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CORRELATES OF ANTI-BUSING ATTITUDES IN LOUISVILLE : e

John B.-McConahayl

‘Duke University

¢ Busing seems not the way to achieve what we are after and ought
- to be dropped. The best argument against it was given by a neigh-
bor: '"You forget, Michener, that when we came to school on the -
trolley car we were coming to a better school. So that any ex~
pense of time. or money was justified. But if you bus our children
into Philadelphia, they will be going to a worse school. And for
that there can be no justification.”"

.| ED194986

o - : ‘ James A. Michener?

The real issdr isn't education. The real issue is Niggers!

David Dukes, Grand Dragon of the
Ku Klux Klan addgessing_a rally
in South Boston.

¢ <

In the current éontroﬁeré&'over the use of school buses to desegregate
the public schools,of America, most opponents of busing (David Dukes ﬁogably
excepted) have taken great ﬁains,to justify their positions on non-racial |
grounds. Both pop_ular4 and schq}arly5 opponeﬂts have emphasi;ed.that busing
harms educat;on,,causeéwgreacfi;;onvenience and suffering to students _and e
their pargnts and violates the .integrity of the local neighborhobd. Advocates

of busing for desegregation, while not ignoring educational and other non-

raciél issues,‘have’genéfally‘chgrged that much of the opposition was rooted

:Ln"racfsm.6 -
The relative stiengths of racial and non-racial factors in motivating-

i the public's opposition to busing has implications for schélarly theories
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of mass political attitudes and behavior,7 but it also has policy implications.

If non-racial, especially self—interest factors, are the strongest motives
[ : .

for opposition, then the success of busing and school desegregation in general

will hinge upon the ability_ of tne American political process to ameliorate

the personal, social class and educational claims of the contending parties.

For exam;le, the government migﬁt compensate persons for any decline in their

property values. Or, school administrators might tinker with bus schedules

to make them more convenient. Or they might improve the quality of education

in certain schools in order to reduce the discrepancies between previously

all white and all black schools. However, if opposition to busing is rooted
in racial attitudes and/or other values acquired dnring political socializa-’

tion, then attempting to adjust the self—interest claims of the contending

, oarties (no- matter how worthwhile this would be in its own right) will miss

the mark and leave the opposition to Busing undininished. Under these cir-
cumstances, busing or otner'means of school desegregation will need to be
deéscribed to the public in a fashion that does not bff%nd certain deeply
held values while emphasizing that it will optimize other equally cherished
values. That is, the symbol manipulation role of political leaders willi\
take?onvcrucial innortance. |

My purpose here is to shed-some light upon the racial versus non-racial

aspect of the busing issue. I shall report the results of the analysis of

public opinion research in Louisville, Kentucky, while the busing controversy.

was very intense there. ‘The analysis examined the correlates of anti-busing

attitudes and such non-racial factors as the degree of personal self-interest*

in the outcome of the controversy and concerns about education. The analysis S\\\ .
N

of the role of racial attitudes included both the traditional measures of
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anti-black attitudes or old fashioned racism and a new set of racial opinions
which my colleagues and I have called symbolic racism.9

Previous puplic opinion.research on. the busing issue has been sparse
and of only limited value. Since it has been reviewed in detail elsewhere;

’

I will simply summarize it her,e.lO First, most of the studies did not have
adequate or appropriate samples. Second, all but one examined only racial
factors 6r only non-racial factors as correlates of busing opposition, Third,

_— "the one study that analyzed the relative strengths of both found strong racial
effects and negligible self-interest effects.11 However, this study used a
national sample and, thus, very few respondents appeared in it who were di-
rectly affected by'busing. This would ‘1imit the likelihood of finding self- f
interest effects. - o ’ . . | : 1 :#

The data reported below, came from a random sample of adults living
in Louisville and surrounding Jefferson County at the end of the first year
of court ordered, countywide school desegregation. This study differs from
previous research in that it has a sizable random sample which was drawn
in a locality where busing was already in effect, tested the relative strengths -

of both racial and non-racial factors in the same analysis and used a scale of

strength of opposition to busing that had both greater reliability and greater

<

variance than previous studies.

Tne Local Context:

Busing for desegregation came to Louisville in the fall of 1975. 1In
the preceding summer; Judge Gordon issued an order combining the city and
county school systems and mandating busing to achieve desegregation. The uni-

fied school system implemented a plan that used bus¥ng to create schools that

were no less than 14 percent black 2nd no more than 18 percent black. There

- p
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were sPme schools that were as much as 24 pe;cene black, but these were
"walk-in" schools situated in desegregated neighborhoods. The total school -
population was 20 percent black at that time and previously there had been
a number of all white‘and all black schools. For both whites and biacké,
?using‘b% walking was on the basis of a quasi~random aasignmené. Whites
were to be buéedléﬁe_or two out of théir twelve years in school. The exact
number and the specific year was a joint function of grade and first letter.
of last name. Bla;ks‘were to be bused for 9 of their 12 years, again on
the basis of grade and last initial. Despite the fact that the major burden
of the busing fell upon the black stude;tsfand the ratio of blacks to whites
in gnY‘school approx;mand the desegregation mix that previous research had
showﬁ that whites ~~ North and South -- found most acceptable,lg‘the white
commﬁnity reacted with a ery that_attracted nationai attention.

Starting in August, 1975, there were protests, demonstrations, sit-ins,
fire-bdmbings, boycotts and other acts of resistance. The survey_reported
here was taken in the spring of 1976 when most of the violeﬁce had died
down, but‘whilé the non-violent protests were cont;nﬁing.‘ It was the first o
of two independent waveé of adult interviews. The second (not reported here)

was completed in the summer of 1977. Also interviewgd, but not yet analyzed

were samples of community leaders and of children who were inmgpg_PEb}ig'

~ Attitudes Toward Segregation and Busing:

schools in 1975-76 and’ 197677,

-

Busing and .school desegrégation were salient issues to the black and
white citizens of Louisville. In response to our first question, 'What do ~
you think are the most important problems facing Louisville and Jefferson

County Eoday? " Any others?", the most frequent response (70 percent) mentioned

3]
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buaing explicitly and. 76 percént of the respondents mentioned at least one
problem having to do with buaiug and.school desegregaticnu. Our yespondents
also thought crime (28%) and the local econmmy (24X) presented problems, but
;tqéae lagged far behind busing and desegregation.
J Though Louisville is in a bord;r state that is more southern than north-
s ‘érn in culture, segreg#tionist séntiment was not ramp;nt there.la When asked .
“;if thgy preferred full integration, segrégation or something in between (see
‘ / Table 1 for exact,wo;ding); only 16 percent of the whites opted for full
- aeparation.l5 Furthermore, when asked a rather "hard" version of a school deseg-
regation’qﬁes_tion,l6 a majority of the whités responded that they thought propor-
tional representation of the races in each school was a good idea (see Table
- 1). Black‘gesponﬁents were even'm;re in favor of the idea; but a méjority
of_whites f&vored it #evertheléss. It should be ;oted that the wording of
this item reflected tﬁé«;ondition that éiiéted in Louisville as a result of
R the bufing plan in effect in 1975-1976. Every school approximated the raci&l
‘composition of the school population as a whole. However, the queSpion did

not have any emotionally lbaded.symbols such as "busing" or ''desegregation."

