on turneut in the short rum,

Scores on pppular psrfizipacion for the 29 countries are presented in Table 4,

Absence of Suppression

The fourth characteristic of democratic systems is the absence of suppression
directed against individuals, groups, or organizations that participate in the
political process, To indicate the extent ef suppression in a system we have
scored instances of suppressive acts in terms of both the degree of coercion snd
the selaativity of the acts, We assigned sceres on the following basis:

Index of Political Suppressien

0. no siénifieant political suppression (may include the outlawing of a
minor extremist party or media censoxrship)

1. selective coercive suppression (including individual and group arrests
or executions as well as coercive measures ageinst parties or other
organizations)

2. widespread electoral suppression (applied to widespread ceercion
practiced during an elec’‘on period agesinast opposition individuals,
groups, and organizations)

3. general repression (including celonial regimes, generally autecratic
regimes, and foreigh occupation)

4, civil war conditions

5. severe suppression (applied to polica-gtate and totalitarian regimes)

Since all regimes attempt to maintain order we have not considered govermmental
responses to riots or uprisings as instances of suppression; rather, we have tried
to recoerd more general suppressive practices, We have coded the most suppressive
ascts for each decade, so the measure is bfased toward suppressive scores, Again,
therefore, our measure reflects the failures of democratic systems rather than
their typical patterns. Several types of suppression are omitted in our measure.
We have not recorded acts of suppression by local govermmental units when such
acts were obviously distinct from the national unit; nor have we recorded acts of
suppression carried out by nondgovernmental organizations, although suppressive
acts of this kind could be extremely significant under certain circumstances.

Scores on political suppression for the 29 countries are presented in Table 5.
To comstruct & general Index of Democratization we combined the four measures
of democratic succession, political competitien, popular participation, and

political suppression inte a single comprehensive measure. Scores were assigned
to each country fer every decade in terme of the following eight-point rankings:
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Index of Democratization
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1.

2.

3.

3.

6.
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Shccession =
Competition =

Participation=
Suppression =

Succession =

Conpetition =
Participation=
Suppresgion =
Succession =
Competition =
Participation=
Suppression =
Succession =
Competition =
Participation=
Suppression =
Succession =
Competition .=
Participation=

Suppression =,

Succession =
Competition =

Participat o=
Suppressio. =
Succession =
or
Participation=
or
Competition =

!support

formal and actual succession through elections or
parliamentary investiture

presence opposition parties and opposition
in a re rtant elected legislature

Same as for 'O%

Any national election

no wideapread electoral suppression or worse

Same as for "1"

Ssme as for 'OY ,

Same as for "1" .

no general repression or worse

Seme as for "1"

Opposition in regular elected legisiature

Same as for "1"

Same as for "2"

Same as for "1V

Opposition in any elected legislature

Same as for "1%

Same as for "2"

legitimate succession including colonial and mnnarchical
Opposition in any elected legislature or legal opposition
party
Same as
Same as
Same as

Nl"
"2 (1]
ﬂ1 "t

for
for
for
HIM

Same as for

Same as for "5"

All other combinations

The combination of four measures~--competition, part{éipatiun, suppression,
and democratic succession--yields the scores on democratization shown in Table 6,

Inspection of Table 6 reveals four patterns of democratization.

Pattern I:
interruption through the entire period,
United Kingdom, and United States.

%

One set of countries remains consistently democratic virtually without

These countries are Canada, Switzerland,
The major departure from a consistently

democratic pattern occurs in the United States durizg the decade of the Civil

War.

our coding.
the severity of our Index of Democratization,

This results from the high suppression score for civil war conditions under

The fact that only four countries are consistently democratic reflects

The requirements for political

competition, including legal opposition parties and opposition in a regular
impertant eiected legislature are sufficiently demanding to exclude wost countries
even during otherwise democratic decades,

19
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Pattern II: A second set of countries remains moderately democratic fer a number
of decades but never sustains a censistently democratic regime. These countries
include Argentina, Chile, France, Germany, Hungary, and Italy. All reveal some
unevenness in patterns of democratizstien., With the exception of Chile sll have
undergone one or more decades of highly undemocratic disruptions during their
development, s

Pattern III: A third set of countries is predominantly non-demacratic but with

gome interludes of at least moderate demecracy., These countries include Austria,
Brazil, Colombia, Czechoslovakia, Msxico, Portugal, and Spain, Despite censider-
able variation in specific patterns of democratirstion aemong these countries,

all revert to highly undemocratic regimes following their most democratic interludea,

Pattern IV: A fourth set of ceuntries remains consistently undemocratic through-
out the entire period. These countries sre Burma, Egypt, India, Indonesia, Japan,
Lebanon, Nigeria, Philippines, South Anfrica, Thailand, Turkey, and USSR. The
major departure from the consistently undemocratic pattern occurs following

World War II, when India, Japan, lLebanon, the Phil{ppines, and Turkey achieve
re'atively democratic regimes., Within the generally undemocratic patterm three
types of regimes can be disfinguished: colenial regimes (Burma, Egypt, India,
Indonesia, Lebanon, Nigeria, Philippines--for varying periods of time); traditiomal
authoritarian regtmes (Egypt, Japan, Lebansn, Thailand, Turkey, Bussis, and South
Africa--again for varying periods); and & modern totalitavian regime (USSR).

o  No doubt exception can be taken to the specific scores for democratization
assigned to particular countréés in various decades. In part such disagreemeants
may reflect differences in judgment and interpretation. Beyond differences of
judgment, however, our code does contain some implicit limitatiens. Scoring
under the codd ignores abertive attempt#” to establish democratic regimes (as in
Russia in 1917 or during the European revolutions 9&{1848) as well as shorte-
lived democratic regimes during a decade of severe suppression or undemocratic
suppression (as in Japan in the 1920's). At the same time, other scores may
exaggerate the extept of democratization through our effort to record periods
of experience witn jsome democratic institutions and practices under otherwise
undemocratic condifions (as fn Brazil and Mexico during the early decades).
These implicit bigses certainly affect our pattemrns of dempcratization to some
degree, but whatéver the effects may be the general acceptability of the findings
depends at this stage on face validity.

3
Social and Economic Va:iggles

Since our main purpose is to examine relationships between political
variables and socio-economic varisbles we must now describe briefly the social
and economic measures we propose to use in the analysis: urbanization, educationm,
and agricultural employment.

Urbanization

The simplest of the three measures is urbanization, which is defined
as the proportion of the population im cities over 100,000, Population estimates
are generally available fer all 29 countries throughout the entire period of our

e
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study. During earlier periods, when the accuracy of population es#tes is
most questionable, considerable variation in urbanization figures . quite
tolerable, since the proportion of population in cities over 100,000 is so small
that large changes in proportions would not influence the overall trend.

The selection of 100,000 as a basis for estimating the population in
urban areas was arbitrary, dictated by the greater svailability of worldwide
data on cities over 100,000 in several slmanacs and yearbooks. For most
countries our data extend back in time to 1800 or to a point where the unit has
no cities over 100,000, However, there are several characteristics of the
measure that should be noted. In countries with & small population, the growth
of any city over the 100,000 mark causes the measure to jump markedly--the trend
appears more jagged tham the actual overall growth of the urban areas warrants.
In countries with large populations this is no problem. There is also a
difficulty in establishing comparability among units because of uncertainty in
some data as to whether population figures for cities include the entire urban
area or merely the central city.

Agricultural Employment

Agricultural employment is measured by the proportion of the labor force
engaged in agriculture. Unfortunately, this measure appears to be subject to
some error, particularly in the carly periods. During preindustrial and pre-
commercial periods estimates of the proportion of a country's labor force
employed in various ways may be quite inaccurate. More accurate estimates
generally are available only when industrialization is underway. Not only are
estimates of the labor force in. agriculture subject to error but estimates of
the total labor force are also open to question. Moreover, the reported estimates
are not always strictly comparable either within a country or between countries,
since practices change in estimating the labor force, particularly with respect
te including women, counting rural populations, or counting all males as opposed
only to employed males, Nevertheless, this measure remains the best single
indicator we have of economic development for all our units over the whole time
period.

Education

Our wecasure of education consists of the number of children in primary
education as a proportion of total population, This rather curious way of
measuring the level of education in a country is used because of its sensitivity
during early periods of development. However, it is not as appropriate for more
developed countries, 1n early periods the measure accurately reflects the low
level of investment in education as well as the gradual increase in this invest-
ment. But later, as the age distribution of the population shifts, it also
responds to_the proportional decline of primary school students in the entire
population. The acvcuracy of estimates on primary education is probably fairly

2 ) a1 . .

“We are working on the possibility of converting a country's score from
the primary c¢ducation index to an index incorporating higher education data as
the country reaches an advanced stage of development.
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N
good once & government begins reporting such information. Howevar, theare are
problems with coupsrability from one unit to the next, especially since non-
governmental schools may be included or excluded in various patterns.

Political Development and Patterns of Democratizstion

| Having introduced our principal measures snd indices we can nosrconsider
some relationsyips-between the political variables themselves and also between
political variables on one hand and socio-economic variables on the other...

Figure 9 shows the average of each #social and economic characteristic for
all countries grouped according to pattern of democrgtization.

If we turn now to democratization we find that countries with different
patterns of democratization over the last 160 years have quite distinct social
and economic characteristics for the same period. As Figure 9 shows, consis-
tently democratic countries have smaller proportions of their labor forces in
agriculture, are more urbanized, and have higher proportions of the population
in elementary schools. The consistently undemocratic countries show the
opposite tendency, with high levels of employmént in agriculture throughout,
relatively little urbanization until quite recently, and low levels of ecducation
until the last two decades. On all three variables the gpderately democratic
patterns (Group II) fall clearly between the consistently democratic countries
and the predominantly undemocratic.
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Figure 9. Index of Democratization and
' Social and Ecann-@c Varisblea.
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Group I

Canada
Switzerland
United Kingdom
United States

Group 11

Argentins
Chile
France
Germany
Rungary
Italy

Group IIX

Austria

Braeil
Colombia
Czechoslovakia
Portugal
Mexico

Spain

Group IV

Burma

India
Indonesia
Japan
Lebanon
Nigeria
Philippines
South Africa .
Thailand
Turkey
U.S.S.R.
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Table 1. Index of*Governmental Publications.

_ 1800 1900

'Country 00 10 20 30 40 S0 60 70 80 90 00 10 20 30 40 50
Argentina 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 2z 2 2 2 ¢ O
Austria 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 1 1 1 0 2 2 2 1
Brazil 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 2 2 1 ¢ 0
Burma 3 3 3 3 3 3 2
Canada 3 2 2 0 0 0 0 o
Chile 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 2 1 1 11
Colombia, 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 2 2 1
Czechoslovakia 2 2 1 1
Egypt 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 2 2 2 2 1 1
France .3 3 3 3 2 2 2 1 ¢ O 0 0 0 6 O

Germany 3 2 2 2 2 2 0 3
Hungary. 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 3 2 1 11
India 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 2 1 1 1 1 0 O
Indonesia 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 ‘2 2 2 2 2 0
Italy 2 1 1 0 1 1 ©0 0 0 o
Japan 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 1 1 1 1 1 o0 o
Lebanon 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
Mexico 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 1
Nigeria 3 3 3 2 1
Philippines 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 i 3 3 3 3 3 2
Portugal 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 2 2 2 2z 2 0 o0
South Africa 2 2 2 1 1
Spain 3 i 3 3 3 3 2 2 2 2 ©0 0 O0 o0 O O
Switzerland 3 3 3 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 0 0
Thailand i 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 2 2 2
- Turkey 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 .3 3 3 2 1
*&// U.S.S.R. 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 1 1 0~1 0 0 1 O
| United Kingdom 3 3 3 3 3 2 2 1 1 1 0O 0 0 0 0 O
United States 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 2 2 2 1 1 0 0 0 o0

Blank spaces indicate that the unit was not in existence or was otherwise

inappropriate. L




R

N

T

-t

Blank spaces indicate that the unit was not in existence or wus otherwise

inappropriate.
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Table 2, Index of Democratic Suggession.

%

1800 1900
Country 00 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 00 IiC 20 30 40 50
Argentins 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 ¥ 6 0 1 1 1
Austria 2 & 2 1 i 1 1 1 0 2 2 O
Brazil 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 0 1 0 o0
Burma / 2 2 2z 2 2 2 2 i
Canada c o o ¢ o ¢ 0 ¢ 0o O¢f
Chile 2 2 1 1 1 1. 11 1 o0 O ¢
Colombia o 0 1 1 ¢t I 1 1 1 1 6 0 1
Czechoslovakia ' 6 o 2 2
Egypt 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 Z 2 1 1 1
France 2 2 1 | 1 2 0 0 6 O 0o 0 ¢ 2 1
Germany 1 1 1 i 1 0 2 2
Hungary 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 2
India 202 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 I 490
Indonesia 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Italy C 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 0
Japan 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 0 2 2 ¢©
Luebanon 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 G
Mexico 2 2 2 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 ¢
Nigeria 2 2 2 2 2
Philippines 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 90
Portugal 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 i 1 1 1 1 L 1 1 i
South Africa 0 0 0 0 0
Spain 2 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 2
Switzerland 0 0 0 0 0 0 G 0 0 0 0 0
Thailand 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 12 1 1 1
Turkey 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 1 0 0 O
U.S.5.K, 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
United Kingdom O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 o0 © 0 0 0
United States 0 0 0 g O 0 0 0 (4] 0 0 0 e G 0 0
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Table 3. Index of Political Competition.
¢
1800 1900

Country G010 20 30 40 S0 60 70 80O %0 00 10 20 30 40 S0
Argentina 2 2 2 1 0 0O ¢ 6o 0 0 0 2 1
Austria 2 2 2 1 2 6 0 0o o o 0 0 2 o0
Brazil 2 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 o0 0O
Burma 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 0
Canada 6 ¢ 0 0 0 O 90 0 0O 0
Chile Z 2 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 © O
(olombia 1 1.0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 o
Czechoslovakia 6 o0 2 2
Egypt 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 0 2
France 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 ¢ ¢ 0 0 0o 0 0 o0 O
Germany n ¢ 0 9 0 0 2 2
Hungary 1 2 1 1 1 1 o ¢ ¢ 0 0 0 0 o0 o0 2
India 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 i 1 1 1 ©
indonesia 2 2 2 Z 2 2 2 2 2 d 2 1 1 1 1 1
Ttaly Cc 0 0.0 0 0 0 2z 2 0
Japan 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 9 0O 0 0 0 2 0
Lebanon 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 i 0 0O
Mexico 2 2 1 1 1 1 11 I 1 i I 1 1 1 1
Nigevria 2 1 1 1 o0
Philippines 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 22 2 2 1 1 1 0 1 o0
Portugal 2 2 1 1+ 1 1 1 1 1 1 O O 1 1 1
South Africa 0 0 ¢ 0 ©
Spain 2 i 2 0 0 0 0 e 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2
Switzerland 1 0 0 o 0 0 O O 0 O 0 o0
Thailand 22z 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2z 2 7 1 1 1
Turkey 2 2 2 2z 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 1 ¥ 1 O ©
U.S8.8.R, 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 t 2 2 2 2
United Kingdom 0 0 0 0 0 0 U 0 0 0 G 0 0 0 0 0
United States 6 o ¢ ¢ 0 0o ¢ 0 O 0 0 0 0 0 0 ¢

Blank spaces indicate that the unit was not in existence or was otherwise

inappropriate.

