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CHAPTER I 

INTRODUCTION 

The Problem 

The process of selection of public officials in our 

country has long been a major area of research for the social 

scientist as well as an area of prime interest to many lay

men. Societal norms require that all citizens take part in 

the guidance of our democratic system by exercising the 

right to vote. This ideal of total participation, however, 

has continually exceeded the actual adherence to the norm. 

Two factors can account for this less than total 

participation: voluntary non-voting on the part of many 

citizens, and involuntary disenfranchisement of large ses--

ments of our population by various legal and technical re-
2 

strictions. Recent congressional and judicial actions 

A cogent discussion of the theoretical reasons for 
voluntary non-voting can be found in S. M. Lipset et al,, 
"The Psychology of Voting: An Analysis of Political be
havior," Handbook of Social Psychology, ed, Gardner Linczey 
(Cambridge, Mass,: Addison-Wesley Publishing Co., Inc., 
1954), II, p. 1128. 

C. Vann Woodward traces the historical developr.ent 
of such restrictions in The Strange Career of Jin Crow (New 
York: Oxford University Press, 1957TI Donald S. Strong 
examines the poll tax in "The Poll Tax: The Case of Texas," 
The Anorican Political Science Review, XXXVIII (August, 
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have, for the most part, removed the barriers between the 

citizen and his right to engage in the electoral process. 

Hence, an increase in electoral participation can be ex

pected to come from those who formerly were prevented from 

voting by the poll tax. 

Purpose of this Study 

The purpose of this study is to examine and compare 

the social and attitudinal factors characteristic of re

spondents in two samples of registered voters in Lubbock, 

Texas, One sample was drawn from the 1965 population of 

poll tax registrants in the city; the other was drawn from 

the population of citizens who registered during the "free 

period" in the spring of 1966, Hopefully, this study will 

provide information on the social and attitudinal charac

teristics of the two groups. 

If differences between the two groups are found to 

exist, the obvious conclusion will be that Lubbock (and 

possibly other areas of the state as well) has acquired a 

new social base of registered voters. The increment will 

have come from a group of previously inactive citizens. 

Depending upon the nature of such possible differences, ^he 

1914;), p, 691)., and finds it to be an effective barrier to 
poor whites as well as to Negroes. 

-̂ In February, 1966, a federal tribunal ruled the 
poll tax in Texas to be imconstitutional and called for a 
period of free registration. 
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ramifications for future elections could be extensive. 

Resume of Previous Investigations 

A large step toward understanding the mechanisms of 

political activity and preference was made with the publi

cation in 19iU; of The People »s Choice.^ The major goal of 

the investigation was to study the process of candidate 

selection, especially as it was affected by the mass media. 

The authors approached the problem through the use of a 

series of interviews with residents of Erie County, Ohio 

during the 19i;0 Presidential campaign. 

The findings of the investigators were not in accord 

with their anticipations. Rather than being influenced by 

messages sent through the mass media, it was found that 

citizens were relatively immune to such persuasions. The 

function of the media was instead to reinforce previously 

formed attitudes suid convictions of the electorate. 

The voter, as characterized in the study, was not a 

completely rational individual weighing the pros and cons 

of parties and party candidates. Preconceived preferences 

held by citizens of different religious and socio-econonic 

groups remained, for the most part, unchanged during the 

campaign. 

The most important finding was that political atti-

^Paul F. Lazarsfeld, Bernard Berelson, and Hazel 
Gaudet, The People^s Choice (New York: Columbia Universit 
Press, 19F?). 

y 



tudos are firmly rooted in social interaction. The effect 

of group membership accounted for much of the variation in 

attitudes held by the respondents. 

In order to follow this lead of the role of inter

personal relationships revealed by the Erie County study, 

a similar study was planned for the 19i;8 Presidential 
5 

election.^ Special attention was devoted to the subject's 

concept of the attitudes of friends, co-workers, and rela

tives. A preview of the project revealed that the purpose 

was "to study predispositions (past vote, political moti

vation, class identification, group affiliations, etc.); to 

study the stimuli (the campaign, especially as it was re

flected in the mass media); and to see the effect of one 

upon the other in determining the final outcome in the form 

of the individual's vote at the polling place." 

The authors found that within the various groups 

communication took place within politically and socially 

homogeneous units. Consequently, as the campaign pro

gressed, social pressures to conform to the group increased 

the cohesion within groups while intergroup cleavages were 

magnified. 

-̂ Bernard R, Berelson, Paul F. Lazarsfeld, and 
William McPhee, Voting (Chicago: The University of Chicago 
Press, 195i4-). 

• Helen Dinerman, "19i|.8 Votes in the Making—A Pre
view," The Public Opinion Quarterly, XLL, No. i; (winter, 
19i;8-19li:9T, p. 586: 
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In both The People's Choice and Voting, the major 

point of examination was the effect of social and demo

graphic factors upon the formation of political attitudes. 

Though such factors do explain in general terms the reasons 

why individuals tend to hold certain attitudes, they fail 

to explain why individuals encoimtering identical pressures 

from the same groups can be quite different in terms of 

their attitudes and their political behavior. 

The authors of The Voter Decides attempted to remedy 

this situation by approaching the problem from a different 
7 

direction. Campbell and his colleagues felt that the 

immediate determinants of electoral behavior clustered 

about the individual's subjective perceptions. To test 

their idea, they interviewed a national probability sample 

of 2,000 people immediately before and after the 1952 

Eisenhower-Stevenson election. 

Stfiindard background variables such as religious 

preference and socio-economic status were ignored by the 

authors in favor of variables which they felt would come 

closer to explaining the nature of the individual's bal

loting. According to the authors, motivation to vote for 

a particular candidate was determined by party identifi

cation, issue partisanship, and candidate partisanship as 

perceived by the voter. In showing strong correlations 

7 
'Angus Campbell, Gerald Gurin, and Warren S. 

Miller, The Voter Decides (New York: Row, Peterson an: 
Company, 195^)• 



between these attitudinal dimensions and voting behavior, 

the authors do not suggest that social variables are v;ith-

out import; rather they suggest that attitudes which inter

vene between the outside world and the act of voting give 
Q 

better clues for explaining particular behavior patterns. 

An approach that takes into account both social 

variables and attitudinal variables was designed by the 

authors of The American Voter. The term "status polari

zation," a theoretical embodiment of both of these disci

plinary approaches, is used to explain the large amount of 

variation observed between the relation of status and the 

vote. Status polarization is descriptive of a situation 

in which occupants of classes perceive their interests as 

being antagonistic. The converse, status depolarization, 

occurs when class interests are perceived as being iden

tical. In the former case, socio-economic differences are 

seen as important links in the causal chain that ultimately 

leads to voting. In the latter case, attitudinal values 

are all important since socio-economic variations can not 

account for differences in behavior among the classes. Of 

As sug,Q:ested by Peter H. Rossi in "Four Landmarks 
in Voting Research," American Voting Behavior, eds. Eugene 
Burdick and Arthur J. Brodbeck (Glencoe: The Free Press, 
1959)^ 1^1^ it is reasonable to consider these attitudes as 
being merely alternative forms of the same variable that 
cannot explain the original impetus to partisanship. 

^Angus Campbell, et al., The American Voter (New 
York: John Wiley and Sons, Inc., 196o7T 
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course, these are ideal types that do not exist in actual 

situations, but, as the authors point out, the polarity of 

the voting population has, in retrospect, varied consider

ably in recent elections. 

A basic consideration upon which the concept of 

status polarization is based is the idea that social 

classes are largely psychological realities. Certainly, 

dimensions other than purely objective measurements must 

account for the individual's perception of his class stand

ing, else how could a person employed in blue collar work 

consider himself a member of the upper class. 

More recent studies have ventured into slightly 

different channels of investigation. Voting Patterns In a. 

Local Election is a- study that attempts to ferret out unique 

characteristics of local elections. As Boskoff and 

Zeigler point out, local elections are often non-partisan 

in nature, and consequently, draw their voting support and 

opposition by different motivational mechanisms. 

As in the case of national elections, greater turn

out is shovm by upper class citizens, but unlike national 

elections, support for programs calling for expenditure of 

funds comes primarily from the higher strata. In other 

•̂ Âlvin Boskoff and Harmon Zeigler, Votin- Pattern: 
in a Local Election (New York: J. B. Lippincott Company, 
19611)': 

•̂ Îbid., 17. 



words, a person who would normally vote against a proposal 

for national government "improvement" programs would prob

ably be in favor of such measures at the level of local 

government. The same relationship has been obseryod by 

Murray Levin who finds that local elections "tend to ccntor 

around the inefficiency or dishonesty of the administration, 

12 not its programs," Furthermore, the city elections lack 

partisan issues because the city is limited by state and 

national governments to providing a bundle of services. 

Vvh.en such is the case, the high socio-econo~ic status (SES) 

citizens may experience meaninglessness, the feeling that 

it makes no difference who is elected since no issues of 

importance are involved. The alienated lower .'ZS citizen 

experiences an equally disenfranchising feeling which can 

be called powerlessness, the feeling that one vote will not 

13 be able to affect the structure of the power elite. 

Other studies have attempted to detenr.ine the 

reasons for non-voting. ^ To date, however, such studies 

have been descriptive in nature rather than analyti \^ CA. -^ . 

1 p 
Murray B. Levin, The Alienated Vote (New York: 

Holt, Rinehart and Winston, Inc., 1961), p, 63. 

•^^Tbid., p. 65. 

"^^See, for instance, Ben A. Arnescn, "Non-Votin;- in 
a Typical Ohio Community," The .Ajnerioan ̂ rlitical _JLi£IIl!-
Rnview, XIX, No. k (November, 1925), 516-525 and Goraon 
M, Connelly, "The Non-Voter--'.>rho He Is, What He Thinks," 
The Public Opinion Quarterly, VIII (summer, 19i4i|), 175--57. 
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Non-voting has been correlated with such factors as race, 

SES, education, religion, etc., but since these factors 

affect both voters and non-voters, they cannot explain 

why some people vote and others do not. Instead, they act 

in conjunction with causal factors, and, therefore, should 

be used as clues to analytical research projects. 

A broad view of these studies reveals that they 

employed a "shot gun" method of gathering data relevant to 

the electoral process. They tended to select samples 

that were representative of large segments of of the adult 

population. As Peter Rossi indicates, this type of research 

is necessary in order that a base of knowledge be compiled 

1=̂  upon which future analytical studies may be based. The 

utility of selecting representative samples, however, di

minishes as the basic knowledge increases. What is needed 

instead are investigations that examine not the represen

tative, but the unusual or exceptional cases such as the 

small group of citizens in the Elmira and Erie County 

studies whose attitudes tended to fluctuate. Only by hold

ing extraneous factors in check by using stratified sanpling 

methods can the investigator approach the causal expla

nations of meaningful social actions. 

^Rossi, "Four Landmarks in Voting Research," p. i;7. 
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An Integrated Theoretical Aoproach 

Previous studies on voting and the electoral pro

cess have tended to emphasize one of two approaches: 

Approach I, an examination of social factors and forces im

pinging upon the citizen that might explain his actions and 

feelings, and Approach II, an examination of the psycholo

gical processes and mechanisms that lead to certain forms 

of electoral behavior. 