. Insert Table 1 about here

T e R LR - Bl

When’fhese terq§,Were intrq§uced;\bowever, the whites in Louisville ex-
hibited the same“reversal notedvih uatiéﬁal samples by other researchers.17

‘ Tﬁey'favored desegregation, but they did ﬁot want busing. As shown in Table

1, 76 percent of the whites were strongly }ppposed.18 Blacks tendéd to favor
the plan, but were not as nearly unanimoué in their support as whites were

in their opposition.
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Whites not only rejected the currnnt busing plan, but also rejected
the notion of busing in general, fully 53 percent of white respnndents op-
posed the plan and could think of no modification in the plan that would
make it ‘acceptable to them. (See Table 1.)

Furthermore, 20 percent of the whites indicated that they would engage
in protest and demonstrations against it if the husing plan were continued
the next year, as shown in Table l. However, this response should be con-
sidered more as an indication of the depth of their feelings than as a pr)-
mise of things to come. Nothing approaching that percentage turned out to
protest duringdthe 1976—77 school year. If they had, Louisville officials
would have had quite a problem on their hands. Twenty percent is largar
than the 15 percent of the Watts population that participated in the l96? | ¢
uprising there. 1’ _ | . i

In order to increase the reliability of our analyses, a scale of Strength

of Oppositi;n~to Busing was created by combining responses to the l:ut three

busing questions shown in;Table 1. The details of scale cons.ruction are

rapc:tcd eleevdhere;Z.O The scale had a h"‘!h 1&Vel-°f reliability and it was .

’

-

the dependent variahle for all subsequent analyses reported here For

illustrative purposes, cross—tabulations between a representative item from

~ the scale and certain correlates of the scale that proved to be imn-rtant

on the basis of multiple regression analysis are also reported. The repre-

-

sentative item chosen was the question regarding the_acceptability of busing

if modifications” were made in ‘the plan. .(This is the next to last cuestion
shown in Table 1.) This item was dichotomized into two categories: che
adamant oppouents and all other positions. ~.e adamant opponents of busing

were thnse who rejected the plan in all cases whilé the other crtegory

k)
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included those who were 1in favor of busing, or who waere opposed, but would
- , accept it with modificationa in the plan or who were not sure of their
’ position on the issue.

Self-Intereat and Parsonal Convenience:

Many opponents of busing argue that their opposition and that of others
.
is based upon personal gelf-interest or their concern for the self-interest
anafpersonal convenience of other whites.22 ‘For a person to have a self-~
;;terest in the outcome of a political or social controversy, the outcome
shouldlhaveré direct ecopomic or physical comfort and cénvenience effect
" upon  the pérson or his or her immediate f;mily. (We shall consider class
;nterests and other indirect Interests below.) A person's self-interest
can increade or decrease dependiné upoh the issue and upon how directly the
perso; is affected financially or physically. .@ith resﬁgct ‘to the bus;pé
“isédé, it is the children &ﬂb would be bused or their narents who‘ﬁave the
most,direct'seif-intereat. ‘It is they who have to get up earlier to catch
the bus, ﬁrovide éxtra money for luncﬁ if .the students had walked home for
o 1ﬁhch,previously'and'sp“forth. Adults without children, who rent their
houses and have few ties to the neighborhood or community‘should_bave the
least direct self-interest. Any fiﬁanciél or convenience effeéts upon them
would be minimal and indirect, perhaps the mérginal increment in their rent
attributabié géﬂﬁﬁé marginal increment in the landlord's taxes due to the
mgrginal’increment in tramsportation costs.
Hence, 1if opposition” to busing is motivated strongly by self-interesf,
meaéureé of self-interest and convenienée ought to be related-to our'Strength
of Opposition to Busing scale in predictable ways: those who'havg tﬁe ﬁbstv

¢ <

to lose, who are most inconvenienced, or who are most éeriously and personally

"

o
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affectad by buaing ought to ba most opposad. As shown in Table 2, this
happenad Lin many cases, but the assoclatlons were Weak.za

Children in School.. Presumably, one of the groups of whites with the

most self-interest ought to be parents with children in school. Parents of

»

public school stud?nts should be the most affected because their childx&»eni
would attend the newly desegregated schools either on buses or on foot to
schools receiving black students. However, parents of private or parochial

school students should also have greater self-interest than non-parents

since thg increasedhdemand for spaces in private and parochial gchools

"
)

might drive—up_tuiti;n costs or if these parents suffered financial reversals
they might have to sénd their youngsters to the public schools. Hence, if’
concern for their children's saféty or the quality of their edugqtion were
a powerful factor motivating opposition to busing, we might expect parents
to be more opposed than non-parents. | o o Ty
As shown in Table 2,ytﬁis.was somevhat the case. Egrents of school
cﬁildren wexeuslighply morF opposed than_non—parents. The zero order co¥;
relation (the’correlation witﬁ no controls for other factors) was +.1l.
However, this relatiénsh;p accourited fdr 6n1y slightly more than one percent
of” the vérianée in oprosition t; busing and, as we shall see, this-.relation-
* ship was redﬁced to zero when other facFors were controlled. A further illus-
tration of the similarity'on this issues of thoqe with school age children':o
tho;e without is ,provided by responses to the question on modifications in the
busing'glan. Fifty-four perceﬁt of those with childrgnlaqa>522 of those with-’
out children were opposed -to busing no matter whaﬁ-éhanges might be qu%,a

i . ™
-trivial difference.
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Bé}étive_dualitx and Importance of Naighborhood Schoolg. Another mea=

sure of self-interest we tested was the relative quality of the achools in

the neighborhood. Parente ought to be most concerned with the quality of
the local school, but non-perents'have a eelf-interest here as well because
the quality of the neighborhood achools could affect the resale valua of
homes. Hence. people purceiving that their neighborhood schools were infer-
ior to others in Louisville and Jefferson County should favor bueing because
it could potentially improve the educational opportunities of youngsters
bused to better schools and those perceiving that their neighborhood schools
were‘superior should be opposed.za s

It did not seem to turn out that way in Louisville, hdwéver. ' As ‘shown

in Table 2, those who perceived that ‘their neighborhood schools were better

- than others were less opposed than those who perceived their schools to be

worse than schools elsewhere! Again, though, the relationship was weak and .
jt’;nduced even more when controls were applied. S ~'ﬂ
It has also been argued in the popular media that opposition to busing

is,rooted in the destruction of the neighborhood sch ; a socidl and re-

‘creational centetr for J.ocal.community.25 However, the perceived social and

recreational importance of the local school was not at all' related to strength

\
.of opposition to b"sing (r = \00, see Table 2).