T



[
o )

.

: 2
=
-

RS
Table 4. Index of Popular Electoral Participation.
1800 1800

Country GO _10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 00 10 20 30 4u 50
Argentina 3 3 3 0 0 O 0 O '0 o 0 0 0
Austria i 3 3 3 3 2 2 1 1 0 O 0 o0 O0 o
Brazil 3 3 2 2 3 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 1
Burma 3 3 3 3 1 1 1 ¢
Canada 1 1 1 1 0 66 O o0 ¢ O
Chile 3 3 1 1 1 6o 0 0 0 0 0 O O
Colombia 1 10 o0 0 1 1 ! 1 1 0 O O
Czechoslovakia 0O 0 0 ¢
Egypt 3 3 3 3 3 23 3 3 3 3 o0 0 o0 o0
France 31 2 2 O ¢ O O O O O O O O oo 9
Germany ¢ 0 o0 o0 o0 0 1 2

Hungary 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 0 0
India 3 3 3 3 I 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 2 0 o
Indonesia 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 o0
Italy 2 2 1 i 1 6 0 o0 ¢ o
Japan 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 2 2 v 0 0 o
Lebanon 3 3 3 13 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 0 0 o0 o
Mexico 3 3 1 1 1 0 ¢ o0 0 3 3 0 6 OO0 0 o0
Nigeria 3 3 3 3 0
Philippines 33y 3 31 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 0 0 0 O O
Portugal 3 3 2 2 2 3 2 2 2 2 2 ¢ 0 0 0O 0
South Africa 2 Z 2 2 2
Spain I o0 3 2 2 ¢ O 2 3 0 O O 3 0 3 3
Switzerland 0 0 0 G 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Thailand 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 909 o0 o
Turkey 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 1 1 0 0 0 O
U.S,S.R. i 3 3 33 3 3 3 3 3 6 O 3 0 O O
United Kingdom 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 1 ¢ o0 o0 O 0 0o 0 o0
United States 2 2 2 2 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0O o

Blank spaces indicate that the unit was not in existence or was otherwise

inappropriate.
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Table 3. Index of Political Suppression
1800 1500

Country 00 10 20 30 40 SC 60 70 80 S0 G0 10 20 30 40 SO
Argentina 2 2 2 1 1 1 0 o0 1 1 1
Austria 3 * 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 0 5 5 0
Brazil T3 3 4 4 1 1 1 1 4 1 2 1 5 5 0
Burma 3 3 3 3 3 1 s 0O
Canada 6 0 0 0 0 O O 0 ¢ ¢
Chile 3 4 2 2 2 4 2 4 0 0 2 1 1 O
Colom’.ia & 4 4 4 &6 4 4 4 2 2 0 4 &
Cze .hoslovakia 1 ¢ 5 5
Egypt 3 3 3 3 3 13 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 131 5
France 3 3 3 3 4 0 4 O 1 1 1 O 1 3 0
Germany 1 1 1 0 r 1 5 5

Kungary 3 3 3 0 O i 0 5 1 I 5 )
India j 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 1 o0
Indonesia 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 5 1
Italy 4 2 2 2 1 1 S S5 5 0
Japan 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 0 0 3 3 5 1
Lebanon 5 5 5 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 0 1
Mexico 3 4 & 2 3 4 3 2 2 2 2 & 4 2 0 1
Nigeria 3 3 3 3 1
Philippines i 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 5 1
Portugal 3 3 4 4 4 4 0 ©0 O 0 S 1 5 5 S5 5§
South Africa 3 3 3 3 5
Spain 4 4 4 4 4 3 3 4 1 1 1 1 2 S5 5 5
Switzerland ¢ o o o o0 0 ¢ O O 1 0 o0
Thailand 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 5 5 5
Turkey 55 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 1 5 5 5 1
U.S.S5.R. 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 33 3 3 3 46 5 5 5 5
United Kingdom 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 C 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
United ftates 1 i 1 1 i 1 4 2 1 1 ¢ 6 6 o 0 0o

Blank spaces indicate that the unit was not in existence or was otherwige

inappropriate.

Cy
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' Table 6. Index of Democratization.
1800 1900

Country 00 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 S0 00 10 20 30 40 50
Argentina 7 7 7 6 2 2 2 2 0 1 2 6 ¢&
Austria 77 1 6 6 6 6 0 6 6 O
Brazil 7 7 6 6 6 3 3 3 3 6 3 3 3 & 6 .1
Burma 7 7T 1 1 & 5 6 6
Canada 1 1 0 0 O O O ¢
Chile 7 7 4 3 3 6 3 3 3 6 1 1 2 1 1 O
Colombia &6 6 6 2 2 0 6 6
Czechoslovakia 1 0 6 &
Egypt 7 7 1 7 ® 1 7 1 1 71 & 6 6 4 6 &
France &6 &6 6 6 6 6 5 6 0 1 1 1 o0 1 6 7
Germany 1 1 1 1 1 1 6 7
Hungary &6 7 6 6 6 6 6 1 1 1 1 6 1 1 6 6
India 7 7 7 7 71 7 1 1 6 6 6 6 6 6 5 0
Indonesia 7 7 7 1 7 1 1 1 1 1 1 & 6 6 & 6
Italy 6 2 2 2 1 1 6 6 6 O
Japan 7 7 1 1 1 1 1 1 6 & 6 6 6 6 6 1
Lebanon 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 T 6 6 5 1
Mexico T 7 6 4 6 6 6 & 4 & 4 6 5 3 3 3
Nigeria 7 & 6 6 5
Philippines 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 6 6 6 6 6 1
Portugal 7 7 6 6 6 6 3 3 3 6 1 &6 6 6 6
South Africa 6 6 6 6 6
Spain 7 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 1<' 1 1 6 6 7 7
Switzerland 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0

: Thailand 7 7 1 1 7 1 1 1 1 7 1 1 17 6 6 6
Turkey 7 7 7 1 7 1 ¥ 1 1 1 6 4 6 6 6 1
U.S.S.R.~™ ;7 7 7 3 371 1 1 1 1 1 & 6 T 6 6 6
United Kingdom 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 O 0 0 0 0 0 O 0
United States 1 1 3 1 1 i 6 2 i 1 0 0 0 0 o 0

™ -
~ L.

Blank;éﬁgées indicate that the unit was not in exis'tence or was otherwise

in&ppéaptiate.
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All the exercises so far have examined relstionships between democracy and
development in s static perspective, The underlying assumption has been that
democracy depends on the presence at a given period of time of certain favorable
social-economic conditions., But glthough such static or cross-sectional analysis
throws important light on the probliem of the conditions of effective democracy,
some important aspects of the problem can oanly be studied through dynamie or _
longitudinal snalysis. For example, insofar as stable democracy depends not simply

- on the presence of certain levels of development but on the sequence in which

.particular levels are reached, this tempersl sequence can only be discovered through
longitudinal or time-series analysis.,

Quantitative longitudinal analysis over extended time-periods is uncommon in
political science, partly because relevant dats are scarce. In this exercise we will

examine a paper which presents a preliminary analysis of patterns of political
development and democratization during the period 1800-1960.

What are the measures of political development and democratization used by Flanigan
and Fogelman? How do these measures differ from those of Lipset, Cutright, and
Neubauer? How convincing is the distinction between political development and
democratization in light of Neubauer's comments on this point?

How are scores determined for the 29 countries on the measures of political devel-
opment and democratization? Can the scoring procedures be checked?

On the basis of the scores in Tables 1 and 6 of their paper, Flanigan and Fogelman
identify four patterns of political development and four patterns of democratization.
How are these patterns determined? Do you agree with this classificatior of countries
into four patterns? What alternative classifications would you suggest?
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I

i
Having identified different patterns of deiﬁ:rn:izatien, the authors examine
a number of relationships between democratisza and socisal and economic change.
In Figure 9 of their paper they show the relationship between democratization and

three social and economic variables: asricultugnl enp loyment, urbanization, and
elementary education. ‘

How is each of these variables defined in the Paper? What criticisms can you
suggest of these definitions?

5]
Py

What does Figure 9 show about the relationships between democratization and
patterns of change in the three social and economic variables? What limitations
arise from the authors' use of averages in this figure? What additional weasures
could be used in further describing these relationships?

How do the kinds of findings derived from Figure 9, based on longitudinal datas,
differ from the findings in previous exercises based on cross-sectional data?

An interesting type of analysis using longitudinal data is the investigation of

sequences of change. = The basic assumption is that when and in what order certain
changes occur, or the tamporal relationships of social and political changes, are
as significant as Bow much change occurs, or simply the magnitude of changes. For
our present purposes ea it is interesting to ask what are the sequences of social and
economic changes associated with varying patterns of democratization, We may find

61
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that more and less successful democracies become industrialized. vrbaniged, and
politically developad in distinctive temporal patterns, so that we can identify

a sequence of changes associated with each group of countries. Data.for examining
this problem are contained in Table 5.1. The definitions of the variables in
Table 5.1 are the same as those used in the Flanigan-Fogelman paper.

cema?il

Using the data in Table 5.1, complete Figure 5.2 by indicating in the sppro- ,
priate column the decade during which each country becomes industrialized, urbanized, -
and politically developed as defined in the Figure. Wwhere the decade seems to be
earlier than the first listed date, put a minus sign in front of the date and list the
date in the column (i.e. -1390).

Looking at Figure 5.2, what temporal relationships among the variables included
in the Figure might be interesting to investigate?

looking at the time of industrialization and urbanization in the two groups of
countries, it appears that there is some difference in the sequence in which these
changes occur. One such difference is described in Figure 5.3. 1In Figure 5.3 we can
test to what extent in demociatic countries jindustrialization precedes urbanization.
. The specific hypothesis is that consistently democratic countries become industrialized
o at least three decades before they become urbanized. Complete Figure 5.3 by indicating
the appropriate number of countries in each cell of the two-by-two table, The top row
refers to countries grouped as Pattern I; the bottom row refers to countries grouped
as Pattern ITI. The first column refers to countries which become urbanized at least
three decades after they become industrialized; the second column refexs to countries
in which this temporal sequence does not occur.

Figure 5.3, Sequences of Industrialization and Urbanization in Consistently
and Moderately Democratic Countries

Absence of
Urbanization industrialization
at least three ~ at least three
- decades after decades prior to

industrialization wurbanization

Pattern I

- Pattern IT




Table 5.1 Politide},.cacial, and economic changes in 10 countries, 1800-1950 (see note).

18 : 19
Country 00 10 20 30 40 50 60 20 80 S0 00 10 20 30 40 50
Pattern I
Canada
Urbanization 1 2 3 8 8 15 19 22 23 23
Agricultural Employment S0 51 48 43 37 35 31 28 21
Democratization 1 1 1 1 o0 0 0 O O O
Govt. Publications 3 3 2 2 2 ¢ O O O O
United Kingdom
Urhb. 9 11 14 17 20 22 21 25 29 32 34 37 38 39 &4 50
Ag. ° 35 33 28 22 22 19 15 13 10 9 9 B 6 6 5
Dem. 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1. 0 0o 0 O O 0 O O
Pub, 3 3 3 3 3 2 2 1 1 1 0 o0 0 O 0 O
United States
Urb. 1 3 4 § 6 8 11 11 16 19 22 26 30 29 29
Ag. 72 71 69 64 59 53 49 43 38 31 27 21 18 13
Dem. 1 1 1 1 1 1 6 2 1 1 0 0 O O ¢ @O
Pub. 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 2 2 23 1 1 6 0 o0 O
Switzerland
Urb. i1 12 12 16 18 21
Ag. 38 31 27 26 21 21
Dem. 3 0 0 0 6 0 0 O O 1 o0 O
Pub. 3 3 3 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 ¢ 0
Pattern 11
France
Urb. 3 3 3 3 4 5 7 9 10 12 13 14 15 16 16 17
Age 75 70 66 63 62 62 54 50 48 45 44 42 41 37 34 30
Dem.. 6 6 6 6 6 & 5 6 0 1 1 1 9 1 6 7
Pub.’ 3 3 3 3 2 2 2 2 1 0 0o O O O o0 o
Italy
Urb. 4 4 5 5 6 6 6 6 7 7 9 11 15 17 19 20
Ag. 62 62 57 S8 59 55 56 51 47 42
Dem. 6 2 2 2 1 1 & 6 6 0
Pub. - 2 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 ¢
Argentina’
Urhb. 10 14 16 20 23 25 28 32 38
Ag. - Iy 67 63 59 53 45 38 32 26 25
Dem. 7 7 7 6 2 2 2 2 @ 0 1 2 6 6
Pub. 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 2 2 2 2 ¢ ¢
Chile
Urb. 2 5 8 12 15 16 19 21 23 28
Ag. 37 35 36 31
Dem, 7 7 4 3 3 6 3 3 3 ) 1 1 2 1 1 0
Pub. i 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 1 1 1 1
Germany
Urb. 1 1 1 i 1 2 4 6 8 12 16 21 26 29 30 27
Ag. ' 42 38 35 33 31 30 27 23
Dem. 1 1 1 1 1 1 6 7
Pub. 3 2 2 2 2 2 0 3
Hungary
Urb. 2 2 2 3 3 5 e 1 18 19 21
Ag, 62 60 59 56 58 54 50 51
Dem. 6 7 6 6 6 6 6 1 1 1 i 6 1 1 6 6
Pub. 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 2 3 2 1 1 1

Note: Numbers for urbanization and agricultural employment ave percentages as defined
in the Flanigan-Fogelman paper. Scores for democratization and government
publications are taken from Tables 1 and 6 of the paper. All data have been
cotlected by the Minnesota Political Data Archive.

6
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- Figure 5.2. Times of Industrialization, Urbanization, Political Development and )
Democratization of Consistently and Moderately Democratic Countries
Time of Time of Time of Time of
. Industrial- Urbaniza~- Political Democratiza-
fzation tion Development tion
(first decade (first decade {first decade (£irst decade
with 50% or with 20% or with a score with & score
less of laborxr more of pop. of '"O0" on the of "1" or 'O
force in in cities Index of Govt. on the index of
agriculture) over 100,000) Publications) Democratization)
Country
|Pattern I
Canada

‘Ynited Kingdom
United States
Switzerland

Pattern 11

Frauce
ltaly
Argentina
Chile
Germany

Hungsry
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What does Figure 5.3 indicate concerning the temporal sequence of industrialization
and urbanization in relation to successful democracy? What limitations in the data
and the analysis might affect  the validity of these findings?

Another sequential relationship suggested by the data in Table 5.2 is between
democratization and political development. A general observation seems to be that
democracy precedes development. Specifically, it appears that consistently democra-
tic countries become democratic at least seven decades before they become developed.
This relationship is examined in Figure 5.4. Complete Figure 5.4 in the same way as
Figure 5.3, with the first column referring to#ountries which become politically de-

veloped at least seven decades after they become democratic according to the definitions
in Table 5.1.