It has been unsatisfactory, however, to leave these 
two approaches as independent and competing bodies of 
theory. They are addressed to the sane reality, and 
conflict between them is hardly a matter of contra
dictory findings. Rather, they are attackin^; the 
same problem at different levels, and consequently 
in different languages. Each approach has had its 
characteristic strengths and shortcomings. To the 
degree that these strengths are complementary, the 
advantages of each should be preserved in a broader 
framework of theory.-^" 

In the present study, an attempt will be made to 

approach the problem using both of these theoretical pivots. 

The problem in this study, however, is generically different 

from that of most. Whereas previous studies using Approach 

I have been concerned with the effects of social variables 

upon the voter's candidate of choice and the like, the 

present study will emphasize the effect of social variables 

as they are related to voter interest and participation as 

manifested by the nature of the citizen's registration. 

Whereas previous studies using Approach II have been con-

16 
Campbell, The American Voter, 18. 
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corned primarily with the mechanisms of attitude formation, 

the present study will concern itself with the effect of 

attitudes upon voter interest and participation, accepting 

the natiore of the attitudes per se. 

In the light of knowledge brought forth by previous 

investigations, certain social differences can be expected 

to exist between the two populations of registered voters 

in Lubbock, For numerous related reasons the higher socio

economic groups have been found to b_e politically more 

active than the groups lower on the class ladder. The r.ost 

cogent explanation of this phenomenon has been advanced by 

3, Bernstein who states that "the predisposition to form 

relationships with objects in a particular way is an impor

tant perceptual factor and may be distinguished from cogni-

17 

tive abilities." This perceptual factor is greatly in

fluenced by the nature of socialization experienced by the 

individual. In characterizing the effect of lower-class 

socialization, Bernstein states that "present or near 

present activities have greater value than the relation of 

the present activity to the attainment of a distant goal. 

The system of expectancies, or the time span of anticipa

tion, is shortened and this creates different sets of 
-I o 

preferences, goals, and dissatisfactions." 

•̂ "̂ B. Bernstein, "Some Sociological Determinants 
Perception," The British Journal of Sociology, IA (June, 
1958), 160. 

18 Ibid., 168. 
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As a result of the shorter span of anticipation 

among the citizens of the lower class, it can be expoctt̂ d 

that fewer of them perceived meaningful relationships oo-

tween the act of registration during the fall of 1965 and 

future political consequences than did the citizens of 

higher socio-economic status. Greater registration by the 

lower strata during the free period should reflect the pro

pinquity of registration to voting. The formal statomant 

of this hypothesis reads as follows; 

Hypothesis I: Frou voter registrants occupy lrv;cr 
socio-economic statuses than do poll tax registrants. 

For the purpose of testing this relationship, the null hy

pothesis roads as follows: 

Hypothesis I: There are no differences in socio-eco
nomic status between poll tax registrants and tv-^o, 
registrants. 

In addition to socio-economic status, other diffc--

ences between the two groups should be found. Previous 

studies have indicated that electoral activity ana interest 

are to some degree affected by such factors as age, party 

preference, ethjiicity, and religion. Consequently, the 

effect of such variables upon the type of registration and/ 

or the nature of political activity will be examined, thsu^" 

no formal statements in the form of hypotheses will be ven

tured. 

Inherent attitudinal differences between the two 

types of registered voters can also be expected. Ccrro-

lations have been found to exist between the relative lib

eralism and conservatism of attitudes and such factors as 
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socio-economic status, age, party preference, ethnicity, 

and, other factors being held constant, the degree of inte

gration of the individual in the community. Since these 

factors can also affect the degree of interest and partici

pation of the individual, voting and registration patterns 

should also be affected. This being the case, it can be 

expected that the free registrants will hold attitudes that 

are more favorable towards the federal government than are 

the attitudes of the poll tax registrants. The formal 

statement of this hypothesis reads as follows: 

Hypothesis II: Free registrants hold more liberal 
attitudes toward civil rights, labor unions, federal 
welfare, and government intervention in private busi
ness than do poll tax registrants. 

For the purpose of testing this relationship, the null hy

pothesis reads as follows: 

Hypothesis II: There are no attitudinal differences 
between free voter registrants and poll tax registrant: 
in respect to civil rights, federal welfare, labor 
unions, and government intervention in private busi
ness. 

In addition, the relationship between ideolop̂ y ana 

such factors as socio-economic status, party preference, 

voting frequency, and sex will be examined, although such 

relationships will not be predicted in the form of hypoth

eses. 



CHAPTER II 

METHODOLOGY 

The Population 

Two populations were selected for examination in 

this study of social and attitudinar differences. The first 

is composed of Lubbock citizens who paid their poll tax in 

the fall of 1965. The second population consists of a 

smaller niimber of Lubbock citizens who registered to vote 

during the "free period" from March 3 to March 17, 1966. 

Though populations of broader geographical scope would 

have been desirable for the purpose of meas'uring changes 

in registration composition in the entire state, such wide 

coverage was beyond the time and resources of the resoarcher. 

Nevertheless, it is conceivable and even probable that the 

pattern exhibited in Lubbock is characteristic of other 

areas of the state as well. 

Preliminary studies, apparently based only upon a 

few demographic variables, are not in agreement with one 

another as to the liberalness or conservativeness of the 

new registrants. In Dallas and in Houston the bulk of the 

free registration came from conservative districts, v:hile 

in San Antonio larger gains were experienced in the tiore 
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19 liberal sections of the city. These investigations, 

however, do not take into account the possible variations 

and preferences of the individuals involved. 

The Samole 

The type of sampling employed in this study is bi-

stage random sampling. After considering the strong and 

weak points of other types, it was felt that this method 

would achieve the best results most effectively. Various 

forms of stratified sampling procedures were rejected be

cause they require a prior knowledge of the status of the 

subjects involved. Cluster sampling was also rejected be

cause it would require much more interviewing in order to 

obtain an adequate sample of free registrants. 

For the purpose of selecting names and addresses 

of Lubbock subjects, the rolls of city registrants were 

used. Access to the rolls was granted by Mr. Russell S. 

Hardin, Lubbock County Tax Assessor-Collector. Prior to 

the process of recording names and addresses, randorr. 

selection of ten of the twenty-nine Lubbock voting boxes 

was made. Next, lists of random numbers were prepared for 

each box, allowance being made for the variance in nur.bers 

of free and poll tax registrants in and between each box. 20 

-̂ "̂The Electorate: 3 Million, 68 Aliens and 12 
'orgers," The Texas Observer, LVIII (April 29, 1966), p. 9. 

20 
See Appendix E. 
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From each of the ten boxes, twenty registrants from each 

population were selected. The total of four hundred sub

jects was judged by the author to be large enough to allow 

for attrition, and still adequately survey the two popu

lations. 

The Interview Schedule 

The personal interview was chosen as the method of 

obtaining data for several reasons. First, a mailed ques-

21 tionnaire would probably produce a larger attrition. In 

addition, it would have been most difficult to characterize 

the nature of such attrition since unreturned questionnaires 

can result from refusals, incorrect names and addresses, 

and temporary absence of the subjects. Second, the tele

phone interview was rejected for similar reasons. Lastly, 

other means of gathering data such as use of The United 

States Census data or the Lubbock City Directory could not 

have furnished adequate information about the social and 

attitudinal characteristics of the sample subjects. 

21 
During the administration of the interview sched

ule, numerous errors in names and addresses were enccan-
tered. Since more than reasonable care was taken by the 
author in recording this information, is is ass'jr-.ed that 
errors made in the original recording of the data by the 
county office or misinformation given by the registrant 
himself must account for incorrect names and adaresses. 
Whenever possible, the subject was located throuŝ h The 
Southwestern Bell Telephone Company or with The Lubbock 
City Directory. A mailed questionnaire would not have 
as effective in reaching such people. 

*J \^ <^ 
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22 
The interview schedule was designed to gai:h.r Lr.-

formation relevant to the electoral process. Such inrtr-r.a-

tion includes sex, length of residence, ethnicity, narital 

status, age, church membership and attendenco, occupation, 

party preference, education, previous registration and 

voting records, socio-economic status, and the nature of 

attitudes toward the federal government. 

The twenty attitude questions usod in the interview 

were taken in part from an interview schedule designed by 

the author and fellow members of Sociology 53a» Sor-.inar in 

Sociological Research Methods, directed by Profess:/:- Roy T. 

Bov.'les. I'vHaenever possible, questions were taken vor-batir. 

from this schedule. In other instances, wording had to be 

changed to make the question applicable to corrent situa

tions. Four new items designed by the author '.vera includea 

in the interview schedule. 

Four attitude scales containing five ques:icns 

each measured the relative favorability or unfavorabillty 

of the respondent toward civil rights, labor unions, na

tional welfare measures and government intervention in 

private business. The construction of each scale fcllcv.ea 

23 
the Likert method of summated ratings, A possible range 

22 
See Appendix A, 

^ A l l e n L. Edwards and Katltryn C, Xenney, 
n a r i s o n of t he Thurs tone and L i k e r t Tociunicv.es o 
Sca le C o n s t r u c t i o n , " J o u r n a l of Aro l i cd Prychs"!.-^ r̂ - « X\:i 
( F e b r u a r y , 191+6), 73-71^ 

http://Tociunicv.es
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of scores on each scale is ten points, one point being 

assigned to liberal responses, two to undecided responses, 

and three to conservative answers, ^ 

The index of socio-economic status used in this 

study is a modification of W. Lloyd Warner's Index of 

2*5 Status Characteristics, -̂  Numerous indices of social status 

have been constructed, but it was felt that the KcGuire-

\̂ /hite Index of Social Status—Short Form, a modification 

of V/arner' s index, would be the most accurate measure in 

26 
this region of the country. Valid questions have been 
raised about the logical and definitional problems that 

27 

accompany the use of any SES index. ' These problens aside, 

the index was chosen to maximize prediction of behavioral 

consequences of status position. 

2ii ""•"-̂'nual scores on seoarate scales do not necessar-j y ^ 

ily represent equal degrees of liberalism or conservatism. 
Only the relative standing of the subject in respect to 
other subjects can be compared. See Appendix B for the 
coding methods used, 

'̂ W. Lloyd V/arner, Marchia Meeker and Kenneth Eells, 
Social Class in America (Î'ew York: American Book-Stratford 
Press, 1914-9), pp. 121-130. 

?6 -
Carson McGuire and George D. White, "vhe Measure

ment of Social Status," Paper No. 3, revised (Austin: I'ni-
vesrity of Texas, Department of Educational Psychology, 
1955* (Mimeographed.) 

'See, for instance, V/alter B. Watson and Zrnest A, 
T, Barth, "Questionable Assumptions in the Theory of Social 
Stratification," The Pacific Sociological Reviev, VII 
(spring, 19614-), 1^^6. 
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Data Analysis 

In the interests of efficiency and accuracy, the 

data for this study were coded and punched on IBM cards. 