Neighborhood ..es. Opposition to busing has been popularly explained

\

" as a perceived invasion of community territory or of local turf. Persons

l\
who own as opposed to rent their homes, those who have a great many relatives

\
. Y e
Al . - kY
v
10
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In the area, who hava livad theve a long ttme amd who are not Likaly to Ha
moving elsewhere soon, in short those with dtvrong tles to the nalghborhood,
have a aalf-intarest (n malntaininé the culturad and wocial atability of

thg neighborhood and thaerefore bught to he mora opposad to huathg than thowe

.t . Cew

with fewer tles to tﬁe‘taftttory. (
[}

.An}nﬁown in Table 2, these measuras of self-~intereat produced mixed,

.

buq,Uniformly weak relationships. Langth of res‘dénce and home ownership

were related to strength of opposition to busing in the way that saelf-interest -

would predict, but general happiness with the neighborhood was in the opposite
direction and the number of relatives and likelihood of moving were not signi-

fiéantly related at all.

The Best Equation. In order to estimate the overall strengtH of the
7. ] .

' measurds of .self-jnterest and to determine the "statistically best" prediétors

of ‘anti~busing attitudes, a stepyise multiple regression was performed using
) .

‘the variables shown in Table 2 as prediEtors.26 The standardized regression

-

coefficients (or Beta weights) for the best equétion using self-=interest

”

'factoréuhé‘predictors are shown in Table 2., These coefficients may be re--

garded as a form of partial correlation betw&#en the given prediqtdr and anti--

‘© busing attitudes with the other variables 1in‘ the equation-coﬁtrgllgd.27 For -

-me5§ures of self;interest, the best gredfctor variables were having children
* -in school, relative ratiﬁgs of neighborﬁoo& schéols and length of .residence

iﬁ‘thé neighborhood. However, the predictive poweg_(Rz) for ﬁhis equation

could account for oﬁly three précent of the variance on the Strength of Op-~

position to Busing scale. . And the R2 from the multiple regression equation

including all measures of self-interest shown in Table 2 was equally dismal.

’

11 o



Half~Tntavaat Among Pavents:

A8 a furthavr tast of tha salf-lntavaat and convantance hypothents, a
aeparata analyata uaing only whice parenta with ehildran in schonl waa per-
formed. All parants would hava aome aelf-lntarast but thaeir self-intaraac,
concerns, fears, aud convenienca might be increasad by auch factors am the
numbar of childran zhoy have in aschool, thelr ratings of thair neighborhood
achools, or the nqupr of girlas or boys thay have. ,

; Public Versus ?é;vate Schoolg., Ome of the mout {mpo.tant of these factora
would ba the type of léhool the children attended. A numbir of elite comment~
ators from both tha 1eft28 and rightzg wings of the political spectrum and

countless speakers at grass*~roots anti-busing rallies in Louisville, Boston,

»

‘\x | Los Angeles, and elsewhere have pointad out that many prominant Rro-buaing
| advocataes have their childfen in pfivgte or parochial achools and, hence, can
afford to be for bpaing\for other people's children. We might, therefore,"
expect those whose childr;n wefe in private or parochial schools to be less
opposedhtd‘busipg thanlfublic”school parenta'whose children were bused. R
This did not prove to bevthe case, however. As showﬁ in Table 3, the
type of school attended was not significantly correlated with anti-businé

attitudes. Parental opposition was not affécted;by (nor dﬁd it affect) the
30 \
' ~

type of schools attended by their children.

N . i - \"
\:

/' : Bused and Not Bused. It was indicéted above that the parents of students
' ¥
- who rode the bus (and their children) were the persons in the community who

would be most affected and inconvenienced by the busing program. If personal

QO ‘ . | o 12 : - ¢ ~
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’

self~interest and convenience were factors in motivaicing opposition to busing,
then certainly the parents of bused students ought to be more opposed than ‘
other parents. Once again, however; the relationship did not materialize. -
As shown in Table 3, the correlation between the extent of busing in the
ramily'and opposition to busing was .00! Thoge parents whose children were
bused»and those whose children walked to the same school they would have
attended without a busing or desegregation plan nere equally opposed to busing.
Because the presgnt author k:ows from personal experience that maximum
in..;avenience occurscnhen\some of the children in‘a family are bused and others

are not;*the relationship between the strength of opposition to busing scale

and the extent of busing in the family was analyzed further by means of a one

way analysis of variance, a procedure that will pick up a difference among the
three types of families (all bnsed; some bused and some not, none bused) re-
gardless of which group is the most opposed. Again, the relationship was not
signigicant.31- A final illustration of how weak and contradictory~the evi-
dence is for the notion that opposition to busing draws its strength from the
parents whose children are being bused is provided by responses to the question
about the acceptability of busing with modifications in the extant plan. Those
with children whe were being bused were slightlv less adamant about their op-
position than those upon whom busing had no direct impact at all: adults who
had no echool age children. Forty nine percent of the parente of bused stu-
dents were opposed to busing no natter how the pian might be modified and 527

of the nonparents were adamantlv opposed.

Other Parental Self-Interest Weasures. Of the 15 measures of parental

self-interest examined, only three had stati:ticallv 51gniricant zero order

correlations: the likelihood of moving in the next 12 months, the reiative

13



-"13 =

‘ rating‘of néighboghood schools and the age of the oldest child in school.
One of these was in the direction that a self-interest or personal concern
» hypothesis might predict: the younger the oldest chilh the more opposed the
parent was to busing. But, again, the relationshiﬁ was a weak one accounting
for about one percent of the variance. ' : s

The relationship of strength 6f opposition to busing to relative rating

-of neighborhood schoo}s was in the opposite direction from wh;t a self-interest
' hypothesisxﬁould predict: the better parents rated their neighﬁorhood schogls
relative to other city schools, the less they were opposedrto busing!

The meaning placed upon the third significant relationship depends upon
how one interprets the parents' likelihood of moving in the next few months.
If a high likelihood is seen as reflecting few or no ties to the neighborhood,
then those with the least self-interest in the neighborﬁood were most opposed
to busing which is the opposite of what the self-interest or a tefritoriality
hypothesis would prédict. On the other hand, it may ;eflect white fliéht:
those who were most opposed were most likely to contemplate moving. the re-
lationship was weak, nevertheless, accounting for slightly more than two per-
cent of the variance in oppositidﬁ to busing.’