Figure 5.4. Sequences of Democratization and Political Development in
Consistently and Moderately Democratic Countries

Absence of
Democratization democratization
at least seven at least seven
decades prior to decades prior to
pol. development pol. development

Pattern |

Pattern 11

(2

What dous Figure %.4 indicate concerning the temporal sequence of democratization
and urbanization in relation to successful democracy? What limitations in the
data and the analysis might affect the validity of these findings?

ERIC 65
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What additional kinds of analysis can you suggest utilizing the data presented in
Figure 5.17

6
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. EXERCISER®

An Introduction to Cross-National Survey Research

Assigned Reading:

Survey Research Center, "Surveys, Samples, and Coding,"” im E. Dreyer and
. Rosenbsum (eds.), Political Opinion and Electoral Behavior (Belmont,
Calif.: Wadsworth, 1966}, pp. 37-67.

Myron Weiner, “Political Interviewing" and Frank Bonilla, "Survey Technigques,"
in Robert Ward- {(ed.), Studying Politics Abroad (Boston: Little, Brown,
1964) .

G. Almond and S. Verba, The Civic Culture (Princeton: Princeton Univ. Press,
1963) , Appendices A, B, C.

So far we have examined two general kinds of conditions that are associ-
ated with effective democracy: levels of soclal and economic development; and
patterns or sequences of developments through time. Now we turn to another
kind of condition--prevailing political attitudes. The general hypothesis her:
is that democratic systems are related to certain widely shared favorable pr-
litical sttitudes, termed by Almond and Verba a "Civic Culture."

In turning attention from social and economic conditions to attitudes we
encounter a new set of methodological problems. Social and econcmic conditions
are measured by various kinds of aggregate data collected by government, uni-
versity, and private researchers. But until recent decades no methods existed
for systematic measurement of attitudes, so that discussions of attitudes were
unavoidably impressionistic. Within the last twenty years, however, major new
methods have been introduced that make it possible to measure attitudes sys-~
tematicaily. The method we shall emphasize for present purposes is the sample
sutvey .

With a few notable exceptions, surveys have been conducted mainly within
single nations rather than across several nations. The data we shall use in
these exercises are taken from Almond and Verba's pioneering cross-national
survey of five nations reported in The Civic Culture. Actually, the applica-
tion of survey research on 1 cross-national basis raiscs a number of special
difffculties beyond those connected with surveys within single nations. Some
of these difficulties are discussed in the chapters of Ward's book.

1) What are the different bases upon which samples are drawn in conduct-
ing a survey?




2) How were the samples in the Almond-Verba survey selected? Are the
samples comperable in all five countriés?

e t—

~ 3) wWhat gffects might the variations in samples within the different
countries be expected to have on the findings?

’

£a

¢ e —

4) Whut major distinctive problems arise in conducting cross-national
survays in contrast to surveys within a single nation?_

———— - ———— . [ A= — e o £ g« < e -
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5) To what extent do the selection of samples and the interview schedules
in the Almond-Verba study reflect awareness of these difficulties?

("
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EXERCISE 7

About Data Processing and the Interpretation cf Tables

-

Assigned Reading:

K. Janda, Data Processing (Evanston: Northwestern Univ. Press, 1965).
Visit to data processing facilities.

To complete the next exercises you will make use of some simple ¢ ta
processing equipment for sorting and counting the responses punched on your
deck of IBM cards. The use of punch-cards and data processing equipment makes
it possible to manipulate large quantities of data very rapidly. For this
reason such equipment has become widely used in social science research. As
part of this week's agsignment you will visit the data processing center and
learn to operate the equipment you need.

In the following exercises you will calculate percentages and enter the
figures in the empty tables provided. At that point you will face the prob-
lem of describing or "talking about™ the presentation of data. aAnd since the
correct presentation of data in tables and appropriate description are fre-
quently difficult for students unfamiliar with guantitative analysis, we will
discuss several examples of tables and description of the information con-
tained in them. Basically we must exprees quantitative data in the tables
and translate the data into verbal statements. First, we will discuss the
correct form of table conmstruction and second, we will take up the appropri-
ate verbal statements for inmterpreting tables. 1In subsequent exercises many
of the characteristics of the tables w¢'1 be determined for you, but you will
constantly have to intcrpret data in tables and maoke statements about the
meaning of the data and the relationsnips they represent.

The table below is one which you will encounter in slightly different
form later on in Exercise 9. Here it will be used to introduce you to the
proper presentation and interpretation of data in percentage tables.



B
whdd
't

T3

Table 9.2.--The Distribution of Democratic

» Attitudes for High and Low Education
-~ P Levels in the United Kingdom
- S ——— —
Democratic Attitudes  High Low
Index ' Education Education

o’ Htgh 36% 27
Med{um 4 48 '
- Low 20 2
‘1 No Answer 1 2
| Total 100% 101%
-

‘ Number of Cases 370 593

First, we should notice some minor points of style.
1) Table number--this is the second table in chapter (or exercise)
nine.
2) Title--the title states that the table presents a telatipmnship
betseen two variables. The two variables are fully and accurately lhnbeled.
- 3) Percentages--the distributions are in percentages with the total
- percentage indicated to show that the distributions run down and not across.
The percentage sign appears correctly with only the first percentage in each
column and again with the totsl.
4) Number of cases--the number of cases for each column sppear under
the total percentage so the reader can assess the relative importance of the
column and the relative signiffcance of the distributions.

A great many statements could be made about the distributions in Table 5.2
and we will only illustrate the various i;gsibiiities not exhaust them:

~

I. A comparison of the relative f%equency of individuals with highly
democratic attitudes among those with higher and low education
levels:

"Thirty-six per cent of highly educated individuals in the United
kingdom had highly democratic attitudes, while twenty-two per cent
of those with low education had highly democratic attitudes."

(or)
"Highly educated people in the United Kingdom arc more likely to

score highly on the democratic attitudes index than are less
educated people.”
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I1. A comparison of democratic attitudes within columns:
“"Among highly educated people in the United Kingdom, morc had Sigh
scores on the democratic attitude index than had low scores." —~

(or)

"Among individuals with a low level of education in the United
Kingdom, 2Z% had highly democratic attitudes and 29% had low
democratic attitudes."

Since the percentages are computed for educational categories, the state-
ments are made in terms of the attitudes or bshavior of these educational
groups. We cannot say on the basis of the percentages in Table 9.2 that highly
democratic individuals are more likely to have high levels of education than
low levels. We cannot mske this statement on the basis of Table 9.2 because
we would have to know the pexceatage of the total number of highiv democratic
individuals who have high and low levels of education, fnformation which is
not contained in the table. Whanever we mske statements involving percentages
or proportions, we must remember that these percentages are based on the total
number of individuals in some specific group and they cannot be used to refer
to any other group. In Table 9.2, the percentages are calculated on the basis
of the numbers of individuals who have high and low levels of educaiion, not
on the basis of the numbers of imdividuals with varying levels of democratic
attitudes. Therefore, while we can say that 36 per cent of the highly edu-
cated individuals have highly democratic attitudes, we cannot say that 36 per
cent was calculated on the basis of the 370 highly educated individuals in
the sample, not on the basis of all highly democratic individuals, s figure we
do not know from looking at Table 9.2.

The most common error inm the interpretation of tables is comparisen

of percentages which are not comparable.

Although sll the tables in the following exercises will be similar in
format to Table 9.2, you are likely to encounter other ways of presenting data
in your readings. Table 7, taken from The Civic Culturec by Almond and Verba,
{s another common method of presentation.

Notice that in Table 7 only the percentage saying that they could do
something about an unjust local law is given. Not shown are the percentages
who said they could do nothing, and who "didn't know' or who gave no answer.

~1
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TABLE 7

-
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Per Ceat who say they Can Do Something about an Unjust Local Law, by Sji:

Total ‘ Male Femnie
Nation (%) (No.)* (R) (No.) (%) (No.)
United States 77 {970) 80 (&55) 76 (515)
Great Britain 78 (963) ' 83 (460) 73 (503)
Germany 62 (955) 72 («49) 33 (506)
[taly 51 (995) 62 (471) 41 (524)
Mexico 53 (1,007 63 (355) &6 (632)

*Numbers in parentheses rafer to bases upon which percentages are calculated.

The most important relationship in Table 7 can be stated in this way:

"Within each nation, men ware more likely than women to say they
could do something about an umjust local lew."

(or)

"Higher percentages of respondents in the Unitead States and Great
Britain said they could do something sbout an unjust local iaw than
in Germany, Italy or Mexico."




Conparative Folities Laberatery .
ASSIGOENT 8
" The Distributien ef Demecratic Attitudes

Assignments
Cedebeek in this Macual

The data frem Almsud and Verba's survey smable us, first ef all, to desscribe

bav demecratic attitudes are distribuied in five comntries. Im erder to do we,

hewever, we must agree ez & definition of “"demseratis attitadss" and decide whickh

respenses to wae as indisaters of damseratie aititudes. Fer purpeses of these
exsreisss “"demsaratic attitudeas” refer te attituides favershle ta demscracy as a
typs of pelitical system rather than attitudes sbout ths extent of demscorasy in
the respendext’s eva country. Twe items frem the Almsni-Verba survey have been
combined inte a simples index of demscratis attitudes. Imn yeur cedebeck this
index is the first item fer each seuntry {items 1, 17, 33, 49, 65).

(1) Bew was the demecratic attitude imdex censtrmoted? Is the index a
satisfactory measure of “democratic attitudes™ as we have defimed them sbeve?

(2) What ether items in the Almesxd-Verba survey might have been used ac
indicators of deaseratic attitndes? If yeu were drafting a questienmaire, what
additionsl items weuld you include to messure demssratic attitudes?

—

Using our democratic attitude imdex we shall see, in Tables 8.1ia~b, bhow
demoecratic sttitudes are distributed in five countries, In Table 8.ia enter the
punber of respsnses fer each score en the demecratic attitude item for each
ceuntry; in Table 8.1b enter the per cemt of respsnses for each scors.

(3) What do the data pressnted in Table 8.1b tell us abeut ths distribution

0f dexscratic attitudes in the five countries?

e
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Table 8.1a, The Distribution ef Demscratic Attitudes, by |
Ceuntry, Baw Fregusncies Oaly
United | United
lh,dn States Germany
L 1 11/ 33/
Demecratic Attitude
Index
. . — _r— e
- High /1 :
/2
/3
/4
Y
~ Iew /b
No answer /9
| 1 + +
Total
Table 8.1b, Ths Distribution of Demvoratic Attitudes, by
_ Countrxy, Percentages
Taited Tnited “
Kingdem States Germany Italy Mexice
Demooratic Attitude
Index
. —~ : —1
- High /1
/2
_ /3
/4
Low /B
No Auswer /9
h Total
N =
Q
EC‘

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

~]
i
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- It is interesting te compare a ranking of countriss sccoerding to the
prevalence of demecratic attitudes with a ranking according to institutional
characteristics. Column i1 of Table 8.2 lists the five countries in the Almond-
Verbs study as ranksd by Neubauer on his indsx of democratic perfermance; in
column 2 rank these countries according to the prevalence of demooratic attitudes,

- as indicated in Table 8.1b. Note that you will need to decide on what basis to
rank the couniries in columm 2.

*

Table 8.2. Comparison of Rankings of Five Countiries Ascording to
Indices of Democratic Performance and Demsoratic Attitudes

Banking of Comntries emn Eanking ¢f Countries on Index
Neubauer's Index ¢f Demecratic of Democratic Attitudes
- Performance
Great Britain
West. Germany
Italy
|
United States .
.
- Msxice
£,
(4) How did you decide on yecur ranking of countries in column 27
{(6) How much agreement is thers betwsen the two rankings?
- Divergence between the two rankings ocould cocur for either methodological
or theoretical reasons.
(6) What methedslegioal roamsons might account for the divergemcs in
- rankings?
nilian

L.
fef g
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On thsoretical grounds, whether or nat the two rankings are identical

depends on the nature of the relatiocnship between attitudes and institutions or
activity.

(7) What theoretical ressons might iead you to expect agreement between
the twq rankings? What theoretical reasens might account fer divergence in the
rankings? '
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Comparstive Politics Laboratory
ASSIGNMENT ©
Social Distributicn of Demoeratic Attitudes

Assignment:
Almond and Verbs, Chapter 13,

Data from the Almond-Verba study enable you not only to describe how
demoeratic attitudes are distributed in different countries but also to
show relationships between demooratic attitudes and a number of sccial
variables that may affect these attitudes. Fer example, we can ask to what
extant do people who are more or less democratic in their attitudes vary in

their level of income, amount of education, and place of residence. In order

to answer this question we shall first show relationships between democratic
attitudes and these three social variables in emch of the five countries; we

shall then show the same relationships without controlling for country,

In the following tables, we will distribute for level of income (Teile
9.1), level of education (Tuble 9.2), aud degree of urbanisation (Table 9.3)
with respect to scores on the democratic attitude index in each of the five
countries. Notice that for each variasble we introduce the categories high,
medium, low., Definitions of these categories are indicated on the tables
themselves, However, other definitions could have been used which would
have altered the results to some extent. MKost of the tables are already
completed; fill in the remaining entries.

(1) How will you proceed in completing the tables?