For the most part, the counter-sorter was used to con

struct frequency tables showing the relationship between 

variables. In order to detect possible relationships, a 

Pearson product-moment correlation was also made. Ko-vever, 

Pearson's r was not used in the final analysis of the data 

since it was designed for use only with interval and ratio 

variables. Its use with nominal and ordinal variables 

tends to distort and even manufacture correlations between 

variables. 
2 

Chi square (X ), the contingency coefficient (C), 

and the coefficient of association (Q) were used to deter

mine the nature of relationships between variables. In 

order to use such statistical tools, values of variables 

often had to be combined or collapsed, thereby making the 

finer distinctions between groups indistinct, "̂nenever 

possible, such categories were constructed so as to make 

most clear the interrelatedness of variables, but in the 

process care was taken not to make illogical distinctions 

that would create spurious relations. 



CHAPTER III 

A COMPARISON OF POLL TAX AND FREE REGISTRANTS 

Socio-Economic Variations 

Previous investigations have shown that the lower 

socio-economic strata exhibit a disproportionately snail 

amount of political participation, both in terms of regis

tration and in terms of casting of ballots, A major con

cern of this study is to determine if the poll tax has had 

any influence upon this situation in Lubbock. Table 1 

TABLE 1 

TYPE OF REGISTRATION 3Y SOCIO-ECONOMIC STAT'JS 

S-:]S Score Free Registrants Poll Tax Registrant 

16-36 

37-51 

52-66 

67-814. 

Total 

(21) 

i;6 
(68) 

27 
(I4.I) 

13 
(19) 

100^ 
(114-9) 

x^ = 6, .35 

22,^ 
(3i;) 

14-1 
(61;) 

31 
(L9} 

6 
( l a ) 

lOO/o 
(157) 

p-= ,10 

20 
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compares the socio-economic status of the tv;o -rô jps cf 

registrants. Though the relationship is not stati :;t ically 

significant, there does seem to bo a tendency toward rroater* 

free registration in the lower status ~rov.ps. Nad larger 

frequencies been obtained in the extremes of the socio-eco

nomic continuum through the use of stratified sâ -.plin': 

methods, the trend might have been significant cnourh to 

have substantiated the hypothesis that free re-:str.nts 

are lower on the SES Index than poll tax registrsnts. 

The poll tax can exert f.;o oLher types of infl-:enoes 

in addition to economic pressure. As V. C. Key, -Tr. , points 

out, voting participation in America is lov-.- in conparlscn 

to European coiuitries because Arierican voting requires tv;o 

decisions: a decision to register to vote, often when po

litical interest is at a low ebb, and a second decision to 

vote. To have been politically active in Texas prior to 

1966 required that the citizen plan months ahc^hin oricr 

to be able to vote. This ability to plan ahead, as cer.r. by 

B, Bernstein, vests itself more heavily in the upper 
29 

of society. As a result, those of the lcv:or class have 

been less likely to have been registered to vote, evci; 

though their level of interest mi-ht have riva 

^^V. 0. Key, Jr, , Vo^'t'z-, --rt-e.-, E^ 
Groups, I4.th od. (T.'ew York: browe . 1, ^ ;;.o . , p 

-1 , ' Y ^ .-> .-. - . - • - - • » - > 

. O w- , . 

29 
Bernstein, Th<̂  Pri t̂- sh .'ŝ irn-1 nC .-'-c ' ô  '-

159-69. 



of the upper classes at electicr. 

The other type of influence exerted by the ptll tax 

is upon certain citizens v;ho hold convictions against ths 

princiole of the poll tax. Table 2 crauriincs tnc 

~ i v e ' ^ h^'' t̂ "̂  e •»p>̂ -v~, ~,»-.-̂  ,^-^4--, +"'o» •'^o-i"' ĉ —*''-*-̂  "̂ 1/ i/î v^ j-Coj\j.i..^vOiiui_) j .Oi j . a j . _ 

'ZJTJ . ' - ' T r " •'} 
- I . ^ ^ k _ / 

: eg.-St e r e a 
^ > ^ - • ' Z * £r> .?> - ) 

e ~_ec-.. '? -7 -,; 

v O O ; 

^ 1 

/ ! -1 • 

'naoau 
9 

( 7 ) 

I d e a l . ,.̂  
^; >_; v j .^ C/ .̂ A i> o a ax 

-^ \J ^ —*. -L 

-> !. 

(12 ) 

. O J / j 

(35) 

!"-> .1 

vca. 

- "• o , - • ' •*"> 

: reay no, ^ rr^'r^^_^j 'W O --V O V 'O - . J ^ - ' . * C- v-^ •_'" zcn r e , 

- a o a v A c ^ - a u i/^^^j WCJ. O ... -*....—»*>^-i-d-i.-!.^ v,^**^^^^.^ «, ̂  _̂ '̂  L> .. ,*. . 

•: a t t h L - i a —J 
• + -V» T- T 7 T ^ >̂. had 

r e f u s e d I / - . - c<. . on i - l i c 

' i t h t h e i r -personal c o n v i c t i o n s . 

-^^ -"-v , ^—..... 
N < - ' - - o -, c C' n V i. v^ ^ .^ 
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jocts ideologically opposed to the poll tax were registered 

to vote the previous year. During the interviev;ing, these 

subjects indicated that they sometimes did pay thoir poll 

tax, even though it violated thoir principles, if there 

was some ©lection being held in which they particularly 

wanted to vote. By the same token, those v:ho were laaable 

to pay in 1965 but did pay the preceding year indicated 

that they had suffered only temporary financial so- . 'w X fc. tm^ # 

The educational level of the respondent is one of 

the three items in the McGuire-Vrnite Index of Social Status. 

As indicated in Table 3» there seems to be little relation-

TABLE 3 

TYPE OF REGISTRATION BY EDUCATION OF :1E3?CNDNNT 

Educational Level of Respondent Free m ^ „ 

Graduate from Four-Year College 
with Bachelor's Degree or Higher 

Two or More Years of College; 
Junior College Graduate; R. N, 

.vit High School Graduate; "Post-High" 
Business Education or Trade School 

Completed Grade 9 but did not Grad-
uate; Grade 8, if born before 1900 

Completed Grade 8; if born Prior 
to 1900, Grades I4. through 7 

Did not Complete Grade 8; if born 
before 1900, Completed Grade 3 

Total 

12% 

19 

30 

20 

(18) 

(23) 

ihS) 

16;. 

37 

15 

( ^ 0 ; 

(5£) 

k 

15 

(30) 

(6 ) 

(22) 

:? 

9 

( 6 ) 

(15) 

(11.9) 

.2 
= ^.0 
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ship between the educational level of the respondent and 

the nature of^his registration. This is not to say that 

there is no influence exerted by one factor upon the other. 

The more likely explanation is that other variables, the 

values of which are not controlled, cancel out the ex

pected effect of educational attainment. For instance, the 

recent college graduate moving into Lubbock might be less 

likely to pay his poll tax than a middle-aged blue-collar 

man with a high school diploma. In this instance the 

effects of length of residence and age would outweigh the 

influence of education. 

The type of registration also appears to be "un

affected by the second item in the McGuire-Vrnite Index, 

source of income. As in the case of the relationship be

tween education and the type of registration, extraneous 

variables probably abrogate the influence of the source of 

income upon the tendency to register in one mariner or 

another. The different sources of income, as sho-.-.-n in 

Table 14., are clustered in the three middle categories. If 

economic factors did not influence the electoral system, 

representation in the lower two categories would be greater 

than it is. The representation in the upper clas^ificatien: 

would change very little since the numbers of adult citizen. 

in the population who rely on these types of income is very 

small. 

Occupation, the third and most heavily -.veighted ecs.-

ponent of the McGuire-White Index, also fails to reveal a 
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TABLE 1; 

TYPE OF REGISTRATION BY SOURCE OF INCCXE 

Source if Income r r e e 

Inherited Savings & Investment; 
"Old Money" 

Earned Wealth, "New Money" Provid
ing Transferable Investment Income 

Profits, Fees, Royalties; incl. 
Share of Profit for Executives 

Salary, Commissions, Regular 
Monthly or Yearly Income 

Hourly V/ages; Piece-Work; Weekly 
and Bi-Monthly Checks 

Odd Jobs & Private Relief; Share-
cropping or Seasonal V/ork 

Public Relief or Charity; Non-Re
spectable Incomes (Reputational) 

Total 

0 

( 0 ) 

( 0 ) 

0 

( 1 ) 

( 0 ) 

ax 

U/0 

( 0) 

( 0 ) 

10 lu 
(15) (22) 

1+3 1;2 
(6I4.) (66) 

i+6 1;3 
(69) (65) 

0 

0 

( c ) 

\0^/o lOO'o 

(1U9) (157) 

significant effect upon the type of registration. See 

Table 5» As in the case of the previous two tables, no 

attempt was made to control the effect of outside variables 

because of the limitations of sample size. Furthermore, it 

is not likely that occupation, the best sin,,":le indicator ^f 

socio-economic status, is affected to any large extent by 

other variables with the exception of age. In numerous in

stances the younger citizens hold jobs which in no way re

flect their future occupational statuses 'or example, 

several of the respondents were college students working a" 
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menial jobs. In instances where such students v;ere inde

pendent of other means of support, their occupations in

stead of their father' were recorded. This places them at 

a point on the occupational scale that is much lov;er than 

the occupation they will assume upon graduation. Obviously, 

this constitutes a weak point in the classificatory scheme 

of the index. 

TABLE 5 

TYPE OF REGISTRATION BY OCCUPATION OF BREADWINNER 

Occupational Levels^ Free 'ax 

14-̂  

3 

5 

15 

30 

21 

10 

15 

(5 ) 

(23) 

(l4i4-) 

(32) 

(11;) 

(23) 

17 

29 

21 

12 

11 

(12) 

(26) 

(1;6) 

(33) 

(19) 

/ -I --7 \ 

I -1- ; ^ 

7 

Total 

( 8 ) 

100:̂  

(a ) 

(1I;9) 
lOOV^ /<} 

(157) 

P<.5o 
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Social and Demographic Variations 

The increase of voters in Texas as a result of the 

free registration period amounted to 635*603 persons, an 

increase over the poll tax registration of about 2Z}^.^^ 

Undoubtedly, those in the political limelight have wondered 

about the party preference of the newcomers. In order to 

obtain such information, two questions were included in the 

interview schedule asking about party membership and party 

preference. Table 6, comparing party preference with the 

TABLE 6 

TYPE OF REGISTRATION BY PARTY PREFERKICE 

Party Preference Free Registrants Poll Tax Registrants 

Democratic 

Republican 

Independent 

Total 

14-0̂  
(60) 

(21) 

h6 
(68) 

100^ 
(114-9) 

'^2df 2.51 

14-8̂  
(76) 

15 
(23) 

37 
(53) 

100^ 
(157) 

P<:*30 

type of registration, shows that the percentage of ne>; 

^ The Texas Observer, LVIII, 9. Lubbock shoved a 
similar gain in free registrants. The 7#̂ 878 new voters in 
the city account for an increase of 22.14./̂ . See Appendix ^., 
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registrants identifying with the Republican Party is essen

tially the same as among the poll tax registrants. The in

dependent voters among the free registrants, however, have 

gained nine percentage points, mostly at the expense of the 

Democrats. Thus the Democratic Party has probably failed to 

hold its own share of regular voters. As the authors of 

Voting have shown, profession of party preference is a very 

reliable indicator of voting patterns. Furthermore, "poli

tical preferences are highly self-maintaining; when they 

start to change, the influences making them what they were 

reassert themselves and press for a 'return to normalcy,'"^^ 

Religious preference has been a major concern of 

sociologists and social psychologists. Preference has been 

shown to correlate with such variables as political ideol-

32 ogy and the degree of authoritarianism. The categories 

usually employed in such investigations are Protestant, 

Catholic, and Jewish, or fundamental-liberal designations. 