The Best Equation. The best equation for parents (using the criteria

defined above) included only two terms (likelihood of moving and relative
rating. of schools) and had an szof .04._ With all 15 measures in the equation
the R2 was only .06 and the Multiple R waé%not significant. Hence, individually

and collectively, measures of direct self-interest and convenience did not have

.

much of a relationship with anti-busing attitudes in either the citizenry as

a whole or in the more limited dpmain of parents of school age children.
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Social Location:

We turn now to consider another non-racial factor in which the self-
interest of whites may'be less direct, but still potentially important:
location in the social structure. Two aspects of social location must be
considered, the individual's current social class or status and his or .her
social background. It could be that the relationships reported in Tables
2 and 3 were so weak or ran counter to what might be expected on the basis
of direct self-interest and personal consequences because social class or
some other social structure factor was masking or suppressing the relation-°
ships.

Current social location is also potentially*an important correlate of
anti-busing attitudes because some measures of social location such as type
of occupation or income are also measures of se€lf-interest. Blue collar
workers of the two races are f:equently in competition for jobs and some
of the most vocal opposition to busing in Louisville came from the white
dominated blue collar labor.unions. Blue collar workers have been prominent
in anti-bﬁsing demonstrations in Louisville, Boston and elsewhere prompting
one political organizer to comment: "Instead of pushing for a bigger share
of society s wealth, people are fighting over the leavings. 32

. Closely related to social location and also important for our analysis
of the attitudinal antecendents of opposition to busing is the social class
backgiound or socialization of the respondent. The level of education,fe-
ceiGed, for example, both inflqences how people think about political and
racial issues and places a person in America's status hierarchy Other |
_measures of socialization, such as the region of the country where one was -

reared,,are less correlated with class or status than education but are
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highly correlated with racial at:t:it:udes.33 Both social location and social-
ization must, therefore, be considered in a cdmplete model of anti-busing
attitudes.

Current Social Location. The relationahips of anti-busing attitudes

"witn measures of current social location are summarized in Table 4. After
a factor analysis revealed that the measures could not be combined profitably,
fhe\usual mnltiple regression procedure was.performed using the measures in
Table 4. All but the two employment status variables were significantly re-

lated to strength of opposition to busing and had significant independent

. were Fhey generally surprising: peraOns in households headed by blue ' LE‘%m

workers, home owners, lower income persons, union members, and males tended
to oppose busing more than others. The Rz for the best regression equation
was .07. Though that was roughly twice the R2 for self—intarest, current

social location was not a very strong predictor of opposition to’busing.

Prior Socialization. Our measures of previous socialization_are sum-~

marized in Table 5. Education and region of socialization before age 13
proned to be the‘stongast correlates of strength of opposition to busing in
this set. Tha lesser educated and those reared in the south were more op-
Vpoped to busing than others. For education, the difference among levels was
_greater than for any variable reported so far. Sixty eight percent of those
with an eighth grade education or less were adamantly opposed to busing while

only 29% of those with graduate and professional school training were so
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opposed. The R2 for the best equation for current social location was .07.

*  Ingert Table 5 about here

- e wn we s we e = =

Social Location and Socializatioﬁ Combined. When all of the variables
in TaBles 4 and 5 were run in one stepwise, best predictor criterion multiple
regression, the ﬁz was .10 and it had onlf four siénificant terms: education
(Beta = -.24), union membership in the family (.10), home owmership (.10) and

" region of socialization (-.09). Thus, while measures of current social loca-
tion and previous socialization, individually and collectively, were stronger
correlates of strength of opposition to busing than measures of direct self-
interest, they could at best account for about 107 of the variance in anti-
busing attitudes.34

BA}

Political Attitudes:

The controversy over busing in Louisville and elsewhere is a politicalr
issue, of course. Other researchers nave found that anti-busing attitudes
‘were related to measures of political conservatism.35 In addition, a number
of popnlar analyses have argued that opposition to busing stems from (white)
people' s resentment about government interference in their lives.36 The
implication of these arguments is that opposition tc¢ busing is a backlash,
born. in feelings of political impotence, against the government's and especially
the courts' departure from the laissez-faire.doctrine of government.37 Because
of space and time limitation, our survey could not explore all aspects of
political feelings and attitudes. We did include some questions designed to

tap different aspects of political conservatism and feelings of political

powerlessness, These items are shown in Table 6.

a5
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Though many of these iéems-appeared-to fall on a common left-right or-

liberal to consérvative dimension, a factor analysis failed to find it.

Hence, we treated each item individually in the multiple regressioﬁ-procedure._
These résults are summarized in fable 6. It can bexseen there that our mea-
sure of laissez-~faire aftitude,tqward governmentﬂ(diﬁagreement with: "It

is .up to the governmeﬁt to make sure that everyoﬂe has a secure job.and a
goqd standard of 1iying:") was essentially uncorrelated with anti-busing
attitudes. For example, 51% og‘those disagreeing with th@ statement were
adamantly opposéd to the busihg plan while 54% of those who‘agreed"were‘alson

adamantly oppoé’éd.38 I

. Our measuréﬁpf political powerlessness was a somewnat better predittor
of opposition to'bus;hg; As shown in Table 6,_agreement with the statement

that "People like me don't have any say about what the government does" was

correlated .21 with the ;trength of opposition to busing scéle and entered

the best regressign;gquation for this set of measures. Those feeling'po}iti-

cally powerless were more likely to be adamantly opposed to busing (58%) than
thode.feeling that they do have a say in governmental actions (43%).

The Best Equation. The best equation for the measures of political

» .

attipudes had an R2 of .11 and four significant terms of about the'same
streugth ofvéssociation with'dﬁpositon to, busing as measured by their respec-
tive Betas. One éf tﬁese terms was the political powerlessness.item and the-
other three were medsures of differené'aspécts of life style conservatism

(sex education) and law, and order conservatism (unsafe streets and the death

18—
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penalty). Though the conservatism items taﬁ distinct dimensions, the re-

lationships were in the same direction: the more conservﬁtive, the more U
anti-busing. However, the conservatisﬁ that related to anti-busing was not A
" of the laissez-faire tépe: It“had mgch more'of a racial overtone to it than

many opponents of busing would like to admit.ggs Notably absent from the -
best political artitudes equation.was strength of party affiliation. cOp-

position .0 busing in Louisville cut across party lines.

Personal and Fraternal Discontents and Dgpriy§tign§j
Though rhe aralyseg will be réﬁortgd upon in detail elsewhere, measures

of relative'deprivatioq Geré gbhsideré& as potential correla?es of anti;buaing-

attitudes.4o The deprivations were either relative to a réference groﬁﬁ v

(Blacks,!lawyers; eduéational experts, other whiqas) or to”an abso%ﬁte stan-

dard and the subject of the deprivation was either personal or fraternal (my

race, my neighbors). Furthermore, two dimensions of evaluation were used:

economic and influence oﬁ school decisions. In the final analysis (see Below),t'.w

one of these proved to be important, but most did not.