(2) Looking at the tables, which of the three variables seems most
s.rongly associated with demooratic attitudes? Which of the variables seems
least associated with democratic attitudes? How much varistion is there
belween the patterns of &ssociation in different countries?
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Table 9,1, The Distribution of Democratic Attitudes for High, Medium and
Low Income Levels, by Country

United Kingdom United States

R Income 13/ Income 28/
Domooratic Attitude High | Msd | Low | High | Med | Low

Index /8,%,1/6,71 /a,8) /8,9,] /8,7] /4,6} /8,9,
1/,.11/, 33/, 49/, 6§/| -0 "

L pes K \ .
High /1 4% | '258) 178

/2 8 6 ] o 5] ¢ 8 i5 | 17 3 4 7

Pl -

/2 f @ | | | 36 2v| 28 | 40 | 82 § a0 ] 51 | s6 | 47

/4 5 6| 8| ‘13 s 20 10 | 9] 14} 7 3| e
Low /5 10 19 | 21 16 1¢f 7T |} 13 15 | 14 | 25 17 | 24
No Answer /¢ - 1 1 7 10} 23 5 6 14 - 1 3
Total 99% | 101%]| 100% 101 | 2014 1008 | 100% | 101% ] 100% | 101% | 995 | 1018

- -
Nw= 59 | 962 | 492 }/sa2 sesj110 | 62 ]280 [e26 1108 |29 | 765
4
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Table 9.2. The Distribution of Democratic Attitudes for High and Low
Bducation lLevels, by Country

=

United Kingdom United States Germany Italy Mexice
Education 11/ Education 27/ Education 43/ Education &%/ atioa 18/
Demooratie Avtitude High | - Low High Low | High Low B Low | Bigh Low
/9,0, 1 /1,8 | /a8, | /0,1, ] /9,0, /7.8 | /8,8, /6,7, /9,0 /7,8
i/, 11/, 33/, 49/, 63/
g - 8,7 k 2,3 - gg 0y~ \\
&‘ .
Higk /1 30% 16% 485 27% 23% 15 | 21¢ 124
/2 8 6 7 7 13 12 6 7
/3 ! 43 48 35 40 35 ‘28 46 49
/4 7 1 i 7 10 16 3 7
low /5 13 22 -~ 6 14 14 21 19 22
No Answer /9 1 2 2 4 5 16 2 4
Total 100% ép:.ﬁ 998 984 100% 905 1004 101%
‘T
N = 370 593 631 339 503 692 196 1095

P

A
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The Distribution of Jsmocratic Attitudes for High, Medium, and Low

Comamuaily Sise, by Country

inited Hingdem United Statas Germany Italy Mexioco
Comn, Bise 12/  Comm. Sise 2B/ Comm. Size 44/ Comm, Sixze 60/ Comm, Sise 76/
Democraiic dvtisede | High [ied JLow [ High jMed JLow | High | Ued | Lew | High |ked | Low High [Med [Lew
ladex J Ao §/00]/8 Ve 1/8,00/T /oy 1/9,0)/8 | /o= |/9,01)/8 /4= 1|/9,0
3, N1, 88/, /97, &8 ; 0 :
- - —
Hign i 20% 2451 16%] 428 42%: 408! 104 17¢] 18% 15% 10%
¢ b, + 1 sl 1 1| 8] 13 |13} 12 6 8
i
§ &7 41 &8 | as 35 | 34 ! 51 32 | 28 50 43
{
= § i § 8 3 3 5 17  §1 19 6 7
Lue 3 § 19 22 16 7 10 | i1 15 16 8 20 26
No Anawe: ¢ Py 1 2 2 4 2 9 11 | 18 3 5
Totad 130% U9% | 101% | 1008 | 101% ¢ 1008 | 100% | 100% | 1008 1008 9%
T —
i - sy | 234 | 240 | 481 193 {206 1363 238 | ase 011 284 0
A ]
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(3) ¥Yhat further statemenis can you make abeut relatienships between
democ.atic attitudes and sociel variables cn the basis of these tables?

The relationships between democratic attitudes and secial variables
pressnted in Tables €.1-9.3 are all relationships within particular countries.
For example, we can say that 34% of Americans with high incomes have highly
democratic attitudes,”while 158 of Mexicans with high incomss have highly
democratic attitudes. PFrom these tables we cannot determine the general
relationships between demsoratic attitudes and differences of income, education,
or cemmmity-sise regardless of the gpegific comniry, We cannet zay that, in
gesisral, X$ of peeple with high incemss heave y demecratic sttitudea. In
other words, in Tables $.1-0.3 we are in fact controlling for the effects of
nationality upon the relationships between demscratic attitudes and the social
variables. Rather than examing all the cases as one usdifferentiated group,
wve have broken down the group into five separate sub-groups of cases and then
sxamined relationships only within those sub-groups. This prior differentiation

of cases acocerding te» some variable~—=such as ceuctry-—is what we mean by coatrelling
for the variable.

In general, we centrol for s varisble when wo suspect that it is
associated with one or both of the other variables being examined and thua
may have some effect on the distributions found. For example, we found in
Exercise 8 that a greater proportion ef ths United States sample bad high
scorss on the democratic attitude index then did the respondents in other
countries. At the same time, we know that Americans enjoy a relatively high
standard of living, Therefore, if we were to find a high relationship between
income and demccratic attitudes without centrolling for country, it may be
that suck & relationship actually exists, or it may be that American respondents
are contributing disproportionately to our high income category. Unleass we
control for country, we might be desoribing the attitades of "high income Americans"”

rather than those of "high inecome individuals in general," which is our pricary
objective,

Gsnerally there are three resulis from using 26 - rols in the analysis
of gquantitative dats, First, a control variable may incrsase the magnitude
of relationship between iwo variables. Secend, & control wariable may reduce
the relationship between two variables to insignificance, i,e,, ¢liminate an
spparently interceting relationship. Third, & contrel variable may not alter
the magnitude of relatisnship at all and demonstrate its insignificance as a
variable in the overall patternm.
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The usefulness and desirability of ceatrolling fer other factors ia
limited by aeveral practical considerations, For ene thing, the verbal
description of the relationships in a table with cnly eme or twe facters
controlled becomss extremely complicated and difficult te grasp. In
practice wvhen we contrel relationships, we censentrate en subparts of the
distributions generated and usually de not attempt a statement of the
overall relationship. A esecond limitutien is the decieasing number of
cases in each cell of the table as we incrsase the numder sf centrelled
fectors. This is a problem because percuntages become less reliable as the
uumber of cases on which they are basad becomss smaller. Gesmerally we do
not compute percentages for distributions with fewer than twenty cases. The
advantages of controiling are lest if we end up with very faw cases in the
cells we vant to compare under controlled cemditiomns.

In Tables 9.4-0.6 the control for country has been remcved, so that we
can examine the general relstionships betwsea democratic attitudes and

differences in income, educaiion, and community sise for all ocases regardless
of the nationality of the respondents,

{4) How do ths distributions in Tables 9.4-9.6 compare to the
distributions you found in Tables 9,1~9.3, whick included the centrol for
country? How do tie uncontrolled distributions differ frem the diatributions
in each country?

(6) What effect do you think the absence of rural Mexicana in the
sample has on the relsticnship between commuuity sise and desooratic attitudes?

p—_

(6) How muchr cfféfét does difference in country h;va upon the relation~
#hip between democratic attitudes and each of the social variables?

e

o
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Table 9,4, The Distribution of Dempcratic Attitudes for High, Medium,
and Low Income Lavels, without Controls for Ceuntry .

Democratic Attitude Index High Incoms Medium Income Low Income
High /1 4% 248 158
/e 7 ] 8
/3 87 49 42
/4 < 7 8 ®
low /5 12 15 20
No Angwer /9 3 4 8
Total 100% 100% 100%
N = 1018 1891 ! 1772

Table 9.5, The Distribution of Democratic Attitudes for High and
Low Education Levels, without Controls for Country

Democratic Attitude Index High Education . Mlnv Edueation
High /1 368 X 15%
/2 8 9 8
/3 37 3
/4 5 11
1 oo,
Low /6 gi -~ %8 i¢
No Answer /9 a 8
Total 90%. 101%
N = 1653 :1.381

Teble 9.6, The Distribution of Democratic Attitudes for High, Medium,
and Low Comwunivy Sigxe, without Controls for Country

o

Democratic Attitude Index | High Comm, Size | Mediuw Comss. Size | Low Comm. Size
Kigh /1 21% 19% 24%

/2 ¢ 11

/3 35 33

/4 8 9 12
Low /b 17 3¢ 12
No Answer /9 5 85 8
Total 1016 1008 160%
N = 2882 . 1382 1214

oo




EXERCISE 10

Distribution of Democratic Attitudes
According to Socialization and Psychology

Assigned Reading: ‘
Almond and Verba, Chapter 12.

Herbert Hyman, Political Socialization.
§1
In the previcus exercisc we examined relationships between democratic at-
titudes and income, education, and urbanization. In this exercise we shall
consider relatlonships between demoeratic attitudes and two additional vari-
ables--socialization, and a psychological dimension. The importance of each

of these variablas is suggested by significant bodies of social theory, which
are reflected in the Almond~Varba study.

1) What do Almond and Verba mean by political socialization? Why is
political socialization considered an important concept in pq&iticnl analysis?

The mcasure of socialization we shall use in this exercise is the third
item for each country (items 3, 19, 35, 51, 67).

2) How was the index of socialization constructed?

38
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Notice that the measure we arc using refers to family and scheol experi-
ences, experiences that occur relatively early in life. Use of this measure
implies that socialization occurs relatively early in life and does not con-
tinue as an ongoing process throughout a person's later years.

3) 1Is this i{mplicatfion consistent with the definition of socialization
in question 1)?

4) What other items might be included in an index of socialization that
would reflect a broader definition of socfalization as a process that continucs
beyond the carly years?

Table 10.1 shows the relationships between democratic attitudes and
socialization in the five countries. Complets Tsable 10,1,

5) Looking at Table 10.1, what statements can you makc about the cffccts
of socialization on democratic attitudes?

One body of social theory stresses the connection between political atti-
tudes and socialization; another body of theory stresses the connection be-
twecen political attitudes and characteristics of personality. To examine re-
lationships bztween democratic attitudes and characteristics of personality,
we shall use a psychologiccl measure which &8 tbe fourth item for cach country
{items 4, 20, 36, 52, 68).

6) How was the psychological index constructed? What characteristics
of pcursonality does It measure?




TABLE 10.l.--The Distribution of Demdcratic Attitudes for High, Medium,
and Low Levels of Democratic Socialization, by Country

1
i United Kingdom! United States

00

i ; Gaxmany Italy Mexico
t Democratic ‘ 3/ 19/ ) 35/ 51/ 67/
Attitude , i i -
Index "High Med Low “:ligh Med Low. High Med Low |High Med Low ) High Med Low
il/,l?.’,33/,49/,65/¥ f1,2 I3 /4,5 t /1,2 /3 /4,5 /1,2 /3 /&,5) /1,2 /3 [4,5% /1,2 /3 /4,5
High /1 ’ 307 21% 141‘ 19% 207 14% 237 i15% 11% .
] /2 6 S5 7 ! © 13 13 12 6 7 7
: !
i /3 46 &b 468 36 30 29 53 S1 45
/4 ? 5 9 6 9 16 19 3 4 8
Low /5 i 12 20 23 ‘ 13 15 11 12 22 25
No Answer /9 ] * 2 ! 9 7 14 2 1 5
Total T[’ggz 997 100% | 99% 101% 99% 99% 100% 101%
Fr
1 w- 277 350 328 173 305 AaaMYﬁ 228 332 709 .
~ ®Less than
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Table 10.2 shows the relationships between democratic attitudes and the
psychological dimension in the five countries. Complete Table 10.2.

7) On the basis of Tablc 10.2, what statements can you make about the
cffects of the psychological variable on democratic attitudes?

Sc far all your statements about the relationships between democratic at-
titudes and other varlables have been based simply on an inspection of the
tables; no attempt has been made to introduce more rigorous statistical mea-
sures of association. It would be interesting, however, to compare the de-
grees of association between democratic attitudes and each of the independent
variables discussed in the last two c¢xercises using a more rigorous measure
of association.

The best known of the correlational measures is Pcarson's product-moment
correlation coefficient, which was discussed in Exercise 3. 1In order to use
this technique correctly, we must assume th the variables we want to corre-
late are measured by interval scales. chat is. that there are equal intervals
or distances between the units of the scale. Much of the aggregate data used
in political science research can qualify as interval scale data; we are usu-
ally quite willing to say, for exampl:, that the difference between s per
capita GNP of $500 and onme of $550 is cequal to the difference between $150
and $200 GNP per capita. For these types of variables, use of the product-
moment correlation to measure strengths of association is appropriate. Only
rarely in survey research, however, arc we able to measure variables with the
precision required for an interval scale. For example, we would hesitate to
assume that the difference between a scorc of 1 and a score of 3 on our dem-
ocratic attitudes index represents the same difference as that between the
scores 3 and 5--the questions on which the index is based may not be of com-
parable difficulty, cutting points dichotomizing positive apd negative re-
sponses may not be precise, and so on. Although we usually do not wish to
assume an interval scale with this type of survey data, we often feel safe in .
ranking scores. That is, we can sey that a score is higher or lower than
another score, though we do not know how much higher or lower. Other mea-
sures of association have been developed to handle this type of ordinal scale
or rank order data. One such measure is Kendall's tau beta, which we will use
below-to summarize the relationships which have previcusly been presented only
in percentage tables.

Tau beta is well suited to the type of data available to political sci-
cntists not only because it can be used with rank order data, but also because
it takes into account tied scores. Since we generally divide our variables
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TABLE 10.2.~-The Distribution of Demoecratic Attitudes for
High, Medium and Low Levels of Trust, by Country

= ]
| | Ucited Kingdom United States Germany ' Italy Mexico
« Democratic ’ 4/ 20/ 36/ 52/ 68/
: Attitude ? +
Index  High Med Low High Med Low) High Med Low ,High Med Low| High Med Low
1/,17/,33/,49/,65/1 /1,2 /3 (4,5 /1,2 /3 (4,5} /1,2 /3 (4,5 /1,2 /3 /6,5 /1,2 /3 /4,5
*T A
High /1 ? 55% 45% 30%| 28% 24% 15% ' 26% 2% 147
/2 8 8 7113 15 1226 9 13 {
/3 § 30 38 41} 37 27 31 ! 2% 40 27
|
14 ; 2 2 57 13 16 17 * 8 5 15 ?
'
i )
| Lo /5 ; 4 s 1| 3 12 & )11 18 20 !
i ! .
No Answer /9 | 1 2 3i 6 2 1|5 4 ou
i -
il Total ? 11002 100% 100%| 1007 1017 100% !100% 100% 100%
N = i310 188 470 | 78 101 754 | 38 78 840




into relatively fow categories--for example, "high,” "medium,” and "low'--we
usually have large numbers of "ties" in scores. (For imstance, in Table 10.1,
277 British respondents scored "high' on the socializstion index; they therc-
fore have “tied scores" on that variable.) Tau beta measures the degree to
which a high rank on one variable is assoclated with a high rank on another
viiriable. Like many other measures of association, it varles between +1.0 and
-1.0, with zero indicating the absence of a relationship.

TABLE 10.3.--Tau Betas Mcasuring the Degree of Association of
Democratic Attitudcs with Sclected Variables in
Five Countries

10-6

Association

Botwaeen

Democratic Jnited United Five
Attitudes and:  Kingdom  States Germany Italy Mexico Countries
Income 097 164 .019 .082 054 143
Education .156 .217 .0S8 161 .086 .198
Community Size -.017 .027 -.051 -.077 .063 ~-.026
Socializaticen 142 .186 L048 022 .139 L1585
Trust 177 L4630 111 101 .086 .190

Table 1G.3 is a matrix of corrclatione of democratic attitudes and the
five variables discusscd in these exercises.