Unfortunately, the data gathered in this study do not permit 

reliable analysis along these lines. A large majority of 

-̂ "̂ Berelson, Voting, 19. 

^ As Gordon W. Allport points out in The Nature of 
Prejudice (1st ed. abridged; Garden City, New York: ^oubie-
day and Co., Inc., 1958), pp. 14-13-̂ 22, differences in prej
udice seem not to be due to religious differences. However, 
evident variations, especially when the degree of relif'i-
osity is controlled, are reported by Iianan C. Selvin and 
V/arren 0. Hagstrom, "Determinants of Support for Civil Li
berties," The British Journal of Sociolory, XI, No. 1 
(March, 1950), 61̂ , and Samuel Stoffer, Comrsmisr-x, Corfor--
itv, and Civil Liberties (New York: Double^ay and Co., 
Inc. ,lL^S5), pp. 114-0-114-9. 
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the respondents identified themselves as Baptists; a smaller 

number were Catholics, and the rest were dispersed among 

various Protestant denominations. It was felt that a Pro

testant-Catholic dichotomy would reflect economic rather 

than religious differences since nearly all the Catholics 

in the samples were Latins.^^ The fundamental-liberal 

differentiation was also judged to be inapplicable because 

of the large variation of such orientations within the 

Baptist and other Protestant denominations. 

Regardless of membership, people differ in the in

tensity of religious feeling. Many may show this intensity 

by adhering to the norm of regular church attendenco. 

Table 7 compares the type of registration with frequency 

TABLE 7 

TYPE OF REGISTRATION BY FREQUENCY OF CmjRCH ATTEI^DZNCE 

Attendenco Free Registrants Poll Tax Registrants 

Less than Once $1% h^.% 
Per Week (76) (6I4.) 

Once a Week or 14-9 59 
More (73) (93) 

Total 100^ 100^ 
(114-9) (157) 

^Idf "̂  ^'^^ P<:.10 

-̂ •̂ "/esley sind Beverly Allinsnith suggest that vari
ations in politico-economic attitudes between religious 
groups is due primarily to socio-economic composition o'2 



30 

of church attendence, in order to see whether there is a 

relationship between the two. Though the relationship is 

not statistically significant, there does seem to be a 

greater tendency for poll tax registrants to be more reg

ular church-goers. Speculation would suggest that regular 

attenders are a more integrated part of the community, 

their adherence to the norm carrying over to the norm of 

voter registration. In addition, their regular partici

pation in a religious association would allow group pres

sures to influence their conformity. 

Previous studies have indicated that persons in 

the middle age brackets tend to be politically more active 

and responsible than are the young or the very old.^^ A 

similar pattern was manifested by the subjects in this study 

in as far as payment of the poll tax can be assumed to 

measure responsibility. Table 8 indicates that Cree regis

tration is predominant among the citizens in their twenties. 

From age 30 on, however, the subjects showed a greater in

clination to pay the poll tax. 

An even stronger relationship involving age is shov.-n 

in Table 9. Two-thirds of the subjects in their twenties 

such groups ("Religious Affiliation and Politico-Economic 
Attitudes: A Study of Eight Major U, S. Religious Grouos," 
The Public Opinion Quarterly, XII (fall, 19l;8), pp. 37S-
ISo.T 

3^ erelson. Voting, 336. 
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TABLE 8 

TYPE OP REuISTRATIOil BY AGS OF R E S ? C N D B : : T 

Age of R e s p o n d e n t 

2 1 - 2 9 

3 0 - 3 9 

l;0-i;9 

50 and 
Above. 

T o t a l 

? r e e Re, 

30^ 

32 

21 

17 

g i s t r a n t s 

ikh) 

ikQ) 

(32) 

(25) 

( l i | 9 ) 

^3df 11 

P o l l 

. 1 2 

Tax 

16^ 

31 

3li 

19 

loo;^ 
1 

A». o ; -, -*_ s o A '1 n o LJ 

i2S) 

iLc) 

i^L) 

(30) 

:i57) 

p < . C 2 

TABLE 9 

FRECUZ^ICY 0? VOTING BY AGE 0? R E S ? C N D E : : T 

F r e q u e n c y 

0 

1-2 

^ '•T 

T o t a l 

2 0 ' s 

68;^ 
(14-7) 

26 
(18) 

6 
ih ) 

100^ 
(69) 

30 »s 

36^ 
(35) 

38 
(36) 

26 
(25) 

100> 
(96) 

^̂ 2 

c = 

l+O's 

1;1> 
(36) 

30 
(26) 

29 
(21;) 

100^ 
(86) 

= 2 5 . 5 2 

. 2 8 

50 

38;-: 
(21) 

36 
(20) 

26 
(11) 

100>, 
(55) 

p < , 0 0 1 
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failed to vote in 1966; for the other age groups the corre

sponding figure is two-fifths. The pattern is reversed 

when the frequent (3-1; times) voters are examined. About 

one in four persons beyond the age of 30 voted in three 

or four elections as contrasted with one in seventeen for 

the younger registrants. The contingency coefficient̂ -̂  

shows that there is indeed a meaningful relationship be

tween the two variables. 

Unexpectedly, the type of registration did not vary 

significantly by ethnicity, as is shown in Table 10, An 

TABLE 10 

TYPE OP REGISTRATION BY ETHNICITY 

Ethnicity Free Registrants Poll Tax Registrants 

Anglo 

Latin 

Total 

88% 
(131) 

12 
(18) 

100^ 
(1)4.9) 

X^ = 
^ I d f 

2, .53 

90^ 
( l i | l ) 

^0 a (16)^ 

100^ 
(157) 

p < ,20^ 

^This number includes one Negro respondent. 

^In computing X the 9i; cases of attrition were 
taken into account, but the value remained the same. See 
Appendix P for the characteristics of attrition. 

^^The use of C is explained in Georr.e A Ferguson, 
Statistical Analysis in Psychology and Edv̂ .oaticn (New York: 
HcGraw-riiil Book Company, Inc., 195977 PP- lv̂ r-lv5. 
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unanticipated consequence of the type of sampling employed 

could, however, have covered up possible parametric differ

ences in the Lubbock populations of registered voters. In 

Houston, Texas, the Negro free registration was quite low 

in comparison to white districts, probably because of the 
36 

heavy 1965 poll tax drives in the Negro districts. If no 

such drive occurred in Lubback, and to the author's know

ledge none did, local Negroes might have relied heavily 

upon the free period for their registration. Unfortunately, 

the interviewing was well under way before it discovered 

that Negroes were absent from the samples. No Ne^ro boxes 

were drawn from the twenty-nine boxes in Lubbock. 

Correlations of Registration and Voting Variat 1 on 

Examining the social base of voter registration is 

only a partial solution to the problem of predicting the 

ramifications of the new system in Texas, for in addition 

to knowing who registered, it is also important to know who 

is likely to vote. If previously determined patterns of 

voting are found to exist in Lubbock, and there is no rea

son to doubt their existence, voter participation should be 

selective, i. e,, such factors as socio-economic status and 

party preference should account for differing proportions 

of voter turn out. 

-^^The Texas Observer, LVIII, 9. 



3ii 

In the earlier comparison of the two sa-T.ples of 

registered voters it was found that those who attended 

church regularly (see Table 7, page 29) and those who were 

older than twenty-nine (see Table 8, page 31) were more 

likely to have paid their poll tax than their counterparts. 

This would suggest that the action of paying the poll tax 

is to some degree affected by the status of the individual, 

that those who paid their tax were to a greater do-̂ rce in

fluenced by the mechanisms of social pressure. The reasons 

for non-payment, as seen in Table 2, lends greater crodence 

to the idea that those who paid their poll tax did so, at 

least in part, because of their greater feelings of civic 

responsibility. If there is a tendency toward greater poll 

tax registration among the better integrated t̂ roups in the 

city, then it is not unreasonable to assume that the same 

or similar mechanisms operate to influence the act of vot

ing itself. Tables 11 and 12 examine the frequency and 

patterns of voting by the type of registration of the re

spondent. Both tables show significantly different pat

terns and frequencies of voting. In terms of frequency, 

poll tax registrants are nearly twice as likely to have 

voted in 1966, and among the voters in both samples, the 

frequency of voting is greater among the poll tax re-,is-

trants. 

The type of election in which the person voted also 

differs by type of registration. Nearly three-fourths (73'̂ ' 

of the free registrants compared to 83> of the poll tax 
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TABLE 1 1 

Ti'^iL OF I^EGIBTaATICN BY ?REQU.I:NCY OF VCTINC: 

Frequency 

0 

1-2 

3-1+ 

Total 

Free Registrants 

59^ 
(88) 

29 
(V.) 

12 
(17) 

100^ 
(li+9) 

^2df 

C = 

p 

= 27. 

.28 

33/̂  
(51) 

35 
(56) 

32 
(50) 

100> 
(157) 

L2 p < .001 

TABLE 12 

Y?E Z'S REGISTRATION BY NATURE CF ELECTION ?A?fICIBATION 

Eleotions ?VQQ Registrants Poll Tax Registrants 

Local y^S ^^^ 
Only (21) (20) 

State 26 17 
(16) (16) r. T.^y 

oth 39 6I4. 
(21^) (68) 

otal VV/o ^<.^j/o 
(61) (106) 

X?;,,. = ^.S2 p<.01 
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registrants said that they had voted in at least one of the 

two local elections. The difference between the two is ton 

percentage points. The difference between those in tho two 

groups that voted in at least one state primary, hov;evor, 

was 16 percentage points. Consequently, free registrants 

tend to participate in local elections more frequently than 

in state elections, though in both instances the level of 

participation is greater for the poll tax registrants. 

Table 1 (page 20) revealed no significant relation

ship between the type of registration and SES, but Table 13 

TABLE 13 

FREQUENCY OF VOTING BY SOCIO-ECONOMIC 

Frequency 

0 

1 

2 

3 

h 

Total 

12-

22^ 

9 

21; 

2S 

20 

100^ 

-36^ 

(12) 

(5 ) 

(13) 

(lU) 

(11) 

(55) 

^8df 

37-

wsi 

11 

21 

11 

12 

100̂ ;̂  
1 

.51^ 

(59) 

dU) 

(28) 

(15) 

(16) 

(132) 

= i;5.67 P<. 

52-60'^ 

57;̂  
(68) 

22 
(26) 

12 
(111) 

3 

6 
( 7 ) 

lOO/o 
(119) 

.001 c = .36 

^These ranges approximate those suggested by yoGuir. 
and vrnite. The first includes the upper classes ana th.-̂  
upper middle class. The second is the lov;er-raiddlc class. 
The last contains both lower classes. See Appendix 'J. 
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shows a pronounced correlation between SES and the froqaon-

cy of voting. 

Table lI; gives a further breakdown of socio-eco

nomic differences in voting, comparing SES with the type of 

participation of the respondent. As in the case of fre-

Pattern 

Did Not 
Vote 

Local 
Only 

State 
Only 

Both 

Total 

TABLE llj. 