Raciaerttitudes:

v

.The analysis has proceeded in stages from'obéious%y non-racial factors
’(having_children, having them bused) through factors that have had progres-
sively more pronounced racial overtones (region of the country where respon-
d?nt was rearé&,-law and order-conservatiém). ,Thbugh the éhange'has not
been liﬂear, é; each step the strength of the correlation with opposition to
busing has incre#sed. Noﬁ, directly racial factors will be considered.

.In doing so, a distinction will be made between two types rfbracial
attitudes and opinions: éld fashioned and symbolic racism; Old-fashioned

récism is the cognitive component of racism from years gone by, the belief

189
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in the stereotypes that black people are lazy or dumb, and that it is justi-~
fiable to exclude theﬁ from schools, jobsraqd personal relationships. . Most
”Ameficans recognize old fashioned r;cism. It is the racism of Bull Conner,
éeorge nglace and the Klan. Symbolic or new racism is n;t 80 easy for many
Americans to spot. It is the belief that blacks are ﬁot'pléying fair‘and‘
uthat they are making illégitimate—demands for changes in the racial status

quo. It is exbressed not in stereotypes and support for segregation, but ir

AV

abstract,'moraliscic, ideoclogical symbols: blacks are getting more than they
deserve, the media Qnd government show them too much respect, black anger is
ﬁﬁjustif;ed, discriminatiqn.no longer exists.

| Data‘éﬁdﬁ;ng-that'old fashioned and symbolic racism rest upon the same
negative feelings and théf méabures of symbolic racism predict:r;cially rel-
event behaviof,have been presented els:ewherr:‘e.l'l Here,; the reiationship between
the CWo'types of racism_and anti-busing attiGHdes'will be analyzéd.
| The Louisville survey instrumen: contained items desig;ed to assess
vposiiions on both dimensions CfA:acism. 01d fashioned racism was measured
by questi&ns\assessing support for segregation (see Table 1 for examples), ﬁ
negatiVe stereotypes, social distance ané the legitimacy of diségiminatioﬁ:42
Symbplic}racismAwas assessed by a scale containing items such‘as "Over the
pést few years blacks haQe géccen more economically -than they deserve" (stro;gly
orvsomeWhat agree ﬁas.regardéd as the racist'respoﬁée) and "It is easy to under-

»

stand the anger of black people in America' (strongly or somewhat disagree was

regarded as’the racist response).43

Symbolic versus 0ld Fashioned Racism. Symbolic racism correlated .51

'

with the strength of opposition to busing scale 5%2 old fashioned racism cor-

related .36, as shown in Table 7. These were the two largest bivariate
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correlations with anti-busing attitudes in the entire data set. As racism
”iincreased, opposition to busing increased dramatically in both instances.
For example, 22% of those low in symbolic racism were adamantly opposed to

busing while 812vof those high. in: symbolic racism were so opposed.44 Further-'

more as p;edicted, symboli; racism had a mucﬁ closer relationship to strength
o of opposition to bdsiﬂg than did old fashioneé racism. Not only did syﬁbolic
jracism havgia highér zero order correlétion‘with anti-busing to begin with,
. T . .

but with old fashioned racism controlled, thebrelationship was not greatly
hreduced (partial'r = .455. On the other hand, with symbolic racism controlled,
thé already lower correlation between old fashioned racish and anti-~busing
attitudes was reduced considerably more.(partial r = .10). 0ld fashioned

racism was a factor in oppgsitibﬁ to busing in Louisville,:but it was not

nearly the factor that symbolic racism was.

o

Other Measures of Racial Attitudes. There were three other measures of

-

NG ' racial attitudes used in this analysis. : One of these was a "feeling thesmom~
_ : -~ A eter" (ranging from warm feelings tc cold feelings toward blacks). ‘This

o

‘ scale has been used'bf others as a measure of favorable or unfavorable feel-
ings or affect tuwérd black people in general.45 While its correlation with
anti-bu igg\ittitudes was rather weak (-.16), it was still a strongerucorrelétq

than any of the measures of persondl self-interest and convenience used in

this study. The other two measures were the fespondents' estimates of the

amount of social contaet they had with blacks and their estimates of the

amount of contact of“ény sort that they had. Both measures were not significantly
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correlated with opposition to busing. The low correlations for these contact

measures was . falrly strong evidence that strength of opposition to busing,

whatever its true source, did not grow out of personal experience with blacks.
Those with very little and those with a great deal of personal contact and
experience were ggually opposed to busing.

The Best Equation. Aﬁ shown in Table 7, the only variable to enter the

best multiplé regression eduation was symbolic racism (Beta = .52). Notably-

missing from this equation. is old fashioned racism which did not increase

the R2 by one percent or more with symboiic racism in the equat:ion.46 "The

R2 for this eqﬁation was .26. This wéé'the largeét R2 for any subset of

variables examined and it was almost nine times as large as the Bgffor the

best equation for personal self-interest.

A More Complete Model of'OpEggitioh to-Busing:

) Though racial attitudes by themseives, especially symbolic racism, Qere
the stfonge;t Eq;relates of anti-busing attitudes, it was entirely possible
that the effects of racism would be severely diminished when controls for
other cofrelates of busing opposition were .introduced. Therefore, .a more
complete mathematical model had to be develo;eq that included and controlled
fprﬁthe most likely predictors. "Such a model Qaﬁld be the best esfimate of
the social and attitudinal éources of opposition to busing in Louisville.

The same‘stéﬁﬁiée multiple regression procedure used aboye was employed

_to construct this model. The potential prediction terms were the variables

»

comprising the best prediction equations fof the subsets of factors previously
analyzed (self-interest, social location, racism, and so forth) plus three
variables that were theorétically important-though they had previohsly not

made it into the "best prediction" equations: the old fashioned racism scale,

2,
o

Q2
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a measure of “a‘uthoritarianism"47 and the respondents' subjective estimates

.of their own social class. This made 28 potential terms in the final equation.

The best model developed by this procedure is summarized in Table 8.

9

TheABestﬁEquation.;,There were five terms in the best prediction equation.