8) Which variables show the highest and lowest degrees of association?
How would you describe the relaticnships generally?
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9) What explanations can you suggest for the pattern of relationships
found in the Table? What ressons might sccount for the generally low degres
-of association among most of the variables in the Table?

e

.
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Comparative Politics Laboratory A
— LABORATORY DECK
Almond - Verba Five Nation Study
o - Colum Page in
Number Manual Code
United Kingdom Data

- 1 & United Kingdom - Democratic Attitudes Index
4 2 6 United Kingdom - Subjective Competence Index

3 7 United Kingdom ~ Socialization Index

4 8 United Kingdom -~ Trust Index

5 9 United Kingdom - Organizstional Participation

6 8 United Kingdom -~ Enowledge of Public 0fficials

7 10 United Kingdcem ~ Political Paxrty Preference

8 ‘10 United Kingdom -~ Attention to Political and

) Governmental Affairs

g 11 United Kingdom ~ Pride in Country

i0 12 United Kingdom -~ Work Situation

11 13 United Kingdom ~ Education

i2 13 United Kingdom - Commmunity Size

13 13 United Kingdom - Income

14 is United Kingdom -~ COccupation of Respondent

16 14 United Kingdom = Age

18 14 United Kingdom -~ Region

United Statea Data

17 15 United States — Democratic Attitudes Index

i8 16 United States - Subjective Competence Index

19 17 United States - Sociaslization Index

<
‘s



Columm Page in .
Number Manual - Code
20 18 United States - Trust Index
21 19 United States ~« Organisational Participation
23 19 United States -~ Knewledge of Public Officials
23 20 United. States ~ Political Party Preference
24 20 United States - Attention to Political and
- Governmantal Aifairs
28 21 United States - Pride in Country
26 az United States - Work Situation
27 23 United Statea = Education
28 23 United States ~ Community Sixze
28 23 United States -~ Income
30 24 United States ~ Ooccupation of Respondent
31 24 United States - Age
32 24 United States ~ Region
German Data
a3 25 Germany - Democratic Attitudes Index
34 28 Germany - Subjective Competence Index
35 27 Germany ~ Socialization Index
36 28 Germany ~ Trust Index
37 20 Germany ~ Organizational Participation
38 29 Germany - Knowledge of Punlic 0fficials
39 30 Germany - Political Party Preference
40 30 Germany - Attention to Political and
Governmental Affairs
41 31 Germany - Pride in Country
42 32 Germany ~ Work Situstion

(S
T
hd 4



Column

Number

43

45
48
47

49

50

&

65

56

57

59

60

61

62

63

65

35
3¢

37

39

39

40

41
42
43
43

43

S

45

Code )

Germany - Education

Germany -~ Community Size

Germany ~ Income

Germany ~ Occupation of Respondent
Germany - Age

Germany - Region

Italian Data

Italy ~ Democratic Attitudes Index
Italy ~ Subjective Competence Index
Italy - Socialigation Index

Italy ~ Trust Index

Italy -~ Organizational Participation
Italy -~ Knowledge of Publie O0fficialas
Italy -~ Political Party Preference

Italy - Atiention to Political and
Governmental Affairs

Italy = Pride in Country

Italy - Work Situation

Italy - Education

Italy - Community Size

Italy ~ Income ~
Italy -~ Occupation of Respondent

Itaiy - Age

- Italy ~ Region

Mexican Date

Mexico = Democratic Attitudes Index

34



Columz

Number
66"

87

69
70
11

72

73
74
5
76

17

18

49

49

50

& &

&

k3

%

Code

Mexico = Subjective Cempetence Index
Mexico - Socializaticn Index

Mexico ~ Trust Index

Mexico - Organizational m—t#ipn.im
Mexico - Knowledge of Public (0fficials
Mexico ~ Political P\u'ty Preference

lexico -~ Attention to Polditical and
Governsental Affairs

Mexico = Pride in Country

Mexico - Work Situation

Mexic¢o - Education

Mexico = Commmmity Sisze

Mexico ~ Income

Mexico -~ Occupation of Respondent
Nexico = Age

J8



Columm
Number

Code

United Kingdom——Democratic Attitudes Index
Based on responses to the following two guestionss

"Some people feel that campaigning is needed so the
public can judge candidates and iesuss. Others say
that it causes so much bLitterness and is se unreliabls
that we'd bes better off without it. What de you
think-—is it needed or would we be better off without

it

Needed - coded as a pro-democratic response

Better off without it - coded as an anti~democratic

response

It depends; other, don't lmow =~ coded sa Nec Answer
"A few strong leaders would do more for this country thanm
all the laws and talk,” Do you agree or disagree?

Agree ~ coded as an anti-democratic response

Disagree - coded as a pro-demccratic response

Other, don't know = coded as No Answer /

Index codes

i. High ~ two pro~democratic responases

2. ~ one pro-democratic response and one No Answer

3. - one pro—democratic response and one anti-democratic
response

4. -~ one anti-democratic response and one No Auswer

5. low = two snti-~democratic reaponses

9.

No answer -~ two Do answer responses

Jy
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Number

Code

United Kingdom - Subjective Competence Scale

This is a reproduction of the subjective competence scale
used in the analysis in The Civic Culturs by Gabriel Almond
and Sidney Verba. It represents respondenta' scores on &
Guttman Scale of the following five questions (in order of
difficulty from easiest to most difficult)s

"Some people say that politics and government are so
complicated that the average man cannot really under-
stand what is going on. How about local issues in
this town or part of the country? How well do you
understand thea?"

"Suppose a regulation were being considered by (SPECIFY
MOST LOCAL GOVERNMENTAL UNTITs TOWN, VILLAGE, ETC.)
which you considered very unjust or harmiul, what do
you think you could do? (IF NEEDED) Anything else?"

"If such a case arose, how likely is it that you would
actually do something about it?"®

"If you made an effort to change this regulation how
likely is it that you would succeed?"

"Have you ever done enything to try to influence a local
decision?"

For & fuller explanation of the construction of this scale,
see the footnote on pp. 231-236 of Almond and Verba, The
Civic Culture, Princeton University Press, 1863 (hardbound
edition).

0.
1,
2.
3.
4
5.

Low Subjective Compeience

High Subjective Compatence
No Answer

10p
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Column :
Nunber code
3 United Kingdow--Socialization Xadex
Based on responses to the following four questions: bt
"As you were growing up, let's aag"hin yeu were sround
16, how much influence do you remember having in family
decisions affecting yoursei?. Did you have much influence,.
some, or none at allf"
"At around the sawe time, if a (family) decision were
made that you didn't like, did you feel free to complain,
did you feel a litile uneasy about complaining or was
it better nmot to compiain?*
"In some schools the children ara encouraged to discuss
and debate political and social issues and to make up
their own minds. How was it in your scho¢l~~how much
chance did the chiidren bave to axprsss their opinions—
& lot, some;, or none at allt"
"In some secondary snhools the studsnts paxticipate in
running school affairg~~in others, the teachers decide
everything. How was it in your sechool—=did the students .
participate a great deal, some, very littile, or not at all?
The socialization index was constructed by scoring individuals
aceording to the number of oxperiences with the democratie
process which they had had whiles growing up: (A no answer on
one or two quesiions was counted as one-hsalf positive response,
with rounding toward the extreme categories,)
= 1., High demooratic socialization esperience - 4 positive responses
2. - 3 pomitive responses
3. - - 2 positive responses
4, - 1 poaitive response

5. No experience with the democratic process - No positive response

8. No answer on three or more questions.

101
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Code

United Kingdom - Trust Index

Based on the number of positive responses to the fonoti.ng
four questiouss

"Some people say that most people can he taxusted,
Others say you can't be ftoo carsful in yan dealings
with people. How do you feel about it?" ‘(“Most
people can be trusted” is & positive res

"Speaking generally, would you say that most people
are more inclined to help others, or more inclined
to look out for themseives?™ ("More inclined to halp
others” is a positive response.) K

"If you don't watch yourself, people will take advantage

of you. Do you agree or disagree with that?" {"Disagree"
is a positive response,)

"No one is going to care much what happens to you, when
you get right down to it. Do you agree or disagree with
that?" {"Disagree” is & positive responn.)

("Don 't Knot“ and "No Answer" responscs were counted as

one-half positive response, with rounding toward the extreme
categories.)

1. High Trust (four pesitive responses)

2, . three positive responses)
3. two positive responses)
4. one positive response

5, Low Trust (no positive responses
9. Don't know or No Answer on three .or mere questions

-~
D
53
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Cade

United Kingdom - Organizational Participation

Are you a member of any organizations now—=trade or laber
unions, business organizations, social groups, professional
or farm organizations, cooporatives, fratemmal cr veteran's
groups, athletic clubs, political, charitable, civie or
religious organizations——or any other organized group? (IF
NEEDED) Which ones?

(IF A MXMBER OF SOME ORGANIZATION NOW)s Eave you ever been
an officer in this {one of these) organization(s)?

1, Belonge to one organization and hss been an officer

2, Belongs to two organizations and has been an officer

3. Belongs to three organisations and has been an officer

4, Belongs to four or more organizations and has been an officer

5. DBolongs to one organigation and has never besen an officer

6. DBelongs to two organizations and has never been an officer

7. Belongs to three organisations and has never been an officer
to

8. Bclongs
an officer

four or more organizations and has never been

O. Belongs to no orgesnizations
-. No Anawer, Don't lknow

United Kingdom - Knowledge of Public Officials

When & new Prime Minigter comes into office, one of the

first things he muat do is a&ppeint people to cabinet positions
and ministries, Could you tell me what some of these cabinet
positions are? (IF NEEDED) Can you name any others? (PROBE
UNTIL RESPONDENT NAMES FIVE CABINET POSITIONS OR UNTIL RESPON—
DENT KNOWS NO MORE. CODE IN TERMS OF NUMBER CORRECT. ACCEPT
AS COBHMECT EITHER NAME OF CABINET POSITION SUCH AS "CHANCELLOR
OF THE EXCHEQUER" OR "FOREIGN SECRETARY," OR NAME QOF THE
MINISTRY SUCH AS "TREASURY" OR "FOREIGN OFFICE.")

6. One correct

7. Two correct

8, Three correct

¢. Four correct

0. Five oi more correct

—« None named or none correct; den't lmow
+, Other



Celumn
Number,

~10-

Code

United Kingdom - Political Party Preference
Based on following questions:

"Now we would like to find out something sbout your party

preference and how you vote, Are you currently a member of
any political party or organizetion?™

"Do you consider yourseli a supperter of any particular
pelitical party?”

"Towards which political party do you lean?"

1. Active Labourites - members of Labour Party
2. Non-active Labourites ~ others who support or lean toward
the Labour Party
3. Active Consersatives - msmbers oif Conservative FParty
4. Non-active Conservatives - others who support or lean toward
the Conservative Party
5. Active Liberals =~ members of the Liberal Party
6. Hon-active Liberals - others who support oxr lean toward
the Liberal Party
Te Other parties
8. No party
8. Don't lnow
+« Refused to say

United Kingdom ~ Attention to Political and Governmental Affairs

Do you follow the accounts of political and governmental
affairs; would you say you follow them regularly, from time
to time, or never?

1. Regularly

2. From time o time
3. Other

4.. Never

8. Dontt know
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Code

United Kingdom - Pride in Country

Speaking generally, what are the things about this country
that you are most proud of as an Englishman?

(Bespondents could mention ssveral things they were proud of
about their country. In this code, priority was given to
mentions of the political-legal system and the economic system,
as defined in codes 1 and 2. Therefore, if a respondent
mentiocned either or both of these, he was coded as a 1, 2, or
3, even though he might also have msntiored other aspects

of the country included in codes 4 and 5., Second priority

was given to other policy related items——these respondents

(code 4) might bave mentioned topics included inm code 5, but
did pot wmention either the political-legsl or econmomic systems.)

1. Political-legal system: freedoms, democracy, justice,
political stability, peace

2. Economic system: economic growth, chamce to advance,
earn & living, indastrial progress

Jd. Both political-legal system and economic system

4. Other things related to governmental policies - mocial
legislation or national strength and indepandence;
(no mention of 1 or 2 above)

b6, OQther sspects of country: contributions to science or
culture, spiritusl values, characteristics of people or
physical attributes of country; (no mention of 1, 2, or
4 above)

Ce Nothing

-, Don't know, No answer

[O%
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fode

ited om = Work Situation

Based on the following two questiona;

i,

2.

3.

9.

"We'd like {0 find out how decisions are made on your
jobe When decisions are made affecting your own work,
do those in authority ever you ever consult you about
thex? Do they ususlly consult you, do they sometimes
consult you, does this happen rarely er are you never
consulted? (“"usually” and "sometimes ocensulted” are
positive responses)

"If a decision ware made affectimg your owmn work that
you disagreed with strongly, what would you do-—would
you feel fres to complain, would you feel uneasy about
complaining, or is it better tc accept the decision and
not complain?” ("feel free to complain” is a positive
response)

High influence in decision-making on job = two positive
responaes

Medium infiuence in decision-making on job «~ one positive
response

Low influence in decision-making on jod =~ ne positive
respouse

Ineppropriate - Respondent is unemployed or has no cne
in authority over him on job

No Anawer or don't know to one or both guestions



Column

11

i3

=13=-

Code

United Kingdom - Edacation

We would like to find out something about yewr education.
How far did you get with your educatien? (PEOBE 70 FIND
HIGHEST LEVEL ATTAINED)

7« No schooling~-nons &t all
8. Pr achool

8. Secondary schosl

0. Univerasity

=. Other ('Technical College' and 'Teachers Training College')
+. Den't Imow '

United om — Commmity Size
Size of town where interview takes place

8. less than 5,000
gc 5,000 - 20.000

Q. 20.000 - 50,000
e 60.000 b 100,000
+. 100,000 and over

United Kingdom - Income

Could you please place youp, family income in oms of the
following income groups. (HAND LIST 11)

4, Under & 300---..
5. LSGO - msottlll
8. BGSO - &1,000...
7, 81,000 - 81,500,
8. 81,500 - &2,000.
8, &2,000 - 53,000,
0. H,OGO * scsacee
+. Don't know-——refuse to answer
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Celumn
Numbey Cede

14 United Kingdom - Qscypatien of Respendent

i. Prefessional, higher mmagemant, big business
2. Small business (ewner, plrtmf) .

3. White collar werker ~

4, Skilled “l‘hr. artisan
8. Unmskilled werier, domostic servant
6, Farmer (landswaer)

7« Farm verker, teasat

8. Heumswife

9. Retired

0. Student

+¢ Unempleyed

=+ Neo anawer

16 Inited Kingdon - Age

Hew eld are you?

6. 18 - 25
8. 31 - 38
9. &0 - 40
0. 41 - &)
- 51 - 60
<+ 080 and over

16 United Kingdom - Begion eof Ceuntry

8. 8. mlmd
9. Wales

0. Yhe Midlands
bt} Nc h‘lmd
¢o Beotland

T0x
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17 United States ~ Demccratic Attitudes Index

DBased on responses to the following twe questions:

"Some people feel thot campaigning is needed so the
~ public can judge candidates and issues. Others say

- . that it causes so much bitterness and is se unreliable

: : that wa'd be better off without it. What do yon think

-~is it needed or would we be better off without it?"

Needed — coded as & pro~democratic response
Better. off without it - coded as an anti-democratic

_ response '

It depends, other, don't know -~ coded as No Angwer
"A few strong leaders would do more for this country than
all the laws and talk.® Do you agree or dispgree?

r\ Agree - coded as an anti-democratic response

: Disagree - coded as a pro-demccratic response

Other, don't imow - coded as No An&cr

Index codes

i, High - two pro-democratic responses

2. - one pro~democratic respouss and one No Answer
3. - one pro~democratic response and one anti-democratie
response
B 4, ~ one anti-democratic response and one No Answer

5. Low - two anti-democcratic responscs

8. No answer - two Do answer responses

209
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=18~

Code .

United States — Subjeetive Competence e .
This is a reproduction of the subjective competence scale
used in the analysis in The Civic Culture by Gabriel Almond
and Sidney Verba, It represents respondents' scores on a .
Gutiman Scale of the following five questions (in order of
difficulty from easiest to most difficult):

"Some people say that politics and goverument are so
complicated that the average man cannot really under—
stand what is going on. How about local issues in

this town or part of the country? Eow well do you
understand them?