NATU-RE OP ELECTION PARTICIPATION BY k^J A_J .-V 

12-36 

22^ 

16 

k 

58 

(12) 

( 9 ) 

( 2 ) 

(32) 

100^ 
(55) 

^6df= ^3.15 

37-51 

kS% 

8 

11+ 

33 

(59) 

(12) 

(18) 

(U3) 

100^ 
(132) 

p <.ooi 

p <d - o J 

57'̂  /O 

17 

12 

Ih 

(68-; 

(20) 

(11.) 

(1 ^) 

lOC^b 

(119) 

C = .35 

quency of voting, the type of election in which the regis

trant participated is affected by socio-economic status. 

The relationship, however, does not appear to be linear. 

Participation in local elections is higher thsm at the 

state level for both the upper and lower sooio-economic 

strata. The members of the middle group, in contrast, veto 

more frequently in state elections. The relatively low 

participation of the upper stratum at the state level 
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(twelve percentage points lower than thoir perforr.ancc at 

the local level) might be attributed to the nature of tho 

state elections. Two Democratic primaries and one .-epub-

lican primary wore held in 1966. The fact that Texas, for 

all practical purposes, is a one party state, coupled with 

the fact that only one Republican primary was held, should 

account for the low state level turn out of the upper 

classes. 

The next logical step in this analysis is to deter

mine the probable political choice of the citizen who is 

most likely to vote. Table 15 compares the ideology of 

the two groups of registrants. It was previously shovv-n 

TABLE 15 

TOTAL IDEOLOGY SCORE BY TYPE OF REGISTRATION 

Registration Conservative Quartile Liberal Quartilo"^ 

Free i|.0^ 58;6 
(32) (1,6) 

Poll Tax 60 k2 
(1|.8) (33) 

Total lOOfo lOOfb' 
(80) (79) 

^Idf "^ ̂ -^^ P<.05 

Q =^ .353 

ar These and subsequent quartiles aro app 
of true numerical quartiles, and are the extremes of 
distribution, the middle quartiles of which are boinr: 
omitted. 
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that the free registrants were less likely to participate 

in elections at either the state or the local level. Cf 

those who would probably vote, however, more liberal can

didates would be favored. The converse is true of the poll 

tax registrants, their probable choice being a conservative 

candidate. The conclusion reached is that attitudinal 

factors which are internal agents of motivation can operate 

in conjunction with or in conflict with social factors, 

the external agents of motivation. The following chaptor 

will pursue the influence of attitudinal factors upon the 

political choice and activities of the respondents. 



CHAPTER IV 

ATTITUDINAL DIMENSIONS OF THE TWO SAMPLES 

Socio-Economic Variations 

The two approaches used to study the phononcnon of 

voting are the social approach and the attitudinai approach. 

The latter both affects and is affected by the z^^^^^^ '̂^ 

social environment of the individual. In keeping v;ith tho 

orientation toward an integration of those two approaches, 

variations in attitudes will be correlated v;ith various 

social variables. 

The socio-economic status of the individual is 

certainly not without its influence upon attitudes of that 

individual, for it is only natural for tho person to atter.pt 

to reconcile his attitudes with the actions and expecta

tions of one of his position. This is not to say ti.at atti

tudes are only "rationalizations of preferences fixed by 

long-term party allegiances or by social characteristics 

such as ethnic or religious memberships, socio-economic 

status, etc' Admittedly, som̂ e amount of rationalisation 

• 5 7 

^ ' D o n a l d E. Stok^^s, Angus C a m p b e l l , and v;a-;'rcn S., 
M i l l e r , "Components of E l e c t o r a l D e c i s i o n , ' ' [Sr.e A - r r 1 c an 
Po': ' t i c a l Soif>!^co r-Nsview, LI I ( J u n o , 195^^) » joE, 

http://atter.pt
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probably occurs, but at the same time, the process may v;ork 

in reverse, the attitudinal out-look affecting tho status 

of the individual. This would be especially true if the 

method used to determine the class status of the individ

ual were the subjective approach. In such an instance, tho 

individual's self-concept of class standing would in part 

be a product of those attitudes which he holds and recog

nizes as being acceptable to those in the class with wlaich 

he identifies. In this study an objective means of ranking 

the subjects by socio-economic status was employed. TJovor-

theless, a high correlation between SES and the relative 

degree of liberalism or conservatism was observed as can be 

seen in Table 16. 

TABLE 16 

TOTAL IDEOLOGY SCORE BY SES 07 RESPONDENT 

SES Conservative Quartile liberal Ouartile 

16-51 7k% 2^;o 
(59) (27) 

52-81; 26 61 
(21) (̂-̂  

Total 100^ lOGp 
(80) (79) 

2 
X̂  ,,, = 2L. 90 p < . 001 
Q = ,688 

The two categories of socio-econom.ic status used 



h2 

separate the lower class from the upper and middle classes. 

Such dichotomization was employed in order that the high 

correlation betv:een the two variables could be shô n̂ more 

clearly. The coefficient of association,^^ Q, is approxi

mately equal to the Pearsonian r in its value and range, 

but it is applied only to non-quantitative variables 

associated in a four-cell table. 

Table 17 illustrates the effect of socio-economic 

status upon the respondent's attitudes toward civil rights, 

TABLE 17 

SCORE ON CIVIL RIGHTS INDEX BY SES OF RESPCNjiTIT 

Ŝ S Conservative Quartile Liberal Guartil-

16-36 

37-51 

52-66 

67-8i| 

Total 

(16) 

U6 
(1+0) 

31 
( 2 7 ) 

5 
ih ) 

10 O'/') 
( 8 7 ) 

. = 1 0 . 1 ^ - ^ ^ 

( 1 3 ) 

1+3 

18 
(11) 

19 
(12 ; 

100:^ 

p<: .^'2 

-^ For a fuller explanation of the nature ana uses 
of Q, see Margaret J, Hagood and Daniel 0. Price, ftarls 
ties for Sociolnr-i.gts (rev. 
Company, 1932j, pp. 3cl-362. 
ties for Sociolnr-i^ts (rev. ed. : New York: Y.-2r)r?^r :.c^z 
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a portion of tho total ideology score, Tho findings aro in 

partial conflict with patterns observed in other stadi'.s. 

-Arthur Kornhauser suggests that "opinion surveys and polit

ical and social studies as a whole indicate that class 

differences are greatest in regard to issues that oLvicasly 

and directly affect the interests of people at upper, nil-

die, and lower levels differently. Rather consistent]^ the 

lower income groups are more in favor of govcrrj:';:nt consr-ol 

of business ana extending govcrnr,cnt wolf are ac t ivl t: os/'^ ̂  

In a similar vein Lipset says: "The poorer everyv.her 

more liberal or leftist on economic issues. . . . Put 

liberalsim is defined in non-economic terms—as 

civil liberties, internationalism, etc.—the correlation is 

reversed. The more well-to-do are more liberal, the poorer 

are more intolerant,"^ 

In contrast, the findings of this study indicate 

that the upper-lower class is more conservative thin either 

the lower-lower class or the middle and unpor classes, 

V.rhen one takes into account the geographical area in vhioh 

this study was made, this U-shaped pattern can he at least 

partially explained in terms of religious funda:^.entali:r-. 

l>. ^ ^ ' ^ ^ w> 

S9 
Arthur Kornhauser, "Public Ooinion and Social 

Class," Tno .'•r.crican Jov,rnal of .1 oc i e ] o — , L V (J an u a r • -, 
1950), 33̂ .. 

^0 
^ .ieymour M a r t i n Lip s o t , :^oli t i s a ' Mnn iOardoa 

C i t y , New York: Doubleday and Conoany, '^r.c, , 1 9 6 3 ) , o . 9::. 



which appeals to segments of the lower stratum. Fundamen

tal Protestant churches tend to view the civil liberties 

movement as "un-American," equating it with sin and Commu

nism. Of importance too is the growing unrest in the 

slvjm areas of our major cities. The recent outbreaks of 

violence may have shifted the distribution of relative 

favorableness toward the cause of civil rights.^ 

The support for labor unions, which is an economic 

issue, does follow the model suggest-ed by Lipset and i\orn-

hauser. Table 18 illustrates that increasing support for 

labor unions coincides with the descending position on the 

class ladder. In terms of percentage points, support is 33 

points greater among the lower classes than non-support, 

but non-support is greater by 11+ and 19 percentage points, 

respectively, in the lower-middle class and the classes 

above the lower-middle class. 

The pattern of support illustrated in Table 18 is 

duplicated in Table 19. Subjects of higher socio-economic 

^Seymour Martin Lipset, "Three Decades of the 
Radical Right," The Radical Right, ed. Daniel Bell (2d ed, , 
rev.; Garden City, New York: Double day and Co., Inc, 
1963), pp, i;Oi;-llo5, and Daniel Bell, "Interpretations of' 
i\merican Politics," The Radical Right, ed. Daniel Bell (2d 
ed., rev.; Garden City, New York: Doubleday and Co., Inc., 
1963), pp. 62-63. 

^Growing intolerance of ideological nonconformists 
is a pattern that has been observed by Angelo Alonzo and 
John W. Kinch, "Educational Level and Support for Civil 
Liberties," Pacific Sociological Review, VIi, No, 2 (fall, 
1961+), 89-93. 



TABLE 18 

SCORE ON LABOR ICIIONS INDEX BY SES OF RESPONDE'.f 

16. 

37-

52. 

Tol 

•36 

-51 

-Si; 

; a l 

O on < k j e ^ . •.i.xj^ 

28/0 

k6 

26 

loo:^ 

Lve ''c^ 

(23) 

(37) 

( 2 1 ) 

(81) 
-.2 
^''2df 

C = , 

l e 

— 

= 2 2 , 

.3l|3 

.75 

L; 

9>: 

32 

59 

lOC'o 

P < -

1 f - . T - o r i f - ? - -. 

( 'I ) 

(28) 

(52) 

(87) 

, 0 0 1 

TABLE 19 

SCORE ON WELFARE INDEX BY SES 0? RESPOND:^::! 

C o n s e r v a t i v e Q u a r t i l e L i b e r a l Q u o r t i l o 

6-36 29^ 10^ 
(25) ( 8 ) 

.o 

37-51 14-5 29 
(38) (26) 

52-8ii 26 61 
(22) (5)4.) 

T o t a l lOO/o 1 0 0 ^ 

(85) (88) 

^2dS ^ ^^ '^"^ P < . 0 0 1 

c = .350 
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status hold less favorable attitudes toward federal welfare 

programs such as urban renewal, aid to education, and Medi

care than do subjects lower on the socio-economic continutcn. 

Table 20 presents the attitudes of the subjects 

toward government intervention in private business in re

lation to socio-economic status. Although the association 

TABLE 20 

SCORE ON GOVERNMENT INTERVENTION IN PRIVATE BUSINESS INDEX 
BY SES OP RESPONDENT 

SES 

16-36 

37-51 

52-8I4. 

Total 

Conservative Quartile 

28^ /o 

14.6 

26 

(214.) 