“A

These were symbolic racism, satisfaction with personal influence on school

1 a

desegregation decisions, southern socialization, living in a household headed
‘by a blue collar worker and endorsement of the crime’in the streets ideology.
of these five,,symbolic racism was definitely the strongest. factor. It hadx
‘the highest zero order correlation with anti~busing attitudes'in the data<

set, had the highest standardized regression coefficient in the final equation
and adding the other four terms totthe equation only increased its predictive

power by five percent over what was predicted by symbolic racism by itself

Opposition to busing in. Louisville in the spring of 1976 was firmly grounded

"in this new form of racism. : e e e I ) el

Though weaker than symbolic racism, the second term in'the best pre- H.

diction equation was a measure of the respcudents"satisfaction with their

own influence on school desegregation decisions. Satisfaction was. assessed
by asking respondents to rate their perceptions of the influence exerted on
school desegregation decision by a number of groups and individuals including
blacks, whites, lawyers and themselves on a scale\running from "much morz
influence than entitled to" through."the right amount' to "much less influence

48

' than entitled to. Very few people (4%) rated themselves as having.more

influence than they were entitled to have so that ratings on this item
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o generally ran from respondente who thought the? had Ehe "right amount"'to
those who thought they had "much'less" than they were entitled to have.

1
Though it was not as strong a correlate as symHolic racism and the direction

4

b
of causation is ambiguous, with other factors Qontrolled those who thought

they had less influence: on school desegregatioﬂLthan,they should have were
more opposed to busing than those who thought t ey had the right amount.

The other three terms ithhe begt predictién equation were quite"weak,
though etatistically signifidant.A Each one barely added‘éne percent to the
equation's predictive power;. Furthermore, withf%ther potential predictors
added to the eouation (hence'controlling atatistically for their influence),
the'correlation between opposition to busing and occupation of the head of
the household did not differ significantly from zero. To the extent'that

. they were correlated with anti—busing attitudes after controlling for racism,
it is likely that southern socialization -and being a member of a blue collar

- family representnthe resiﬁual effects of reference group influence. In

-~ Louisville, southerners and blue collar workers were so overwhelmingl? op-

-posedito_busing that some members of Lhose groups would be opposed independ-

ently of any personal prejudice by our measures) because everyone else they

4

knew was opposed.

The last variable in the best equation was an abstract, ideological

_question about crime in the streets. This item has been 5o closely associated

with symbolic racism in other studies, that it has been used as a surrogate
for it in studies wishing to avoid items worded with direct racial content.é9

It was intended as a symbolic racism item in this study, but when an item

analysis showed that it was only weakly related to the other scale items,

it was used separatel& as an indicator of conservative, crime-in the streets

N
~

L.
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ideology.

Alternative Models and Controls. A number of "alternative models were

tested and the /most important\of these are reported in detail elsewﬁ"ere.50 :

These analyses did not alterithe findings reported here. ‘In the.right hand

-column of Table 8, the results of controlling for 21 of the 23 other potential

predictors in the stepwise multiple regressions are summarized. 51 As can be

; seen there, symbolic %acism remained the strongest and most important ‘cor-

drelate while the already weak effect of occupation%was reduced to zero. ‘Hence,

with controls for social class, personal self-interest, political beliefs and '

_relative deprivation and other discontents; those most likely to be opposed

to busing in Louisville in 1976 were persons high in symbolic racism and

those not satisfied with their influence on school desegregation decision,

- . A

southerners and law and order conservatiVes.

Conclusion: -

v

Busing is a racjal issue. Given the differences between the two races

in Louisville on the issue (see Table 1), one could hardly expect it to be

‘otherwise. Nevertheless, so many white opponents have insisted that the

oL

issue was quality education or the costs to parents and students that the

’findings reportea here are instructive.. In the final analysis, having ties

to'the neighhorhood,'perceiving that your_neighborhood schools were superior

to others, having children in the public schools, even having children who

.

' were bused were insignificant in. predicting opposition to busing. Racism

"

was* the big factor. S _ .

But it is not old fashioned racism that gives anti-busing attitudes

£

their strength and prevalence. Certainly, white people‘who think blacks are

dumb and who oppose any form of'integration are opposéd to busing. However,

- 2{5 .



!
'
|
1
¢
P
s
¢
i
I
{
i
H
H
T
|

'are giving blacks undue recpgnition and respect. These beliefs are not seen

. racism in mind.

his another symbol. of the unfair demands and gains of blacks at_ the expense of

‘children or -the family or the community or the nation. But, as is the case

. - 25 -

some people who do not hold these poei;)ons also oppose busing and their '

presence in the ranks of opponents clouds'the issue. Americans recognize

old fashioned racism, but they are not so perceptive when it comes to other
forns of racism. L -

The wide‘e;read opposition,to businguin,Louisville;(and elsewhere)'is
rooted in a new form of raciem, eymbolic racism. This is the belief that__" <
discrimination no- longer eXists, that'blacka‘are making unfair demends and

illegitimate gains and that powerfdl persons and institutions in the nation.

~ N N L4

\

~as racism by many white.Americans but they rest on the same negative, feelings

as old fashioned racis;m.s2 And,'the two are equally able to predict racially
.

ot

relevant interpersonal behaviors.sa' In other words, persons high in symbolit' 1

racism have the same negative feelings toward blacks as persons high in old \ﬁ"

fashioned racism ggd they behave toward blacks in similar ways. Symbolic

racism, however, is not,perceiVed’aé ragism while old fashioned racism is. -

\

"Thus, the debate over businé rages on with opponents unable'to”recognize
. P h ) L] ’

3
.® . .
their racism and supporters sensing that racism is part of the debate but . -

’

unable to identify it clearly._ Both. are mislead because they have old'fashioned )

hY ' .

Opposition~to busing is, in fact,;an‘aspect of symbolic racism. Little

-

white children getting on buses ‘to ride out of their neighborhoods to‘school

t.
whites. Parties to the debate'argue as .if they were concerned with harm to

with symbolic issues, they shout past‘one_another because the debate is really

-

over whose values will dominate pnblic life and whose group will receive the .

" S— . . ,

26 ©
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concommitant public respect. To the extent that a busing policy is officially
supported.by the courts, the school system and other branches of government
(even reluctantly)) it symbolizes that blacks are valued enough by the govern~
_ment and other institutioms of society to make the costs of time, effort and
money worthwhile. Both blacks and whites know this instinctively.
. - What, then, can be done to defuse the conflict?

’ Obviously, one thing that willAnot be effective is to call busing op-
poﬁents symbolic racists. Most doanot think they are any sort of racist now
and.showing them a great deal of data and:the analyses of a social scientist

or two will not cause them either to accept their beliefs as racist or to

\

change their minds about‘busing.

Much more effective would be to push ahead with busing where it is necessary

.

and at the same’time deal constructively with the symbolic needs of whites.
~‘$«

Actions and words by court, school and public offihzals showing that whites

-

values and needs are.officially recognized will symbolize to whites that they

'

are also respected. O©One approach might be to institute highly visable’pro-
grams designed to make the school system attractive to white’parents and stu-
e % dents. These might include'drama classes, college preparatory programs, %df
- ditional vocational training programs ano soccer and tennis teams. All of
these programs woulq be open to all.students, of course, and not only whites
are concerned‘about having these programs in the schools; However;‘if'they
are clearly labeled as attempts to keep whites in the school system while
desegregating through busing, they will both make the system more attract1ve
" to white parents and symbolize to white parents and nonparents that the‘school

[

system cares about whites as well as blacks.
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The specific actions and programs desigqed to meet the symbolic needs
of whites will test our ingenuity and cost dollars. On the other hand, the

costs of a segregated school system and society are also great.

o
o
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McConahay & Hough, op. cit.), entered the regression equat}on, all other
religious correlates became non~-significant. Hence, the R™ for religion
was only .03 and all of that was 'due to the scale of Conventional Religious
Beliefs. :

35Sears,‘Hensler__& Speer, op. cit.