"Suppose a regulation were being considered by (SPECIFY
MOST LOCAL GOVEBNMENTAL UNIT: TOWN, VILLAGE, ETC.) which
you considered very unjust or harmful, what do you think
you could do? (IF NEEDED) Anything else?"

"If such a case arose, how likely is it that you would
actually do something about it

"If you made an effort to change this regulation how
likely is it that yvu would succeed?”

"Have you ever done enything to try to influence a
local decision?"

For & fuller explanation of the construction of this scale,
see the footnote on pp, 231-236 of Almond and Verba, The

Civic Culture, Princetonm University Press, 1063 (hardbound
edition}.

0. Low Subjective Competence
1.

2

3e

4.

5, High Subjective Competence
-+ No Answer
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Number

19

-17-

Code

United Statea - Secialisatien Index

Based on responses to the following four questions:

"As you were growing up, let's say vhen you were around

16, how much influence do you remember baving in family
decisions affeciing yourself. Did you have much influence,
some, or nene at allr®

"At around the same time, if a (family) decision were
mad¢ that you didn't like, did you feel free to complain,

did you feel ‘a little uneasy abeut complaining or was it
better not to complain?™

"In some schools the children are encouraged to discuss
and debate political and social issuss and to malke up
their own minds. How was it in your school=~how mmich
chance did the children have to express { 2ir opinions—
a lot, some or none at all?®"

2 ,
"In some secondary schools the students participate in
running school affairs-—in others, the teachers decide
everything. How was it in your school==did the students
participate a great deal, some, very little, or not &t all?®"

The socialization index was constructed by scoring individuals
scoording to the number of experiences ‘with the democratic
process which they had had while growing up:s (A mo answer on
one or two questions was counted as one~half positive response,
with rounding toward the extreme categories.)

1. High democratic socislization experisnce ~ 4 positive responses

2, ~ 3 posiiive responses
3. - 2 positive responaes
4. ~ 1 positive response

6. No experience with the democratic process -~ No positive response

9. No asnswer on three or more questions



Column

Number

20

Code

Uni States = t L]

Based on the number of positive responses to the following
four questions:

"Some people say that most people can be trusted.
Others say you can’t be too careful in your dsalings
with people., How do you feel about it?* (“"Most
people can be trusted" is a positivs response.)

"Speaking generally, would you say that most people
are more inclined to help others, or more inclined
to look out for themselves?" ("More inclined to help
others” is a positive response.)

"If you don't watch yourself, people will take advantage
gi you. Do you agree or disagree with that?" ("Disagree”
s a positive response.)

"No one is going to care puch what happens to §-ou,
when you get right down to it. Do you agree or disagree
with that?" ("Disagree” is a positive renponne.)

{'Don't Know" and No Answer" responses were counted as one-
half positive response, with rounding toward the extreme
categories.) i

~

v
1, High Trust (four positive responses)

2. three positive responses)
3. two positive responses)
4. one positive response

5. Low Trust (no positive reaponses)
@. Don't Know or No Answer op three or more gquestions

SN
S
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21

22

-19-

Code

United States - Organizational Participation

Are you & member of any organizations now—trade or laber
unions; business organizations, social groups, professional
or farm organizations, cooperatives, fraternal or veteran's
groups, athletic clubs, political, charitable, civic or

religious organizations——or any other organised group? (IF
NEEDED) Which ones?

(IF A MEMBER OF SOME OBGANIZATION NOW)s “Have you ever been
an officer in this (one of these) ergani:n&iouﬁgs'

1, Belongs to one organization and has been an cfficer

2. Belongs to two organiszations and has been an officer

3« Belongs to three organizations and has been an officer

4. DBelongs to four or more organizations and has been an
offiger

5. Belongs one organigzation and has never beer an officer

to

6. Belongs to two organixations and has never been an officer

7. Belongs to three organizations and bas nevsr been an officer
to

8. Belongs four or more organisations and has never bean
an officer

0. Belongs to nc organizations
~« No Answer, Don't know

United States - Enowledge of Public 0fficials

When & new President comes into office, one of the first

things he must do is appoint people to cabinet positions.

Could you tell me what some of these cabinet positions are?
Can you name any others? (PROBE UNTIL RESPONDENT KNOWS NO
MORE. CODE IN TERMS OF NUMBER CORRECT. ACCEPT AS CORRECT
EITHER NAME OF CABINET POSITION SUCH AS ""SECRETARY OF THE
TREASURY" OR NAME OF DEPARTMENT SUCH AS “TREASURY* OR "STATE®'.)

6. One correct

7. Two correct

8. Three correct

8, Four correct

0. Five or more correct

=, None named or none correct; don't lkmow
4. Other

NI
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Code

lnited States — Political Party Prefersnce
Based on the following questionss

"Now we would like to Inow something about your party
preference and how you vote. Do you consider yourself a %
supporter of a particular political party? (Which party?)
(IF NECESSARY T0 EXPLAIN "SUPPORTER SAY: Do you think of :
yourself generally as a Democrat, a Hepublican, an Independent -
or what?)"

(1f Bespondent does not support a party):s "Teward which
party do you lean?™

(X2 Bespondent supports or leans toward & party)t "Are you
a member of any political clud or organisation? (¥hich
club or organization is that?)"

"Have you ever been active in a politiocal campaign-——that is,
have you worked for a candidate or party, contributed money,
or done any other active work?™

1. Active Democrats -~ members of Democratic clubs or organimations
and Democratic supporters who have been
active in campaigns

2. Non-active Democrats - others who support or lean toward

the Demooratic perty
3. Active Republicans - members of Republican clubs or
crganisations and Rapublican supporters
who have been active in campaigns
4. Non~active Republicans = others who support or lean toward
_the Republican party

T« Other P“ty

8. No party

9. Don't lmow, no answer

United States - Attention to Political and Governmental Affairs

De you follow the accounts of political and governmental
affairs; would you say you follow them regularly, from time
to time, or never?

2. From time to time
3e Other

4, Never

5. Don't know; NA

11
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26

w2l

Code

ted tes - Pride U

Speaking generally, what are the things about this cowntry
that you are most proud of as an dmerican?

(Respondents could mention several things they were proud
of about their commiry, In this ceds, priority was given
to mentions of tine political-legal aystem and the economic
system, as defined in cedes 1 and 2., Therefore, if a
respondent mentioned either or beth of these, be was coded
as a1, 2, or 3, sven though he might also have ‘mentioned
other aspects of the country included iu cecdes 4 and §,
Second priority was given to other policy related items -
theae respondents (code 4) might bave mentioned topics
ineluded in code 5, but did not mention either the political-
legal or sconcmic systems.)

1.

2,

4.

5.

Political-legal system: (freedoms, demecracy, justics, '
political stability, pease

Economic system: econeomic growth, chance te advance,
eaxn a living, industrial progress

Both political=legal system and e¢conomic system

Other things related to governmental policies - social

legislation or nmational strength and independence;  (no
mention of 1 or 2 above)

Other aspects of country: contributions to science or

culture, spiritual values, characteristies of people or

physicsl attributes of country; (oo mentiom of 1, 2, or
4 above)

Nothing

Don't know, No answer

115

R N
Lo
s

A
o

& ih



Column

26

S

&
7

W

P
-22- :

United States - E‘ rk Situation
Bascd on the follewing two questions - . f‘
"Ne'd like to find out hew decisions are made on your "

1.

2.

3.

8.

Job. When decisions are made affecting your own work,
do thoso in authority over you ever consult you about
then? Do they usually comsult you, de they sometimes
consult you, does-this happsn rarely or are you never
consulted?” ("usually” and “sometimes consulted™ are
positive responses)

"If a decision were made affecting your own work that
you disagreed with strongly, what would you do-—would
you feel free to complain, would you feel unsssy sbout
complaining, or is it better to accept the decision and
not complain?® ("feel free to complain®™ is a positive
response) !

High influence in decision-making on job ~'two positive
responses

Medium influence in decision-making on job = one positive
- response

Low influence in decision-making on jobi - no positive
. response

Insppropriate ~ Respondent is unsmployed or has no one
in authority over him om jobd

No Answer or don't Imow to cne or both questions

173
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217 United States - Edueation

We would like to find out acmething about ysur education.
How far did you get with your educetion? {PROBE 70 FIND
HIGHEST LEVEL ATTAINED)

0. No schooling
1. One - four years
2, Five = seven years
3. Eight years
4. Nine =~ eleven years
5. Twelve yeara

L 6. One - three college
7« College graduate

28 United States - Commmity Sirze
Size of town where interview takes place

7. Less than 5,000

8. 5,000 - 10,000

8. 10,000 -~ 20,000

09 20.000 - 50,000

-, 60,000 - 100,000 -
+. 100,000 and over

29 United States -~ Income

And sy last question is about family income, Adding
together the whole family income, &s well as any other
money the family here may have received from pensions,
unemployment compensation, or other sources—in which one
of these general groups did the total income of your family
fall during the last twelve months——before taxes, that is?
(HAND RESPONDENT BLUE CARD)

4, Under §1,000

5. ‘1,000 - ‘1’999

‘60 ‘3,900 - ‘2'999

7. ‘3.0’00 - “.999

S- ‘5.000 - ‘7,4‘99

S ‘7.500 - '9'099

0. $10,000 - §$14,999

~. $15,000 and over

++ Don't know ~ refuse to answer; NA

i 4
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Number Code

30 United States ~ Cceupation of Res ent

— i. Professional, higher managemsni
‘ 2. Proprietors
3« White collar worker
4, Skilled worimr, foreman, operative & kindred, service
worker
- 8. Unskilled worker, private household worker
‘ 6. Farm owner, tenant, sharecropper
— 7« Farm lsborer
8. Housewife
9¢ Retired, disabled
0. Student
+¢ Unemployed
-« No answver

31 United States - Age

How old are you?

5. NA

6., 18 - 25

7. 28 = 30

8. 31 - 35

9. 36 - 40

0. 41 - 50

~e 51 - 80

+. 060 and over

32 United States -~ Region of Country

1. New England States
2. Middle Atlantic States
3. South Atlantic (Including D.C.)
: 4. East South Central States
- ‘5. East North Central States
6. West North Central States
7. Weat South Central States
- 8. Mountain States
o ‘ 9. Pacific States

118
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83 Germany - Democratic Attitudes Index

Based on responses ts the fellowing two questiens:

“Some people feel that campaigniag is nseded so the
public can judge candidates and issuea. Others say
that it causes so mxch bitterness and is se unreliable
that we'd be better off witheut it. What do ysu think
——is it needed er weuld wa be better off witheut it?”

Needed ~ ceded as 2 pro-democratic responase

Better off without it ~ coded as an anti-democratic
response .
It depends, other, don't imew ~ coded as No Ansver

"A faw strong leaders would do more for this country than
all the laws and talk." Do you sgree or disagree?

Agrees - coded as an anti-demecratic response

Disagree - coded as & pro-~demcorstic response
Other, don't know ~ coded as No Ansgwer

Index code:

1., High - %wo pro~democratic responses

2. - one pro-democratic response and one No Answver

3. - one pro~democratic response and one unti~democratie
response

4. - one anti-democratic response and one No Anawer

6, Low = two anti-democratic responses
8. No answer -~ two no answer responses




Column
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=20
Code
Gexrmany = active etence Scale

This is a reproduction of the subjective competence scale
used in the analysis in The Civic Culture by Gabriel Almond
and Sidney Verba. If represents respondents' scores on a
Guttman Scale of the fellowing five questions (in order of
difficulty from easiest to most difficult)s

"Soms people say that politics and government are so
complicated that the average man cannot really under-
stand what is geing on., How about local issues in this

town or-part of the country? How well do you underatand
them?"

"Suppose a regulation were being considered by (SPECIFY
MOST LOCAL GOVERNMENTAL UNIT: TOWN, VILLAGE, EYC.) which
you considered very unjust or harmful, what do you think
you could do? (IF NEEDED) Anything else?”

"1f such a case arose, how likely is it that you would
actually do something about it?"

"1f you made an effort to change this regulation how
likely is it that you would succeed?"

"Have you ever done anything to try to influsmce a local
decision?"

For & fuller explanation of the construction of this scale,
sse the footnote on pp. 231-236 of Almond and Verba, The
Civic Culture, Princeton University Press, 1963 (bardbound
edition. .

0. Low Subjective Competence

1.

2,

3.

4,

8. Bigh Subjective Competence

=+ No Answer

1AL 4‘
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35 Germany - Socialigyat on Index
Based on responses to the following four questions:

"As you were greowing up, lut's say when yeu were arcund

16, bhowv such influsnce do you remsmber haviag in family
decisions af¥ecting yourself. Did you bhave much infiuence,
soms, or nouns at allf?®

*At around the same time, if & (family) decicion were
made that you didn't like, did yeu feel free to complain,
did you feel a little uneasy about complaining or was it
better not to cemplain?®

& *In some schools the children are encouraged to discuss
~ ) and debate political and social issues and to make up
o their ovn minds. How was it in yeur school——how mmuch

: chance did the children have to express their opinions
-8 lot, some, er none at all?™

“In some secondary schools the students participate in
running school affairs-—in others, the teachers decide
everything. How was it in your school=-did the students
participate a great deal, some, very little,; or mot at all?

The socialization index was constructed by scoring individuals
according to the number of experiences with'the democratic
process which they had had while growing up: (A mo answer on
one or two questions was counted as one-half positive response,
with rounding toward the extrsme categories.)

1, High democratic sccialization experience -~ 4 positive responses

2, - 3 positive responses
3. - 2 positive responses
4. - 1 positive response

b. No experience with the democratic process - No positive ruaponli

9. No answer on three or more questions

‘,
~
| 1




b

Code

Qm ~ Trust Index

Bssed on the number of positive responses to the following
four questions:

"Some pecple say that most psople can be truated.
Othexrs say you can't be too careful inm your dealings
with people. How do you fsel about it?® (“Most
people can be trusted” is a positive respouse.)

“Speaking gensrally, would you say that most people
are more inclined to help others, or more inclined
to look ocut for themselves?" ("More inclined to help
othera® is a pesitive reaponse.)

*1f you don't wateh yourself, people will take advantage
of you, Do you agree or disagree with that?" ("Disagree"
is a positive response.)

"No one is going to care much what happems to you,
whenr you get right down to it. Do you agree cor disagree
with that? (“Disagree" is a positive response.)

("Don't Enow” and "™No Answer™ reaponses wers dounts as
one~half positive response, with rounding toward th.
extreme categories.)

1.
2.
de
4.
5.
8.