(i;0) 

(23) 

100^ 
(87) 

.2 

L i b e r a l Q u a r t i l e 

^2df = 6.50 

\h% 

51 

35 

(10) 

(36) 

(25) 

100^ 
(71) 

P<.o5 

between the two variables is statistically significant, the 

degree of association is not so strong as that between SES 

and attitudes toward welfare and labor unions. An exami

nation of the questions used in this index suggests that 

the nature of the questions used might account for some of 

this lack of coordination between ideological frame of 

reference and a stand on a particular concrete situation. 

It is possible that some respondents who would claim ideo-



logical opposition to government intervention would fail to 

perceive questions regarding price control and automobile 

safety as undesirable forms of government control or even 

as forms of government control. Such types of intervention 

as seen by the respondent are not remote; rather, they have 

direct bearing upon the individual's economic and physical 

well-being.^-^ 

Some Additional Ideological Conoid^rationo 

The purpose of this section is to examine some 

interrelations between variables which might be considered 

somewhat tangential to the immediate problem of comparison 

of the two samples. Nevertheless, it is felt that such 

considerations are necessary adjuncts which more fully 

characterize the Lubbock registrant and voter. 

The relationship between party identification and 

attitudes is a particularly complex one; both factors act 

upon the other to produce a meaningful social act at elec

tion time. However, "the role of party identification seems 

primarily to be that of an antecedent factor that colors 

these attitudes as they are formed."^ This being the 

-̂̂ Such discrepancies have been noted in other areao 
as well. For instance, see Lenise Latch Mason, "Social 
Correlates of Support for Civil Liberties," (unpubliohed 
Master's thesis. Department of Sociology, Texas Techno
logical College, 1965), p. 1. 

^Campbell, The American Voter, 137. 



case, ideological variations should occur in conjunction 

with differences in party preference. Table 21 shows that 

this expected variation does manifest itself in Lubbock's 

voter population. Those who show preference for the Dcmo-

TABLE 21 

TOTAL IDEOLOGY SCORE BY PARTY PREI'̂ 'E'RENCE 

Preference Conservative Quartile Liberal Quartile 

Republican " 25^ ^ 1% 
(20) (5) 

Democrat 31 h^ 
(25) (35) 

Independent I4I1. l|.9 
(35) (39) 

Total 100^ 100̂ ^ 
(80) (79) 

^2df ^ ^̂ '"̂ ^ P<:.01 

cratic Party tend to be more liberal; those who prefer the 

Republican Party have a more conservative outlook; and, the 

independent voters are distributed fairly equally between 

the two liberal-conservative quartiles. 

The frequency of voting seems to be dependent upon 

the party preference of the respondent. In so far as tho 

preferred party tends to embody the ideological framework 

of the individual—the voter, at least, tends to view the 

situation as being sucĥ '̂ --frequoncy of voting can be 

U5o pecial attention is given to the individv.al' 
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assumed to be dependent upon the nature of the person's 

attitudes. Table 22 shows that those who prefer the Demo-

dratic Party are more frequent voters than are Republicans 

or Independents. This pattern is not in keeping with 

TABLE 22 

FREQUENCY OP VOTING BY PARTY PREFERENC 

Frequency Democratic Republican Independent 

0 

1-2 

T o t a l 

2k% 

39 

27 

(1̂ 6) 

(53) 

(37) 

100^ 
(136) 

k^% 

39 

1 6 -

(20) 

(17) 

(7 ) 

ioa> 
(l44) 

Vr = ^̂ -̂ ^ 

58^ 

2k 

18 

(73) 

(30) 

(23) 

loa"^ /o 

(126) 

p < : . 0 1 

national patterns he 

subjective perception in Berelson, Voting. The authors 
suggest that ""what parties do affects v;hat the voters 
think they are and what the voters think they are affects 
what they subsequently. Out of this interaction between 
subjective perception and objective reality, mutually 
affecting one another over decades, emerges not only our 
definition but the reality of a political party's role."" 
pp, 215-216. 

I^il'» ?• 33'î» ^^ recent years a greater per 
cent of people with Republican voting intention have 
actually voted than have those with Democratic voting in
tentions. Tho reader is reminded, however, that this 
trend is a national one that is not necessarily displayed 
in strong one-party areas. 

toaS TECHNOUOGICAL CQU-£fit 

LUBBOCK, TEXAS 
L̂IBRARY 
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No significant difference in ideology was found to 

exist between tho sexes. Since women tend to vote 3-5 por 

cent more Republican than men,^' a slight bent toward con

servatism was expected of the females. The relationship 

that does exist between sex and ideology is shown in Table 

23. 

TABLE 23 

TOTAL IDEOLOGY SCORE BY SEX OF RESPONDE!IT 

Ideology Score Male Fomale 

Conservative 14.7.6̂  53.2^ 
Quartile (39) (1|1) 

Liberal ^2.k. U6.8 
Quartile (I4.3) (36) 

Total 100.0?^ 100.0^ 
(82) (77) 

Q = .113 

Ideology has one other observed interrelation with 

registration. Table 2I4., comparing ideology with the reaoon 

for failing to pay the poll tax, indicates that liberal re

spondents more so than conservative respondents were disen

franchised by the poll tax for reasons other than various 

forms of neglect. Unfortunately, the number of cases is 

too small to permit statistical analysis, but the percent

ages suggest that the liberal person is twice as likely to 

Campbell, The American Voter, k93» 
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fail to pay his poll tax because of ideological oppooition. 

Furthermore, financial straits confront the liberal r-z.ich 

more often than the conservative citizen, 

TABLE 2k 

TOTAL IDEOLOGY SCORE BY REASON FOR NOT PAYINS ?OLL TAX 

Reason Conservative Quartile Liberal Quartile 

59^ 
(27) 

17 
( 8 ) 

2k 
(11) 

Neglect 

Financially 
Unable 

Ideologically 
Opposed 

Total 

e>k% 

3 

13 

100^ 

(27) 

(1 ) 

ik ) 

(32) 
lOO/o 

(L6) 



CHAPTER V 

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 

Salient Differences and Resultants 

The hypothesis that free voter registrants would 

be lower on the socio-economic scale- than poll tax regis

trants was not substantiated by the data gathered for thi 

study. The socio-economic differences between the tv/o 

samples were not significant enough to disprove the null 

hypothesis. Other meaningful differences between the two 

samples were, however, detected. These are summarized as 

follows: 

1. A significant difference between the age compo

sition of the two samples appeared. The respondents who 

were younger than age 30 were much more likely to have 

registered free than to have paid their poll tax. Those 

of age I|.0 or older, however, reversed this trend, regis

tering more often by the poll tax method. Subjects be

tween the ages of 30 and 39 were distributed equally be

tween the two categories of registration. 

2. The correlation of .28 between age and frequency 

of voting in 1966 seems to have canceled the potential fo 

a larger voice in elections by the young people. The sub 

jects who were younger than 30 accounted for 30^ of tho 

52 
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free registration, but the liklihood that this groi:p of age 

cohorts will cast their ballots is considerably lower than 

the probable porformance of older citizens. In 1966, only 

one out of every three young citizens voted in any election 

while nearly two out of every three older citizens cast 

their ballots. 

3. The voice of free registrants in 1966 elections 

was found to be proportionately smaller than their repre

sentation in the population of eligible voters. The rate 

of non-voting among the free registrants was nearly twice 

as high as that of the poll tax registrants. Furthermore, 

poll tax registrants who did vote, voted more frequently 

than free registrant voters. 

1;. Both groups reported more frequent voting at tho 

local level than at the state level. Free registrants, 

however, showed a larger preference for local elections 

than did their counterparts. 

5. The striking difference that C£in exist between 

real and ideal norms is shown by the large variations in 

voting frequencies among the socio-economic classes. Hoot, 

if not all, citizens favor the institutionalized norm of 

equal representation, but the appropriate action of voting 

prescribed by the norm is frequently violated,, especially 

by members of the lower classes. The greater ability of 

the upper class individuals to anticipate future consequen

ces of present actions could account, in large part at 

least, for their greater participation in elections. 



The hypothesis that poll tax registrants would hold 

more conservative attitudes toward civil rights, labor 

unions, federal welfare, and government intervention in 

private business was substantiated by this study. Since 

the more conservative individuals tend to be older and to 

be higher on the socio-economic scale, this higher rate of 

poll tax registration among the conservative subjects was 

anticipated. 

An additional factor in this variation deserves 

some attention. Thirty subjects stated that they had not 

paid their poll tax because of ideological opposition. Of 

these 30» eleven were in the liberal ideological quartile 

and fo-ur were in the conservative quartile. Though these 

numbers are quite small, they do suggest that a segment of 

the adult population, tending to hold liberal attitudes, 

may now vote since the ideological barrier to registration 

has been removed. 

Relationships between attitudes and other factors 

were also found to exist. These are summarized as follows: 

1. The high degree of correlation between SES and the 

relative liberalness or consorvativeness of respondents 

augments the findings of previous investigations. Since 

Republican-Democratic differences in recent years have been 

in rough alignment with opposing conservative and liberal 

postures, the bases of party support can be seen to differ 

primarily along class lines. 

2. The upper class did not show as much support for 
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civil rights as was anticipated. The upper class subject, 

however, did tend to be more in favor of civil rights than 

of labor unions, welfare, or government control of private 

business. To some extent then, support for non-economic 

meastires seems to receive greater approval from the upper 

classes than support for economic meastires, though in both 

instances opposition exceeds support. 

3. Attitudes were not found to differ significantly 

by sex. The data do. show a tendency foi* wen to be more 

liberal than women, but such small differences could be 

explained by the characteristically higher class status 

of female registrants and voters. 

Suggestions for Further Researoh 

Hopefully, this study has revealed some new avonues 

for future investigation. V/oefully little is known about 

tho mechanisms of attitude formation. That attitudes are 

in some way related to certain social variables goes v;ith-

out saying, but the causal relationship between these two 

spheres remains to be fully understood. It is the author's 

contention that study of the formation of political atti

tudes might proceed more favorably if class value and goal 

orientation patterns wore examined in the light of the in

dividual's perception of tho means-end relationship. The 

actor's definition of the utility of certain behavioral 

patterns, e.g., voting and registration, has been shov.-n to 

differ by socio-economic status. Could not the samo pro-
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cesses of socialization that aXlfect the actor's definition 

of object utility also affect his definition of desirable 

attitudinal configurations? Examination of social forces 

confronting politically active and inactive subjects of 

similar class status could shed light upon this question. 

It is also hoped that this study has contributed 

worth-while data to the bank of knowledge of the electoral 

process. Who is likely to vote and who is not, has been 

the focal point of numerous studies. Attitudinal varia

tions have also been examined extensively by others. Tne 

intent of this study has been to characterize a group of 

citizens who, until the repeal of the poll tax, tended to 

be on the outside of the electoral process. These aro the 

people who were disenfranchised because of financial hard

ships and ideological convictions or because of their in

ability to define voter registration as being meaninr.fully 

related to the temporally distant act of voting. If tho 

conclusions of this study facilitate prediction of future 

behavior, then one of the major aims of scientific investi

gation has been satisfied. 