36Glazer, op. cit.

37Brudnov, op. cit.

38This may nof have been a good item for assessing laissez-faire opinion
in this context. In our 1977 wave we had three additional questions to give
the laissez~faire hypothesis a better test. .

39The "gafe streest' item has strqng racial overtones, see Footnote 49
below and Sears & Kinder, op. cit. The racial aspect of the death penalty
is well known, see J.B. McConahay, C.J. Mullin‘& J, Frederick, ""The Uses of
Social Science in Trials with Political and Racial Overtones: The Casge of
Joan Little," Law and Contempprary Problems, 1977, 41, 205-229. In Louisville
in 1976, 76% of the whites favored the death penalty while 70% of the blacks
opposed it. In 1977, these percentages 77 and -65, respectively. See ''Reactions
to Busing' op. cit. R : '
. 'AOJ.B. McConahay, S. Wolf & A. Marks, '"Relative Deprivation.and Equity
in Anti-busing attitudes and behavior,”" paper in preparation.

41McConahay, op. cit; McConahay & Hough, op. cit.; Seats & Kinder, op. cit.

- 42The 01d Fashioned Racism scale had an Alpha coefficient of .74 which is
an acceptable level of reliability. For the details of scale contruction and
the specific item, see "Buses or Blacks?", op. cit.

43The Alpha Coefficient for the Symbolic Racism Scale was .76. For the

exact wording of the items and the details of scale construction, see ''Buses

or Blacks?" op. cit. '

44The scale was_trichotomized so that low was one standard deviation or
more below the mean, moderate was between one standard deviation below and
above the mean and high was one or more standard deviation above the mean.

eSFor the details of the scale and its administration, see A. Campbell,
White attitudes toward black people. Ann Arbor: Institute for Social Re-
search, 19713 Also see S.E. Bennett, "On the Existence of an Underlying 'Vertical
Structure' in Whites' Racial Attitudes'. Social Science Quarterly, 1972, 53,
583-589; McConahay, op. cit. : :
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46For a more rigorous test of the relative strengths of symbolic and
old fashioneu racism, see "Buses or Blacks?" op. cit.

' 47T.w. Adorno, E. Frenkel-Brunswik, D.J. Levinson & R.N. Sanford, The
authoritatian personality. New York: Harper and Brothers, 1950. ‘

48For details see McConahay,\WOlf & Marks, op. cit.

49D.L. Hamilton & G.D. Bishop, "Attitudinal and Behavioral Effects of
Initial Integration of White Suburban Neighborhoods". Journal of Social
Issues, 1976, 32(2), 47-67; Sears & "iacer, op. cit.

Onguges or Blacks?" op.

51Two poténtial controls could.not be entered into the equation because
of multicollinearity with variables already in the equation ag controls.
See Nie etal, op. cit.

521n the Louisville survey, the correlation between the feeling ther-
mometer and symbolic racism was —.38 and the correlation of the feeling
. thermometer with old fashioned racism was -.39. Thus, the better whites
" felt about blacks in general, the lower their old fashioned and symbolic
racism scores and -the magnitude of the two relationships beCWeen feeling *
and racism was virtually itentical.

3McConahay, op. cit.
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Table 1

Opinions with Regard to Segregation and Busing
in Louiaville and Jefferson County

(1976 Adult Sample)

Item T o ' White
o : ‘ (N=879)

~ "Generally speaking, do you favor full racial
_integration, integration in some aress of life,
or separation of. the races." (% Seraration) 162

"In principle, do you think that it is a good

idea or a bad idea for children to go to schools

that have about the same proportion of blacks and

vhites as generally exists in the Louisville-

Jefferson County area?" (% Good Idea) 51%

"To what extent do you favor or oppose busging to

achjeve racial desegregation as it has been put

into effect here in Louisville and Jefferson County?

Do you. strongly favor it, somevwhat favor it, somewhat
oppose 1t or strongly oppose 1it?" (% Stromgly

Opposed) ; 76%

"Are you opposed to busing to achieve racial desegre-
gation in all cases...or could you foresee a situa-

tion in which some type of busing program might be

an acceptable means for achieving racial desegregation

in the schools in Louisville and Jefferson County?" o
(% Opposed in All Cases) , 532

"“Aggume that the current busing plan to achieve

racial desegregation is continued again next school

year, which statement on this card best describes

what action you are likely to take yourself?"

- (Z Protest and Demonstrate Against Busing) _ 202

Blacks
(N=170)

12

902

13%

92

5%

(v
AN
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Table 2

Strength of Opposition to Busing

as a Function of Measures of Self-Interest

Measures of Self-Interest

Children in Public, Private or Parochial Schools
(No Children=0, At Least One Child=l)

Rati~, of Meighborhood Schools Relative to Other
City Schools

(Better=High)
Length of Residence in Neighborhood

Home xm~rship
(Rent=0, Own=1)

General Happiness with Neighboliood
(Very Happy=High) -

Numb-r uf Relatives in Neighborhood
Like)ihood of Moving in Next 12 Months

Perceived Social Importance of Neighborhood School

Gamma r Beta
.18 .11 L11%
~-.08 -.08 -.09%
.05 .08 . .08
.09 .09
-.12 -.06
.12 .04
.12 .01
.01 .00

R2 of Best Equationfé.03, F(3, 840)-7.67; p< .01

R? for All Measures=.03, F(8, 835)=3.78, p < .0l

.*Only'the Betas from the Best Equation are reported.

X for definition of Best Equation.

See text

and footnote

VL
N



- 35 -

Table 3

Jarangth af Oppaslzlon to lusing as a Junceston ol
Masauras of Jalf Incavest Among Parants.