High Trust {four positive responses)
three positive responses)
two positive responses)
one positive response
Low Trust (no positive responses
Don't know or No Answer on three or more questions

§
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Code

Germany - Organigational Pﬁicigation

Are you a mamber of any organisations nowe~trade or labor
unions, business orgmnixzations, social groups, professional
or faxrm orgemigations, cooperatives, fraternal or veteran's
groups, athletic clubs, political, charitable, ecivie or
religious organisations—or any other orgmnixed group? (IF
NEEDED) Which enes? : ,

(mammmwsmmmmmm;: "Have you sver
been an officer in this {one of these) organisation(s)?"

one organisation and has been an officer

1. Eslongs to
2. Belongs to two organizations and has been an officer
e DBalongs to three organisations and has been an officer
4. Delongs to four or more organizations and has been an
ofiicer , .
5. DBelongs to one orgsniration and has never been an officer
6. DBelongs to two orgmnisations and has never beenm an officer
7o Belongs to three organisations and has never been an officer
8. Belongs to four or more organisations and has never been
an officer )

0, Belongs to no organizations
-« No Angwer, Don't Know

Germany ~ Knowledge of Public O0fficials

When & new Chancellor comes into office, one of the first
things be must do is appoint people to cabinet positions and
ministries, Could you tell me what some ¢f these cabinet
positions aret (IF NEEDED) Can you name any others? (PROBE
UNTIL HESPONDENT NAMES FIVE CABINET POSITIONS OR UNTIL
RESPONDENT ENOWS NO MORE, CODE IN TEHMS OF NUMBER CORRECT.
ACCEPT AS CORRECT EITHER NAME OF CABINET POSITION SUCH AS
"CEANCELLOR OF THE EXCHEQUER" OR "FOREIGN SECHETARY,"™ OR NAME
OF THE MINISTRY SUCH AS "TREASURY" OR "FOREIGN OFFICE,")

6, One correct

7. ‘Two correct

8., Three scorrect

¥. Pour correct

G, Five or more correct

-« None named or none coxrrect, Don't lmow
+. QOther

[27
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Germany - Political Party Prefersnce

Based on the following questions:

"Now we would lilm to find out something about your party
preference and how you vote. Are you currently a msmber of
any political party or orgmnisation?* |
"Do you consider yourself a supporter of any particular
political party?™

1, Active SFD -~ members of SFD e

2., Non-active SFD =~ other supporters of SFD

3. Active CDU/CSU - members of CDU/CSU

4, Non-active CDU/CSU - other supperters of CDU/CSU
5. FIP ~ members and supperters of FIP

6, DP ~ members and supporters of DP

7+ Other parties

8. No party

9. Don't lkuow

++ Befused jo say

Germany =~ Attention to Politicel and Governmental Affairs

Do you follow the accounts of political and governmental
affairs; would you say you follow them regularly, from
time to time, or never? '

1a- Begularly

2, From time to time
3, Other

4, Never

S5 Don 't lmow

[ 24
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41 Germany - Pride in Country

Speaking generally, what are the things about this country
that you are most proud of as a German?

(Bespondents could mention several things they were proud
of about their country., In this code, priority was given to
mentions of the political-legal system and the economic
system, as defined in codes 1 and 2, Therefore, if a
respondent mentioned either or both of these, he was coded
as a 1, 2, or 3, even though he might also have mentioned
other aspects of the country included in codes 4 and 5,
Second priority was given to other policy related .tems -
these respondents (code 4) might have mentioned topics
included in code 5, but did not mention either the. political-
legal or economic systems,)

1, Political~legal systems freedoms, democracy, Juatice,
political stability, peace

2+ Economic system: economic growth, chance to adva.née,
earn & living, industrial progress

N 3. Both political-legal system and economic system

4. Other things related to governmental policies -~ social
legislation or national strength and independence;

(no mention of 1 or 2 above)

6. Other aspects of country: contributions to science and
culture, spiritual values, characteristics of people or
physical attributes of country; (no mention of 1, 2, or
4 above)

0. Nothing

~« Don't know, No answer

) “1*_"
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42 Germany - Work Sitnation

Based on the following two questions:

1,

2,

de

g.

"We'd like to find out how decisious are made on your
jobe When decisions are made affecting your own work,
do those in authority over you ever consult you about
them? Do they usually consult you, do they sometimes
consult you, dees this happen rarely or are you never
consulted?” ("usually" and "sometimes consulted® are
positive responsos

"If & decision were made affecting your own work that
you disagreed with strongly, what would you do-—would
you feel free to complain, would you feel uneasy about
complaining, or is it better to accept the decision and
not complain?” ("feel free to complain” is & positive
reaponse) _ .

High influence in decision-making on job ~ two positive
responses

Medium I}'ﬁﬂuence” in decision-making on job - one positive
response

Low influence in decision-making on job - nc¢ positive
TeSponse

Ineppropriate ~ Respondent is unemployed or has no ome
in authority over him on job

No Answer or don't lmow to onme or both questions

(23
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Germany - Education '
We would hh to find outl something aboul your education.
Bow far did you get with your education?' (PRORE TO FIND
HIGHEST LEVEL ATTAINED) v,
BN

7. No schooling~-none at dl
8. Primary school

9. Secondary school ‘
0. University :
-y Other :
+¢ Don't lmow

Germany - Community Sige
Sige of town where interview tekes place

8. Less than 5'000
GQ 5.000 - 20’000

. 0. 20,000 -~ 50,000

-, 50,000 - 100,000
+. 100,000 and over

Germsny ~ Income

KBnnen Sie bitte lhr monatliches Familieneinkommen anhand
der folgenden Einkommensgruppierung angeben? (KARTE)

4, A bis unter 150 DM
5. 150 bis unter 250 D¥
6. 250 bis unter 350 DM
Te 350 bis unter 500 DM
8. 500 bis unter 750 Dk

0. 1000 bis unter 1500DM
- 1500 DM und mehr

B
C
D
E
9. F 750 bis untér 1000DM
G
)+
Weiss nicht/Angabe verweigert

L
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41

Code

4, B8killed worker, artisan

5. Unskilled worksr, domestic worker
6, Farm owner

7. Farm worker

8. Housewife

9. Retired

0. Student

+¢ Unemployed !

-y Other 3

Germany - Age

How old are you? {RKCOBD EXACT AGE AND CODE)
B. 13 - 25

7. 26 = 30

8., 31 - 35

g. 36 - 40

0. 41 - 50

bt 51 - 60

+. 60 and over

Germany - Hegion of Conntry

8.
8.
0.
bl ]

+e

Schleswig-Holstein =~ Lower Saxony

Northern Rhine, Westphalia, Rhineland - Palatinate
Hesse ~ Baden-Wuertenberg

Bavaria

Hamburg ~ Bremsn

‘\‘K

AP,

5
F o
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Code

1taly — Demooratic Attitudes Index
Based on responsss to the following two questions:

“Some pecple feel that campaigning is needed so the
public can judge candidates and issues. Otbers say
that it causes so much bitterness and is se unnreliable
that we'd be better off without it. What do you think
--is it needed or would we be better of{ without it?*

Needed -~ coded as a pro~democratic response .
Better off without it -~ coded as an anti-democratic

response

It depends, other, don't knov -~ coded as No Answer

"A fow strong leaders would do more for this country than

all the lsws and talk,™

Agree - codcd‘ as an
Disagree ~ coded as
Other, don't mow =

Index codes

I
2.
3

4.
5.
9.

High - two pro~democratic
-~ one pro-demccratic

- one pro=demccratic
response

Do you agree or disagree?

anti-democratic response
a pro~democratic response
coded as No Answer

responses
response and ome No Answer
response and one anti-democratic

- one santi=democratic response and one No Answer

Low = two anti-democratic reaponses

No answer -~ two no anaswer

223

responaes
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50 - ive nce Scale %

This is a reproducticn of the subjective compatence scale T

used in the analysis in The Civic Culturs by Gabriel Almond e

and Sidney Verba. It represents respondents' scores on a ~

Guttman Scale of the following five questions (in order of N

difficulty from essiest to most difficult)s =

“¢
<

_ "Some people say that politics and government are so .
- - complicated that the average man caunot really under-
. stand what is going on. How about local issues in
. : ' this town or part of the country? How well do you :
understand them?*

"Suppose & regulation were being considered by (SPECIFY
MOST LOCAL GOVEHENMENTAL INIT: TOWN, VILLAGE, ETC.)
which you considered very unjust or haraful, what do
you think you could do? (IF NEEDED) Anything else?"

"If such & case arose, how likely is it that you would
actually do something about it?™

— : *If you made an effort to change this regu.lni:ion how
likely is it that you would succeed?"

"Have you ever done anything to try to influence &
local decision?"

_ _ For a fuller explanation of the coustruction of this secale,
- - see the footnote on pp. 231=236 of Almond and Verba, The

- Civic Culture, Princeton University Press, 1963 (hardbound
edition. )
0. Low Subjective Competence
1.
2.
3e
4.
5. High Subjective Competence -
=, No Answer .
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91—

Italy - Soc a ex

-

'{'\

Based on rosponses to the following four questions:

"As you were growing up, let's say when you were around
168, how much influsnce do you remember having in family
dscisions affecting yourself, Did you have much influence,
some, or nonewmt all? ’

"At around the ssme tive, if a (family) decision wers .
made that you didn't like, did you feel free to complain,

did you feel a little unessy about u-plsininz or was it
better not to co.nphia?"

"In some aschools the children are encouraged to discuss
and debate political and social issuss and to make up
their own minds., How was it in your school=~how much
chance did the children have to express their cpinienl
--g lot, some or none at all?"

"In sone secondary schools the students participate in
running school affairs—-in others, the teachers decide
everything. How was it in your school--did the atudents
participate a great deal, some, very little, or not at all?"

The socializdtion index was construsted by scoring in ividuals
sccording to the number of experiences with the demodiitic
process which they had had while growing ups (A no answer on
ocne or two questions was counted as one~half positive response,
with rounding toward the extreme est&go;:iu.)

1.
2

- e

KIS
4,
5.
9.

High democratic socialization experience -~ 4 positive responses
~ 3 positive responses
= 2 positive responses
~ 1 positive response

No experience with the democratic process -~ No positive response

No answer on three or more questions

N
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- 82 ’ - £ X

-

_ Based on the number of positive responses to the following
- four questions:

R 5N

*“Some psople say that most people ean be trusted.
© Others say you can't be too careful in your dealings
“~  with people. How do you feel gbeut it?™ ("Most
people can be trusted”™ is a positive response.)

"Speaking generally, would you say that most people
~ are more inclined {to help others, or more inclined
i to lock out for“themselves?® ("More inclined to help
' others" is a positive response,)

Wy

"If you don't watoh yourself, people will take sdvantege
| of you. Do you agree or disagree with that?" ("Disagree”
_ is a positive response.)

"No one is going to care much what happens to you, when
you get right down to it. Do you agree or disagrée with
that?" ("Disagree" is a positive reaponse,)

("Don't Know" and "No Answer"” responses were counted as one-
hal? positive response, with rounding toward the extreme

categories.)

1, High Trust (four positive responses)
2. three positive responses)
3, two positive responses)
4. one positive response

b, Low Trust (no positive responses
9. Don't kmow or No dnswer on three or more questions

Q 732
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Cade

taly - Organizational icipation

' Mo,
Are you a member of any organisations now—-trade or labor
unions, business organisations, social groups, professionail
or farm organisations, cooperatives, fraiernal or wetermn's
groups, athletic clubs, pelitical, charitable, civic or
religious organizations—-or any other organised group? (IF
NEEQED) Which ones? |

(IF A MEMBER OF SOME ORGANIZATION NOW)s “Have you ever
been an officer in this (one of thess) organisation(s)?

i« Belongs to one organization and has déen an officer

2. Belongs to iwo organizations and has been an officer

3. Belongs to three organisations and has been an officer

4. Belongs to four or msore organisations and has been an
officer

5. Belongs one organisation and has never been an cfficer

7. Belongs

to

6. Belongs to two organizations and has never been an officer
to

8. Belongs to

four or more organizations and has never been

0. DBelongs to no organizations
-« No Answer, Don't Know

Italy - Knowledge of Public Ufficials

When & new Prime Minister comes into office, one of the

first things he must do is appoint people to cabinet positions
and ministries. Could you tell me what some of these cabinet
positions are? (IF NEEDED) Can you name any others? (PROBE
UNTIL RESPONDENT NAMES FIVE CABINKT POSITIONS OR UNTIL RESFON=-
DENT KNOWS NO MORE., COPE IN TEHMS OF NUMBEW CORRECT. ACCEPT
AS CORMECT EITHER NAME OF CABINET PCSITION SUCH AS "CHANCELLOR
OF THE EXCHEQUER" OR "FOREIGN SECHETARY,"™ OR NAME OF THE
MINISTRY SUCH AS "THEASURY" OR "FORKIGN OFFICE.")

6., One correct

7. Two correct

8. Three correct

g. Four correct

0. PFive or more correct

-, None named or none correct. Don't{ know
+. QOther

133
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55 Italy - Political Party Preference |
Based on following questione:
"Now we would like to find out aam%&hing about your party
preference and how you vote., Jdre you curreatiy a.nnmber
of any political party oxr organ:zation?“f ' ¥
"Do you consider yourself a nupporter OT any particular
political party? ] "
"Toward which politicel party do you le
* 1. Active PSI - wember of PSI 5
2. Non~active PSI - others who support or lean toward PSI '
3. Active DC ~ members of DC
; 4, Non-active DC - others who support or lean toward DG
- 5, Active FCI - members of PCI
; 6. Non-active PCI -~ others who support or lean toward ¥CI
7. PSDI - members, supporters and those who lean toward PSDI
8. PLI ~ members, supporters and those who lean toward PLI
9, MSI -~ members, supporters and those who lean toward MSI
+e PRI, MON, other parties
0. No party
-« Don't lmow
A}
56 Italy - dttention to Political and Governmental Affairs P

Do you follow the accounts of political and governmental
affairs; would you say you follow them regularly, from time
to time, o never?

1. Regularly /f

2., From time to time »

3. Other

4, Never '
De Lon't know

9: Nt‘\ /

134




Column
Number

57

hle

Code

Italy - Pride in Country

Speaking gensrally, what are the thiungs about this couniry
that you are most proud of as sn Italian?

(Respondents could mention several things they were proud

of about their country.

mentions of _he political=legal system and the economic
system, us defined in codes 1 und 2. Therefore, if a
respondent mentioned either or both c¢f these, he was coded
as & 1, 2, or 3, even though ke might also have menfioned
other, aspects of the country included in codes 4 and 5.
Second priority was given to other policy related items -
these respondents {code 4) might have mentioned topiecs
included in codé¢ 5, Uut did not mention either the
political-legal or econumic systems.) \

1.

2.

de

4

0.

Pelitieal-legnl systems freedoms, democracy, justice,
political stability, peace

Economic system: economic growth, chence to advance,
carn a living, industrial progress

Both political=legal system and cconomic system

Uther things related to governwental policies ~ social

legislation or national strength and independence; (no

mention of 1 or 2 above)

Uther aspects uf countrys contributions tec science or

culture, spiritual values, chatracteristies of people or
physical uttributes of country; {(no wmention of 1, 2, or
4 above)

Nothing

von't lmow, No answer

In this code, priority was given to

‘-J

-
o

'2:%' g !
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Italy - Work Situation

Base

\

i,

2.

3.