APPENDIX A: THE INTERVIEW SCHEDUL: 

I. D. No, Name 

1. Paid ^ Free Address 

2. Sex: M F 

3. Box Number: 1 2 I|. 5 9 12 13 19 21 26 

k* How long have you lived in Lubbock? Over 15 yrs, 

10-1I|. years 5-9 years 1-14. years less than 1 yr,__ 

5. Where did you live before you moved to Lubbock? 

6. Ethnicity: Anglo Latin Negro 

7. Marital status: Married Single Divorced 

Widowed Separated 

8. Age of Respondent: 21-29 30-39 14-0-14.9 50-59 60 plus 

9. Are you a member of any church? No Yes 

10. How often do you usually attend? 1/wk, 1/mo, less 

11. Are you a member of a political party? D R Ind 

If not: Do you prefer a particular party? D_ R_ I 

12. Husband's occupation 

13. Wife's occupation 

II4.. Educational levels: 

Husb. Wife 
Completed grad. work for profession at 
highest level; grad. of high status four-
year college 

Graduate of i4.-year college with B.A. or 
B.S., including teacher's colleges 

Attended college for 2 or more years; Jr. 
college grad,; R.N, from nursing school 

57 
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High school grad,; various kinds of 
business education or trade school stuay 

Completed grade 9 but did not graduate 
from high school; if born prior to 1900, 
grade 8 

Completed 8 grades, but not 9; if born 
prior to 1900, grades I4.-7 is equivalent 

Did not complete grade 8; if born prior to 
1900, less than grade k 

15. Source of income of "breadwinner" of family: 

Inherited saving k investment; "old money" pro
viding basic income 

Earned wealth; "new money" providing transferable 
investment income 

^Profits, fees, royalties; including executives 

recieving "share of profits" 

Salary, commission, regular monthly or yearly income 

Wages on hourly basis; piece-work; weekly :̂  bi-monthly 
checks as distinguished from monthly checks 
Income from odd jobs or private relief; share-
cropping or seasonal work 

Public relief or charity; non-respectable incomes 

(reputational method) 

16. (Left for the purpose of coding) 

17. (Left for the purpose of coding) 

Now I would like to ask your opinion on several issues. 

CIVIL RIGHTS INDEX 
18. Do you approve or disapprove of the new civil rights 

bill that guarentees more voting rights? 
( ) approve ( ) disapprove ( ) DK 

19. Do you think that Martin Luther King was deserving of 
the Nobel Peace Prize? 

( ) yes ( ) no ( ) LN 
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20. Do you feel that the civil rights cause is being 
pushed too rapidly? 

( ) yes ( ) no ( ) DK 

21. If a person wants to sell his house, do you think he 
should be required by law to sell it to anyone who 
wants to buy it? 

( ) yes ( ) no ( ) DK 

22. Do you think that peaceful demonstration by protesting 
groups should be prohibited by law? 

( ) yes ( ) no ( ) DK 

LABOR UNIONS INDEX 

23. Would you like to see labor unions become stronger in 
Texas? 

( ) yes ( ) no ( ) DK 

2k* In general, do you agree or disagree with this state
ment? The way they are now, labor unions do this 
country more harm than good. 

( ) agree ( ) disagree ( ) DK 

25. In some states a labor union can force a company to 
hire only union members. Do you agree or disar,ree 
with this policy? 

( ) agree ( ) disagree ( ) D: 

26. Do you think the power of labor unions should be in
creased? 

( ) yes ( ) no { ) uK 

27. Do you think labor unions should be prohibited by lav 
from using union money to support political candidates? 

( ) yes ( ) no ( ) DK 

FEDERAL WELFARE INDEX 

2Q, In general, do you approve or disapprove of the Presi
dent's War on Poverty. 

( ) approve ( ) disapprove ( ) v: 

29. If cities and towns around the country need holo to 
build more schools, the government in Washington 
shquld give them the money. Do you agree or disa-;ree 

( ) agree ( ) disagree ( ) L 



60 

30, Do you approve of the medical help that will be given 
to the older people under the Medicare Program?'^ 

( ) yes ( ) no ( ) DK 

31. The national government presently pays 2/3 of the cost 
of urban renewal projects. Do you think this money is 
being well spent? 

( ) yes ( ) no ( ) DK 

32, Do you think the national government should spend more 
money in the poorer sections of our cities such as 
Harlem and Watts? 

( ) yes ( ) no ( ) DK 

GOVERNMENT INTERVENTION IN PRIVATE BUSINESS INDEX 

33. President Johnson recently put pressure on the copper 
companies to keep them from increasing the price of 
copper. Do you think he used good judgement in this 
case? 

( ) yes ( ) no ( ) ur. 

3k» Do you think the federal government should produce and 
sell electric power, or should this be done only by 
private companies? 

( ) federal govt, ( ) private ( ) DK 

35. The federal government presently controlls the prices 
of many of the crops grown by our farmers. Do you 
think it would be better if the government would let 
the farmer decide what price to sell his crops for? 

( ) yes ( ) no ( ) DK 

36. A recent senate investigation in Washington was con
cerned with the safety of American cars. Should the 
federal government be allowed to set standards of 
safety for the car manufacturers? 

( ) yes ( ) no i ) DK 

37. Do you approve or disapprove of national laws which 
set minimum wages for employees in interstate com
merce? 

( ) approve ( ) di sapprove ( ) DK 

38. Have you voted in any of the elections in 1966? 

No Yes 

''After July 1, 1966, the tense was changed. 
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39. !£ 32'' Which ones? 

. 1. State Democratic primary 

2, State Democratic primary run off 

3. State Republican primary 

1;. Local school board 

5. Local city council 

I4-O. You are one of many people in Lubbock who did not pay 
t h e i r O O l l t a x . h n t . i-Am* Qt-.Ar»AH riin-»TncT t.he^ "r.-u n ^-^T n tr.lr 
iuu cu:-o one 01 many people m Lubbock wno did not 
their poll tax, but registered during the two-woek 
free registration period this spring. Could I ask 
you why you waited until the free period to register 

ll-l. Did you pay your poll tax the preceding year?"' yes 
^Q no, but registered anyway because of age 

o'"' 

'These questions were asked only of free registrants. 



APPENDIX B: CODING INSTRUCTIONS 

Column Code Punch Classification of Information 

1-2 

3-14-

5-6 

7-8 

9-10 

11-12 

13-11; 

15-16 

17-18 

01 
02 

01 
02 

01-26 

01 
02 
03 
Ok 
05 

01 
02 
03 

01 
02 
03 

01 
02 
03 
014-
05 

02 
03 
014-
05 
06 

01 
02 
03 
OI4-
05 
06 
07 
08 
09 
10 
11 
12 

Poll Tax Registrant 
Free Registrant 

Male 
Female 

Actual Box Number of Respondent 

Over 15 Years of Residence in Lubbock 
IO-II4. Years of Residence 
5-9 Years of Residence 
1-1; Years of Kosidenc© 
Less than 1 Year of Residence 

Democratic Party Preference 
Republican Party Preference 
Independent Preference 

Anglo 
Latin 
Negro 

Married 
Single 
Divorced 
Widowed 
Separated 

Respondent's Age in 20's 
Respondent's Age in 30's 
Respondent's Age in l4.0's 
Respondent's Age in 50's 
Respondent 60 Years of Age or Older 

Not a Member of Any Church 
Baptist 
Methodist 
Catholic 
Church of Christ 
First Christian Church 
Presbytarian 
Assembly of God 
Episcopal 
r̂ ewish 
Lutheran 
Calvary Assembly 
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Column Code Punch Classification of Information 

13 Faith of God 
II4. Lubbock Bible Church 
15 Reorganized Church of the Latter Day 

Saints 

•̂ "̂̂ C 01 Do not Attend Church or Not a Member 
02 Attend lA^eek or More 
03 Attend less than lA^eek but More 

Than 1/Month 
OI4. Attend Less than 1/Month 

21-22 01 Occupation of Husband or Breadwinner 
. (See Appendix C for Classification of 

07 Occupational Categories) 

23-2I4. 01 ' Occupation of Wife or Dependent 
. (See Appendix C for Classification of 

07 Occupational Categories) 

25-26 01 Completed Appropriate Graduate V/ork 
for a Recognized Profession at the 
Highest Level; Graduate of a gener
ally Recognized, High Status, four-
Year College. 

02 Graduate from a Four-Year College, 
University, or Professional School 
with a Recognized Bachelor's Degree, 
Including Four-Year Teacher Col
leges. 

03 Attended College or University for 
Two or More Years; Junior College 
Graduate; Teacher Education from a 
Normal School; R,N, form a Nursing 
School 

0I4. Graduate from High School or Com
pleted Equivalent Secondary Education 
Includes Various Kinds of "Post-Kigh" 
Business Education or Trade School 
Study. 

o-

05 Attended High School, Completed 9th 
Grade, but did not Graduate from High 
School; for Persons Born Prior to 
1900, Grade 8 Completed. 
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Column Code Punch Classification of Information 

06 Completed Grade 8 but did not Attend 
Beyond Grade 9; for Persons born 
Prior to 1900, Grades 14.-7 would be 
Equivalent. 

07 Left Elementary or Junior High before 
Completing Grade 8; for Persons born 
Prior to 1900, no Education or Grades 
1-3. 

27-28 • 01 Values for Educational Level of the 
02 Respondent's Spouse are Equal to the 
03 Values in Columns 25 and 26. In the 
Ok Instances in^which a Spouse was not 
Q5 Present, the Respondent's score was 
06 Coded in order to Facilitate Com-
07 puter Analysis, 

29-30 01 Source of Income of Breadwinner: 
Inherited Saving and Investment;"Old 
Money" Reputed to Provide Basic In-
'corne. 

02 Earned Wealth; "New Money" Providing 
"Transferable" Investment Income. 

03 Profits, Fees, Royalties; Includes 
Executives who recieve a "Share of 
Profits." 

0I4. Salary, Commissions, Regular Income 
Paid on Monthly or Yearly Basis. 

05 Wages on Hourly Basis; Piece-Work; 
Weekly and Bi-Monthly Checks. 

06 Income from "Odd Jobs" or Private 
Relief; "Sharecropping" or Seasonal 
Work. 

07 Public Relief or Charity; Non-Re
spectable Incomes (by Reputational 
Method). 

31-32 12 SES of Respondent. See Appendix D 
• for a Categorization of the Various 

8I4. Class Scores. 
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Column Code Punch Classification of Information 

33-3I4-

35-36 

37-38 

39-l;0 

kl''k2 

k3-hh 

l|5-i;6 

i;7-i|8 

14-9-50 

00 
01 
02 
03 
Ok 
05 
06 
07 
08 
09 
05 
15 

05 
15 

05 
15 

05 

20 
60 

01 

02 

03 

01 

02 

01 
02 
03 

1966 Voting Record of Respondent: 
Respondent Has Not Voted in 1966 
Voted in 1 Democratic Primary 

1 Republican Primary 
both Democratic Primaries 
1 Local Election 

Voted 
Voted 
Voted 
Voted 
Voted 
Voted 
Voted 
Voted 

m 
in 
in 
in 
in 
in 
in 
in 

2 Local Elections 
1 Local and 1 Primary 
1 Local and 2 Primaries 
2 Locals and 1 Primary 
2 Locals and 2 Primaries 

Total Score on the Civil Rights 
Index 

Total Score on the Labor Unions 
Index 

Total Score on the Government Wel
fare Indes 

Total Score on the Federal Inter
vention in Private Business Index 

Total Score on all Four Indexes 

Failed to pay Poll Tax because of 
Neglect 
F6.iled to pay Poll Tax because of 
of Financial Problems 
Failed to pay Poll Tax because of 
Ideological Opposition 

Free Registrants did pay Poll Tax 
Proceeding Year 
Free Registrants did not pay Poll 
Tax Proceeding Year 

Tm- :i3 

o' 

CIVIL RIGHTS INDEX 
Do you approve or disapprove of the 
new civil rights bill that guarentees 
more voting rights? 
Approve 
Don't Know 
Disapprove 
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Column Cod© Punch Classification of Information 

51-52 Do you think that Martin Luther King 
was deserving of the Nobel Peace 
Prize? 