(Whicaes Only, \=267)

Meagura of Salf Incarast r

Likalihood of Moving in Naxec 12 Yonths J15%

Rating of Ncizhi:orhood Schools Ralacive to Ochar
¢ity Schools
(BaccareHigh) = lax

Typa of School Attanded dy Childran {in Family
(All in Privacs=l, Some in ?rivace and -
Soma in Public=2, All in Public=3) «04

Excant of Busing in Family
(None Busadel, Scme 3used and Some Noc=2,

All Busad=3) .00
Proporzion of Children to '!u 3usad in che Future -.08
N : (Nona=l, Some, 3ut Yoc All=2, all=])
Age of Oldasc Child in School - 11
Grade of Oldest Child -.10
’ Numbar of Relazives ia YNeighborhood ’ : .05
’ Ganaral Happinass wich Neighborhood . -.08
Lengch of Residance in Nelghborhood -.05
gy Number o/, Children in School -.03
. P -, N : .
77T Sumbee_pf Children ia Fuplic Schools .90
. fu afllg Girls ta School R -.03
- o !Xudf/ er of 3oys ia School \\ : -.01 .
I \, >
[ N
?uéceivgd Social Izwporzance of Naighdorhood.
School N -.03
i \\\
\\

e o ‘4
R~ of 3eit Squation®s.04, F(2, 266)-4.9%t\g\< .01

\.
32 iii\All Measuzes=.06, T(15, 251)=.96, ¥.5.\
\,
.\ 2

v

*p < .05, one tailad
\

a ) ‘ _ . . ) .
Snly :he\Bacas from the 2ast Zguatisa 1Te tegorczad. Jee zaxs far dalialzion

of 3est Zguacion

\

. i -
-, ] \ , . \,
N

\ N,

W
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Tabla 4 Ly

Strength of Oppoaition to Buaing
as a Functlon of Measuras of Current Social Location

(Whites Only, N=698)

]

Méasures of Current Social Location - Gamma

r Beta
Occupation of head of household
(Blue Collar=0, White Collar=1) -.29 -.20 ~.13%
Do you own your own home here, or do you rent? ,
(Rent=0, Own=l) .09 .08 .13%
’ Total Family Income for 1975 . -.13 -.11 - 14%
Are you currently a member of a labor union,
~or is anyone here in the household a member? ‘
(No Union Member=0, At Least One=1) .27 .16 .10%
Respondent's sex is . .
(Male=0, Female=1l) =10 +=.07 -.08%
Unemp loyment
(Retired, Employed, Housewife, etc.=0, : A
Unemp loyed=1) .15 .05
- 5Employed
o (Unemployed,. Retired, Housewife, etc.=0,
Employed=1l) _ .05 .01
vﬂz ;
R® of Best Bquation®+.07, F(5, 692)=10.95, p < .001
2

R® for All Measures=.08, F(7, 690)=8.04, p < .00l

*Only the Betas from the Best Equation are reported. See text for definition
of Best Equation.
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Tabla 5

Strength of Opposition to Busing as a Functilon
of Measures of Hoclallization and Pervcelved Social Status

(Whites Only, N=715)

Meagsure of Socialization and Perceived Social Status Gamma r Beta

Education _-"24 e 25 e 23*

What is the name of the community you lived in the
longeat up until the time you were 13 years of age?
(South=0, Northe=l) -.31 =-.14 -, 10%

What 1s the name of the community you lived in the
longest between the ages of 13 and 187 .

(South=0, North=1) -.19 -.08
Age ‘ : .07 .09

Importance of religion as a child .
(Most Important Thing in My Life=High) . .08 .08

What type of work did your father mainlx do while
you were growing up?

(Blue Collar=0, White Collar-l) -.25 =,15
How many years have you lived in Louisville or !
Jefferson County?" .08 .12
_Subjective Social Class o -.19 -.10
R? of Best Equation*=.07, F(2, 712228.16, p <..001

R® for All Measures=.09, F(7, 707)=9.81, p < .0l

*On’y the Betas from the Best Equation are reported. See text for definition
of Fest Equation.

w
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" Tabla A

Strength of Oppoaltion to Bualng
ag a Munctlon of Maasures of Polltlceal Attttudes

(Whitea Only, N=781)

'

Measures of Political Attitudes” Gamma r Beta

Streets aren't safe these days without a police-
man around .22 .21 .16%

People like me don't have any say about what the
government does | .24 .21 «.16%

Sex education classes should be taught in the .
Louisville and Jefferson County schools -.21 -.18 | -.14*

I favor the death penalty for persons convicted
of murder . 14 .14 120

Obedience and respect for authority are the most

important virtues children should learn .22 .19
It is up to the government to make sure that

everyone has a secure job and a good standard of ‘
liVing ] ) e 03 e 01

What this country needs most, more than laws and

political programs, is a few courageous, tireless,

devoted leaders in whom the people .can put their

faith A5 .13

Strengtﬁ’of Democratic Party Affiliation
(Very Strong Republican=1l, Very Strong .
Democrat=7) - =.06 -.06

Y

S “~\
R? of Best Equationt=.ll, F(4, 776)=23.99, p < .00l

R? for All Measures=.12, F(8, 772)=13.47, p < .00l

-

, 4011 but Party Affiliation are Likert type items ranging from Strongly
Disagree (1) to Strongly Agree (5)

*Only the Betas from the Best Equation are reported. See text for definition
of Best Equation. '
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Tahla /

e - e T O e L

Strangth of Opposltlion to Bualug
ag a Puanccton of Magaurea of Ractal Attituwdes

(Whices Only, N=597)

- Measures of Racial Attitudes Gamna r Bata.
Symbolic Racism | 50 .51 AL

a 0l1d Fashioned Racism Y .36

Feeling Thermometer for Blacks® .
. . (Warm or Favorable=High) -, 19 ~-. 16

* Have any blacks visited socially in your home,
or have you via;ted gocially in any black homes
‘in the last month or so?

(Yes=l, No=0) -.06 -.05
Frequency of Any Contact with Blacks
(Almost Every Day=High) .01 .00
-2 ” Recci
L R* of Best Equation*=.26, F(l, 596)=207.63, p < .0b1

R% for All Measures=.27, F(5, 592)=44.63, p < .00l

*Only the Betas from the Best Equation are reported. See text for definition
of Best Equation.

-

aSee text for details.
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) - : E Table 8
Best Stepwise Multiple Régfeésion Equation for
Predicting Strength of ‘Opposition to Busing
' : (Whites Only, N=563)
‘l 2
) redictor Variable ‘ ) Beta for Beéé with
In Order Entering Equation) . Best '~ 21 Control
- ] , . - Equation ' Variables . "
Symbolic Racism - o . L Ghkkk .39k

Satisfaction witthersonal Influence

on Schobl Desegregation Decisions -, 13%%% T = 224
’ Southern Socialization : ”Y « 10%* .09%
~ Blue Collar Head of Household , 0 10%% . .07
. , i '
Crime in the”Streets.Ideology . ! .08% , . .09*
. . . / ;
T T R </ .31 .34,
' ( ) ) z' \ <
- P S Y972k 10+ 93k
- d.f L ’ 5, 557 25, 537

'#F ratio significant at p < .05 :
*%F ratio edgnificant at p< .01 !
**%F ratio significant at p < .001

..
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