9.

d on the following two questionss

-

"We'd like to find cul how decisions-are made on your
job. When decisions are made affecting your own work,
do those in authority over you ever consult you about
them? Do they usuaslly consult you, do they sometimes
consult you, does this happen rarely or are you never
congulted?” ("usually® and "sometimes consulted™ are
positive responses)

"If a decision were made affecting your own work that
you disagreed with strongly, whet would you do-—would
you feel free to complain, would you feel uneasy about
complaining, or is it better to accept the decision and
not complain?" (Weel free to complain" is & positive
responae) :

High influence in decision-making on job = two positive
responses

Medium influence in decision-making on job -« one positive
: reaponse

Low influence in decision-making on job -~ no positive
responae

Inappropriate - Respondent is unemployed or has no one
in suthority over him on job

No Answer or don't know to one or both questions
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: - 5% italy -~ Bducation

) we would like to find out something about your educatidn,
— How far did you get with your sducation? (PROBE 70 FIND
; HIGHEYT LEVEL ATTAINED)

6. Noue

Te mmm
8. Junior High
¥. Senior High
¢. University
-e Gthlr

+. Dog't konow

T ltaly - Comeunity Sise

4 Sixe of town where interview takes place

8. Less than §,000
9- 5'000 - 20;@0

0. 20,000 ~ 50,000
-. 50,000 - 100,000
+» 100,000 and over

61 ltulv - Income

Potrebbe infine indicarmi in quale di queste categorie

(mestrare lista 11) rientra il reddito complessivo annuo
della sua famiglia?

5, 200,000 - 390,999 Lire

6. 400,00 - 699{099 Lire

7. 700.00 ~ 990,998 Lire

8. 1,000,000 - 1,400,898 Lire

go 1.500.000 - 2.4“9-999 Lire

- 0, 2,500,000 = 4,999,989 Lire
-« 5.000.000 o piu
4. non so,; rifiute a rispondere

.37
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62 Italy ~ Occupation of Hespondent

1. Professional, higher maftagement,; big bLusiness
2. Ssmall business (owner, partuer)

3. White collar worker

4, Skilled worker, artisan

5. Unskilled worker, domestic servant
6. Farm owner

7. Farm worker, temant

8. Housewife

9. Retired

0: Student

++ Unemployed

-. No answer-~—-no occupation

r
-

63 ltaly - Age
How o¢ld are you? (RECORD EXACT AGE AND CODE)

6. 18
T« 28
8. 31
9. 36
0. 41 - 50

-s B1 - 80

+s 60 and over

25
30
35
40

64 Italy -~ Region of Country

8. North
0., Center
=-s South
+. Islands

Pt
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) CQ = ratic Attitudes ax
Based on responses to the following two questions:
“Some people feel that campeigning is needed so the
public can judge candidates sad issues. Others say
that it causes so much bitternsss and is so unrelisble
that we'd be better off without it. What do you think
~=3is it needed or would we bs better off without it?"
Needed - coded as a pro-democratic response
<

Better off without it ~ coded as an anti~democratic
respense

It depends, other, don't imow « coded as No Answer
"A few gtrong leaders would do more for this country
than all the laws and talk." Do you agree or disagree?

dgree - coded as an anti~democratic response

Disagree -~ coded &8s & pro-democratic response

Other, don't know ~ coded as No Answer

Index codes

1.
2.
3.

4.
5.
8.

Bigh -~ two pro-democratic responses
~ one pro-—democratic response and one No Answer

- one pro-democratic response and one apti-democratic
response

- one anti-democratic rggfonno and one No Auswer
Low =~ two anti-democratic responses

No answer - two no answer responses

<
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Mexico -~ Subjective Competence Index

This is & reproduction of the subjective competence scale
used in the analysis in The Civic Culture by Gabriel Almond
and Sidney Verba. In the case of Mexico, Guttman Scale
scores were not used; instead, Mexican respondents were
scored accqrding to the number of positive responses made
to the following five questionss

"Some people say that politica and government are so
complicated that the average man cannct really under—
stand what is going on., How about local issues in this

town or part of the country. How well do you understand
them?"

“Suppose a regulation were being considered by (SPECIFY
MOST LOCAL GUVERNMENTAL UNIT: TOWN, VILLAGE, ETC.) which
you considered very ugjust or harmful, what do you think
you could do? (XIF NGEDED) Anything else?"

{IF RUSFONDENT SAYS HE COULD DO SOMETHING) . "If such a

case arose, how likely is it that you would actually
do something?" -

"If you made an effort to change this regulation how
likely is it that you would succeed?”

"Have you ever done anything to try to influence a local
decigion?"

For a fuller explanation of the comstruction of this index,
see the footnote on pp. 231-236 of Alwond and Verba, The
Civic Culture, Princeton University Press, 1963 {(hardbound
edition.

0. Low Subjective Competence (no positive responsea;

i, one positive response

2. . two positive responses)
3. three positive responses)
4, four positive responaes)

5. High Subjective Competence (five positive responses
-« No Answer

A
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67 Mexi - L) 8 ® oy

’ &
Based on resppuses to the following four questions: ‘

. "As you were grewing up,\ht'u say whan you nn around
16, how much influsnece do you remember baving in family
decisions affecting yourself. Did you have much influance,
Soms, or noge at all o™ N

"At around the same tims, if a (family) decision were

'/ wade that you didn't“like, did yeu fesl fres te cemplainm,
did you feel a little unsasy about couphﬁ.ning or was it
betier not to complain?™

"In some achools the children ars encouraged to discuss
and debate political gnd gocial issues and to make up
their own minds, How'was it in your schoolw=how mmch
chance did the children have to express thsir opinions
~a lot, some, or sone at all?™ /

*In some secondary schools the studsnts participate

running school affairs~~in others, the teachers deci
everything, How was it in your school-~did the ptmlonta .
participate a great deal, soms, very liittle, or not at all?"

The socialization index was constructed by scoring individuals
aceording to the number of experiences with the democratic process
which they had had while growing up: (A no answer on one or

two questions was ceunted as one-half positive responss, with
rounding toward the extreme categories.)

o 1, High democratic sccialization experience - 4 positive responses

2. - 3 positive responses
3. = 2 positive responses
4, =~ 1 positive response

5. No experience with the democratic process = No positive responsc

9. No answer on three or more questions
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p Based on the number of positive responses to the following -
o - four quewtionsr —— i =
"Some pecple say that most people can be trusted. 2

Others say you can't be too careful in your dealings :
with psople. How do you feel about it?" - ("Most B
people can be trusted” is & positive responss.) -

“Speaking \generally, would you say that most psople e
are more inclined to help others, or more inclined T
to look out for themselves?" (“More inclined to help

others” is a positive responss,)

"If you don't watch yaur:elf, people will take advantage
of you, Do you sgree or disagree with thait?" ("Disagree”
is a positive response.

“No one is going to care much what happens to you,
when you get right down to it. Do you agree or dis=-
agree with that?" ("Disagree® is a positive relpon:e.\

¢Don't Know" and "No Answer" responses were counted as one-
half positive response, with reunding toward the extreme

2 categories.)
1. High Trust (four positive responses)
2, (ihree positive responses)
3. tt-o positive responses)
4. one positive response -

5. Low Trust (mo positive responses)
8. Don't Imow or No Anawer on three or more guestions

142
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"Are you & member of any organisations now=—trade or laber
unions, business organisations, social groups, professional
or farm organisations, cooperatives, frateroal or veteran's
groups, athletic olubs, political, charitsble, civic or
religicus organizations——or any other organised group?  (IF
NEEDED) Which ones?*

(IF A MEMEER OF SOME ORGANIZATION NOW): “Have you'ever
been an officer in this (one of thess) organisation(s)?®

1. Belongs to one organization and has been an officer
2. Belongs to two organisations and has been an officer
3. Belongs to three organisations and has been an officer
4., Belongs to four or more organizations and has been

an officer

'S5« DBelongs to one organization and has never bsen an officer
6. Belongs to two organisations and has never besn an officer
7« . Belongs to threse organisations and has never been an officer

8., Belongs to four or more organizations and has never been
an officer
_ §&
0. Belongs to no organizations
~« No Answer, Don't know

Hexico ~ Knowledge of Publis Officials

When 8 new President comes into office, one of the first
things he must do is appoint people to cabinet positions

and ministries. Could you tell me what some of themse cabinet
positions are? (IF NEEDED) Can you name any others? (PROBE
UNTIL RESPONDENT NAMES FIVE CABINET POSITIONS OR UNTIL
RESPONDENT KNOWS NO MORE, CODE IN TERMS OF NUMBER CORRECT.
ACCEPT AS CORIECT EITHER NAME OF CABINET POSITION SUCH AS
"CHANCELLOR OF THE EXCHEQUER" OR "FOREIGN SECRETARY," OR
NAME OF THE MINISTRY SUCH AS "TRRASURY" OR "FOREIGN OFFICE.")

6. Ome correct

7« Two correct

8. Three correct

8. Four correct

0. Five or more correct

- None named or none correct
+¢ Don't lmow; NA
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69 - & articipation : &

"Are you & member of auy organisations now--trade or labor
unions, business organisations, social groups, professional
or farm organimations, coopsratives, fraternal or veteran's
groups, athletic olubs, political, charitable, civic or
religious organisations——or any other organised group? (IF
NEEDED) Which ones?"

(IF A \G2EEN OF SOME ORGANIZATION NO';t *Have you ever e
been an officer in this (one of these) organisation(s)?" 5

1. Delongs to one organization and has been an officer
2. BHelongs:to two organizations and has been an officer
3. Belongas to three organisations and has been an officer
4, Belongs to four or more organisations and has been
an officer -
5. Belongs to one organization and has never been an officer "
6. Belongs to two organizations and has never been an officer
T« Belongs to three organisations and has never been an officer
8., Belengs to four or more organizations and has never been
an officer

0. Belongs to no organizations
-, No Answer, Don't kmow

70 lhexico ~ Knowledze of Public Officials

When a new President comes into office, one of the first
things he must do is sppoint people to cabinet positions

and ministries. Could you tell me what some of thess cabinst
positions are? (XF NEEDED) Can you name any others? (PROBE
UNTIL RESPONDENT NAMES FIVE CABINET POSITIONS OR UNTIL
RESPONDENT KNOWS NO MORE. CODE IN TEBMS OF NUMBER CORRECT.
ACCEPT AS COUHIECT EITHER NAME OF CABINET POSITION SUCH AS
"CHANCELLOR OF THE EXCHEQUER" OR "FOREIGN SECRETARY," OR
NAME OF TIE MINISTRY SUCH AS "TREASURY" OR "FOREIGN OFFICE.")

8, 0Omne correct

7« Two correct

8. Three correct

9. Four correct

0. Five or more correct

=, None named or none correct
v +¢ Don't know; NA :

44
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n ico —~ Political srence o

Based on t.he following questionss :.

"Now we wonld like to find out something about your party
\ preference ahd how you vote. Are you currantly s member
- of any political party or organisation?¥ ?}'
L

Do you consider yourself a supportier of nmr particular oo

political party?™ .

5

"Toward which political party do you lean?®" ‘

1, Active PRI = members of PRI
2, Non~active PRI ~ others who support or lean toward PRI
3. Active PAN ~ members of PAN
4. Non=active YAN =~ others who support or lean toward PAN
5. Active PP - members of FP
6. Non-active PP ~ others who support or lean toward PP
» 7. Other party
8. No party -
8. Don't Inow
++ Refused to say

72 Mexico - Attention to Political and Governmental Affairs

De you follow the accounts of political and governmental
affairs; would you say you follow them regularly, from time
to time, or never?

i, BAgularly

2, From time to time
3 Other

4, Never

De Don't know

L)
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Mexico - Pride in Couniry

Speaking generally, what are the things about this country
that you are most proud of as a Mexican?

o

(BRespendents could mention several things they were proud
of about their country. In this code, priority was given
to mentions of the political~legal systex and the economic
syastem, -as defined in codes 1 and 2. Thexefore, if a
reapondent mentioned either or Loth of these, he was coded
as a 1, 2, or 3, even though he might also have mentioned
other aspects of the country included in codes 4 and 5.
Second priority was given to other policy related items -
these respondents (code 4) might have mentioned topics
included in code 5, but did not mention either the political=
legal or economic systems,)

i, Political-legal systems freedoms, democracy, justice,
political stability, peace

24 Economic system: économic growth, chance to advance,
earn & living, industrial progress

d. Both political-legzi system and economic system

4, Other things related to governmental policies ~ secial
legiaslation or national strength and independence;
(no mentionm of 1 or 2 above)

5., Other aspects of countrys conmtributions to science or
cul ture, spiritual values, characteristics of people

or physical atiributes of country; (no mention of 1, 2,
or 4 above)

~, Don't know, No answer
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4 Moxico = Wo ituation - .

Based on the following two questions: i

I
S T4

"We'd like to find out how decisions are made on your X
jobe When decisions are made affecting your own work, ’fg
do those in suthority over you ever comsult you about Y
then? Do they usually counsult you, do they sometimes
consult you, does this happen rarely or are you never .
consulted?” (“usually"” and "sometimes copsulted” are -

positive responses) “
®if a decision were made affecting your own work that ’i.
you disagreed with strongly, what would you do-—would 3

you feel free to complain, would you feel uneasy about
complaining, or is it better to accept the decision
and not complain? (“feel free to complain® is a
positive response)

. i
1. High influence in decision-making on job =~ two pcsitive _
responses
2. Medium influence in decision-making on job - one positive
response
3. Low influence in decision-making on job = no positive
response
8. Inappropriate = Hespondent is unemployed or has no one
in authority over him on job *

-+ No Anawer or don't lmow tc one or both questions
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Mexico « Incowe

(ENSENAR TARJETA 11) Me haria usted el favor de clasificar
los ingresos mensuales de la familjs de usted en uno de los
siguientes ocho grupos?

4.
5.
6e
Te
8.
9.
0.

L 1

MENOS DE 500

500 a 999

1,000 & 1,400

1,500 a 2,499

2,600 a 4,990

5,000 a 7,899

8,000 a 12,009

13,000 o MAS

No Sabe, Rehuso Clasificar
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We weuld like to find cut something sbeut your education. E
Hew far did you get with your edusstion? (PROBK T0 FIND 4
HIGHEST LEVEL ATTAINED)
7+ Ne scbooling--none at all .
. 8. Primary schoel ’
9. PFreparatory schoolj normal schesol
0. Advanced technological school
~e Other ;
¢+« No response .
Mexico - Community Size
Size of town where interview takes place
9. 10,000 - 19,000
0. 20,000 - 49,000
-, 50,000 - 99,000
+es 100,00( .nd over
(Note that the Mexican Sample contains no respondenis living
in communities of less than 10,000 population.)
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Code

Megice = Qooypation of Respondent

i,
2.
e
4.
be
8.
Te
8.
0.
0.
L 1)

Professional, higher managemsnt, big business
Ssall business (owner, partoer)
White collar worker

Skilled worker, artisan

Unskilled worker, domestic servant
Farm ownsr '

Fars worlsr, tenant

Housewife

BRstived

Student “
Unemployed

No answer, don't imow

Mexice -~ Age
How old are you?

6.
Ts
B.
8.
0.

L 1Y

18 - 28
26 -~ 30
31 - 35
36 - 40
41 -~ 50
51 - 50
60 and over ‘
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