01 • Yes 
02 Don't Know 
03 No 

53-5^ Do you feel that the civil rights 
cause is being pushed too rapidly? 

01 No 
02 Don't Dnow 
03 Yes 

55-56 If a person wants to sell his house, 
do you think" he should be required by 
law to sell it to anyone who wants to 
buy it? 

01 Yes 
02 Don't Know 
03 No 

57-58 Do you think that peaceful demonstra
tion by protesting groups should be 
prohibited by law? 

01 No 
02 Don't Know 
03 Yes 

LABOR Ul-IIONS INT)EX ITST-IS 
59-60 Would you l i k e to see labor unions 

become s t ronger in Texas? 
01 Yes 
02 Don't Know 
03 No 

61-62 In general, do you agree or disagree 
with this statement: The way they 
are now, labor unions do this country 
more harm than good. 

01 Disagree 
02 Don't Know 
03 Agree 

63-6i|. In some states a labor union can force 
a company to hire only tmion members. 
Do you agree or disagree with this 
policy? 

01 Agree 
02 Don't Know 
03 Disagree 
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Column Code Punch Classification of Information 

65-66 Do you think the power of labor 
unions should be increased? 

01 Yes 
02 Don't Know 
03 No 

67-68 Do you think labor unions should be 
prohibited by law from using vuiion 
money to support political candi
dates? 

01 No 
02 Don't Know 
03 Yes 

FFDI-Î AL V/ELFARE INDEX IT;v:S 
69-70 In general, do you approve or dis

approve of the President's V;ar on 
Poverty? 

01 Approve 
02 Don't Know 
03 Disapprove 

71-72 If cities and towns aro-.>nd the coun
try need help to build more schools, 
the governmient in Washington should 
give them the money. Do you agroe 
or disagree? 

01 Agree 
02 Don't Know 
03 Disagree 

77-79 001 Code numbers of respondents. They 
! are in chronological order of com-

306 pletion of interviews, 

80 01 Card number 1 for subject 

BEGINNING OF SECOND CARD 
1-2 Do you approve of the medical co.re 

that will be given (is boing given) 
to the older people under the Medi
care Program? 

01 Yes 
02 Don't Know 
03 No 

3-I4. The n a t i o n a l government noxrr pays 
two-thirds of the cos t of '.:irhan 
renewal pro jec t s . Do you thi.ik t h i s 



68 

Column Code Punch C l a s s i f i c a t i o n of Information 

money i s being wel l spent? 
01 Yes 
02 Don't Know 
03 No 

5-6 Do you think the national government 
should spend more money in the poor 
sections of otir cities such as Har
lem and Watts? 

.01 Yes 
02 Don't Know 
03 No 

GOVERNME!-;T HIT ER VENT I ON INDEX IT:-:-!S 
7-8 President Johnson recently put pres

sure on the copper companies to keep 
them from increasing the price of 
copper. Do you think he used good 
judgement in this case? 

01 Yes 
02 Don't Know 
03 No 

9-10 Do you think the federal government 
should produce and sell electric 
power, or should this be done only 
by private companies? 

01 Federal Government Should 
02 Don't Know 
03 Only Private Business 

11-12 The federal government presently 
controlls the prices of many of tho 
crops grown by our farmers. Do you 
think it would be better if the 
government would let the farmor de
cide what price to sell his crops 
for? 

01 , No 
02 Don't Know 
03 Yes' 

I3-II4. A recent senate investigation in 
Washington was concerned with the 
safety of American cars. Should the 
federal government be allowed to set 
standards of safety for the ca: 
facturers? 

01 Yes 
02 Don't Know 
03 No 
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15-16 . Do you aporove or disapprove of 
national laws which set r.iiniir.un wa-̂ es 
for employees in interstate commerce? 

01 Approve 
02 Don't Know 
03 Disapprove 



APPENDIX C: OCCUPATIONAL LEVELS 

1+ 

Professionals 

La;>ryer, judge, 
physician, pro
fessor, school 
supt., engineer 
et al. 

High school 
teacher, libra
rian, & others 
with lj.-year 
degrees 

Grade school 
teache: , regis
tered nurse, 
minister with
out i4.-year 
degree 

Proprietors 

Large busines
ses valued at 
$100,000 or 
more depending 
on community 

Businessmen 

Business with 
value between 
$50,000 and 
$100,000 

Business or "" 
equity value 
at $10,000 to 
$50,000 

Business or 
equity value 
from $5,000 to 
.•;io,ooo 

Top executives, 
president, et al 
of corporation, 
bank, pub, utility 

Asst, office and 
dept, managers or 
supervisors; some 
mfg, agents 

Mana.-'er of small 
branches or buyers 
and salesmen of 
known merchandise, 
ins, salesmen 

Business or 
equity value 
from $2,000 to 
$5,000 

stenographer, book
keeper; ticket agt. 
sales people in 
dept, stores, et al. 

Dime store k gro, 
store clerks; tel 
phone cc beauty 
operators, et al. 

e-

Business or 
equity value 
at less than 
$2,000 

Semi-skilled pro-
duc t i on p. 'actor^ 

1 

workers; assts, 
skilled trade; 
warehousemen,. 
watchmen 

to 

7 "Reputed lawbreakers" Heavy labor; odd-job men; 
mine or mill hands, un
skilled workers 

70 
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Rate 

1 

2 

3 

k 

5 

6 

7 

White Collar 

OPS: editor 
of news
paper, mag, 
exec. sec. 
of status 
organization 

Accountant; 
ins,, real 
estate, and 
stock sales
men; edit, 
writer 

Bank clerk. 
car salesmen. 
postal elk,, 
RR or tele
phone agt. or 
supr. 

Same as for 
businessmen 
of rate k 

Same as for 
businessmen 
of rate 5 

Same as for bi 
of rate 6 

Same as rate I 
preceding pag€ 

Blue Collar 

Small contr. 
who works at 
or super
vises his 
job 

i<'oreman; 
master carp. 
electrician. 
et al,; RR 
engr., mech. 
butcher 

Aonrent, to 
skilled 
trades. 
repairmen; 
medium 
skilled 
v/orkers 

isinessmen 

^ on 
) 

Service 

— 

Police 
capt, or 
sheriff. 
tailor. 
RR cond. 
watchmkr. 

Policeman 
barber. 
prac, 
nurse, 
brakemen. 
et al. 

Taxi 5: 
trk driv, 
waiter, 
gas sta, 
attend. 

Domestic 
help, 
bus boy, 
scrub 
women, 
janitor's 
helper 

Farm People 

Gentleman farmer 
or landowner v;ho 
doesn't super
vise directly 
his property 

Land ovmers v;ho 
supervise their 
property cr. have 
an active urban 
life 

?arm ô Amers with 
hired help; 
ooorators of 
leased property 
who suuervise 

Small landov/ner. 
oper. of rented 
property hiring 
hands 

Tenants on pood 
farms; foremen; 
owners of farms 
who "hire out" 

Sharecropoers; 
established 
farm laborers, 

farmers 

Migrant workers 
"squatters -'c 
nestors'' 



::-?tz:Dix D: GEX:::RAL CC:;V2RSIO:: T ?CR STATUS I IDICSS 

Index 
Score 

_.. 

12 

13-17 

18-22 

23-27 

2S-32 

33-37 

38-hl 

1;2-Î 6 

Î 7-5l 

52-56 

57-61 

62-66 

67-71 

72-75 
7 /- 0 ! , 
/ 0 — ̂ -4 

Relative 
Status 
Lovel 

A 

^ 

B 

0 

B-

0 

C 

C-

D 

D 

D-

~~\ 

Social 
Class 
Prediction 

UU (i: LU 

UM 

LI'I 

UL 

LL 

Break Points 
Intervals of 

h 

Indeterminancy 

12—22 

25-33 

38-50 

514.-62 

,«^ f A'^-AA^ 

67-S-l-

intervals 
Used in 
C orrelaoion 

16 olus 
17-21 

22-26 

27-31 

37-^1 

i;2-l;6 

1.7-51 

52-56 

57-61 

62-66 

67-71 

72-:'o 

Yy i-'^z.nu3 
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^ox No. 

1" 

2 " 

3 

5" 
6 

7 

8 

9" 

10 

11 

12'"' 

13'̂ ^ 

114-

15 
16 

17 

18 

19'" 

20 

2 1 " 

22 

23 

2i4-

25 
26'" 

27 

28 

29 

APPEINTDIX E : 

P o l l Tax 

269 

2614. 

14-82 

272 

I4.30 

1103 

833 

330 

11^51 

I4-39 

14.614. 

1203 

77I4. 

1022 

600 

14.87 

517 

5I4-6 

711 

721 

1261 

1280 

877 

1069 

832 

617 

510 

1513 
990 

2 1 , 8 6 7 

LUBBOCK VOTER 

Age Exempt 

157 

90 

308 

210 

220 

253 

135 

11-13 
260 

5I4-9 

109 
101+ 

11^3 
1̂ 20 

399 

2014. 

10+9 

I4.O9 

14.10 

114.0 

188 

233 

229 

306 

226 

262 

72 

233 

137 

7 , 2 6 8 

REGISTRATION 

F r e e i n 1965 

0 

0 

7 

6 

2 

3 
0 

k 
10 

3 
1 

10 

1̂  

5 
k 
1 

2 

3 

5 
0 

15 
22 

0 

0 

0 

0 

7 

6 

1 

121 

? r e e 

222 

11.3 

321; 

279 

362 

696 

267 

163 

U.5 
- 01 

179 

281 

239 
f-^ ' • ' - ^ 

2p:? 

161 

166 

169 

136 
- - /-̂  3^0 

185 

I4-32 

283 

105 

313 

330 

355 
219 

309 

330 

7 ,873 

lioxes selected for sampling, 
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APPENDIX F: CHARACTERISTICS OF THE ATTRITION 

Attrition Poll Tax Registrants Free Registrants 

Unable to Reach^ 

Anglo 17 . 21 

Latin 8 114-

Moved from city 

Anglo 6 10 

Latin 1 0 

Refusals 

Anglo 11 5 

Latin 0 1 

Total 14.3 5 1 

^These include subjects out of town, subjects never 
home when interviewer came by, and subjects that were not 
possible to locate because of incorrect or insufficient 
names ajid addresses. At least four call backs were made 
at varying times of the day and night in an attempt to 
reach those who had not been contacted, 

^The actual numbers for this category are probably 
somewhat higher. Only if the interviewer was told that 
the subjects had moved out of the city were the interviews 
immediately counted as attrition. If neighbors and land
lords did not know where the subjects moved, further 
attempts were made to locate them. Most of these attempts 
failed, leading the author to believe that at least some 
of them were no longer in Lubbock, 

71; 
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