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Prefaee 

Now-by 19li9-the study of political socialization has he­
come a large-scale enterprise. It has become the organizing prin­
ciple for scientific meetings and lengthy conferences. Journals 
devote special issues to the theme. Texts and theoretical Works 
in political scie_nce and monographs o~ the politi~ of many 
countries contam chapters on the topic. Scholarship has de­
veloped to the point that collections of articles are ready for the 
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press, and the bibliography already runs to dozens of . pa~es. 
From the perspective of the present, the image of ~he sc~enufic 
la~dscape of the past is bound to be distorted. W1th ~1s lux­
unant scene before our eyes, it is hard to bring back to mmd the 
barren vista of the previous decade. 
. Then-in 1959-when Political Socializ~tt·on was. first "pub­

lished, I could state correctly, by way of mtroductiOn: One 
seeks far and wide for any extended treatment of political be­
havior as learned behavior, despite the fact that this is patently 
the case .... To inventory studies in psychology and political 
behavior and to systematize them in terms of a conception of 
learning is itself a major task but certainly of highest priority." 

The form or model that shaped the conception I presented 
was in terms of a process of political socialization, that particular 
~o~cept not having been identified explicitly back then, although 
It Is in common use today. That concept then reinstated for me 
a buried literature from the distant past and unified many frag­
ments of empirical research that constituted the inventory of 
the evidence in support of the general formulation. And I 
stated then, by way of conclusion, that "the formulation was in­
tended to remind us of a neglected problem and to provide a 
systematic framework for inquiry into this problem." 

In the present thriving state of inquiry, it is hard to re­
member that the problem was once neglerted. By now, my 
monograph has realized the prime function intended. That it 
may continue to serve a function underlies the decision to issue 
it in a new, paperback edition. 

The domain of behavior now being examined empirically 
for products and processes of political socialization is, obviously, 
much larger than the realm I explored. The narrower boundaries 
within which I was confined had to be drawn in terms of the 
research that existed, which dealt mainly with the United 
States, and the three dimensions I examined-participation, po­
litical orientation, and democratic or authoritarian tendency­
had be<"n agreed upon as a common focus by the interdis-
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ciplinary team with whom I was working on a more compre­
hensive political inventory. 

New investigators are freer to roam the world, picking 
whatever country or set of countries strikes their fancy and 
measuring whatever dimensions of behavior they choose in what­
ever type of population seems fruitful to them. For those investi­
gators who are now penetrating more deeply into the same realm 
I explored, the inventory of earlier findings certainly has rele­
vance. And for those whose wanderings take them to new geo­
graphical regions and new spheres of behavior, the inventory 
may facilitate comparisons of the process of political socialization 
in different societies and with different aspects of behavior. 
Whatever their focus may be, new investigators may profit from 
the large inventory of methods that earlier investigators in­
vented by hard labors over half a century. And the methodologi­
cal complexities that I tried to analyze, notably in studies of 
intra-family influence and generational change, may reduce the 
risk of faulty inferences in current inquiry. 

Sometimes, it is the odd fate of a concept that it can have 
too successful a career. After it wins scientific acceptance, it may 
become so appealing and fashionable that it is applied indis­
criminately and its sharpness as an intellectual tool is then 
blunted. To some extent, this has been the history of the con­
cept of political socialization, which today is often used as co­
extensive with all modes of political learning. The meaning I 
intended was narrower, more traditional. I hoped to reserve 
the term for those processes of learning that most members of 
a society or of a sub-group experience, in contrast with learning 
that is idiosyncratic in character. The former process produces 
the regularities, uniformities, that are directly relevant to the 
stability of political systems and that lend themselves to social 
and educational policy. The latter process produces endless 
variability, creates unpredictability, and defies institutional forms 
of control. The complete treatment of political learning must 
deal with both processes, but they should be carefully distin-

vii 
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guished in order to determine their relative weights and their 
different political consequences. In this connection, my original 
statement may not have been altogether clear, but it should 
serve to recall the distinction. 

Political Socialization was originally commissioned as one of 
a larger series of works, each intended as an inventory of the 
knowledge accumulated by one or more of the social sciences 
about a specified problem area. All of the authors struggled long 
and hard to translate into a reality what at first seemed so simple 

and straightforward an idea. Chronicles of such difficulties can 
certainly serve to guide us all toward the scientific goal of 
codifying knowledge, and this monograph is republished in the 
service of that endeavor. Apart from minor editorial corrections, 
the new edition is unchanged with the exception of one small sec­
tion that has been deleted. The last section of Chapter 3, appear­
ing on pages 63-67 of the former edition, has been omitted 
since the data were fragmentary and the findings inconclusive. 

H. H. H. 
Columbia University 
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An Overview: 

Psyehologieal Perspeetives 

on Polities 

I The study of politics is the meeting ground for many 
disciplines. Indeed in the current study of political behavior, 
sociologists, psychologists, and anthropologists seem to play as 
central a role as traditional political scientists. Psychological 
tools of analysis and modes of research are no longer private 
property, but today have become the common equipment of 
investigators of diverse formal backgrounds trying to under-

1 
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stand politics. Note the widespread usc of sample surveys, of 
inquiries into attitudes and opinions, of experimental designs, 
and the employment of concepts deriving from motivational 
theories and psychoanalysis. 1 Even in the ancient writings of 
political theory, doctrines about the nature of man figure, and 
eloquent appeals for a revival of psychology in politics are found 
among the classics of political theory written in the first decades 
of this century. 

All this attests to the vitality of a psychological approach 
to politics-not as an exclusive approach, but certainly as an 
essential adjunct to political science. In the service of making 
psychology most useful in the current study of politics, it seemed 
dcsi~ablc to have an inventory of the accumulated knowledge 
that psychology has already provided of politics. Parallel inven­
tories of sociological and historical knowledge of politics are 
needed to do justice to the complexity of political behavior and 
to cast into serviceable form for future inquiry the rich knowl­
edge these disciplines have accumulated. Inspired by this goal, 
the writer has worked for a number of years as a member of 
an interdisciplinary team engaged in an inventory of knowledge 
about political behavior.2 In this introduction many perspectives 
that psychologists have brought to bear on politics and the basis 
for the final choice of one particular formulation for the in­
ventory will be indicated. 

Alternative Psyclaological Perspectives 

The long and diverse past of the Psychology of Politics 
creates a serious obstacle to any such inventory. Psychology is 
a rich resource but psychological investigators have varied in the 
concrete political entities they have subjected to study, in the 
rnodes of analysis they have chosen and in the methods and 
procedures they have employed. To put all this diversity in any 
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useable form at all, then to give it unity, to accent what is im­
portant, is most difficult. To illustrate the diversity and the 
difficulty, some psychological approaches to politics that exist in 
the literature are summarized and illustrated in the following 
schema. The diversity defies any simple classification but the 
empirical studies can be given some orderliness in terms of 
three principles of classification: (a) whether the subject of in­
quiry is drawn from an elite, from the mass or general public, 
or from some deviant and specialized group, (b) whether the 
design is that of the single case study or involves a series, and 
(c) what the empirical base is-the quality and type of data 
presented and the procedures employed. With respect to the 
empirical base the variety is great and no further subclassification 
seems warranted. Whatever the subject, design, and empirical 
base may be, investigators still vary in the aspect of behavior 
they focus on, the dependent variables they seek to describe or 
explain, and the concepts they introduce for interpretive pur­
poses. A good deal of the early research focused on the motiva­
tion of behavior, the goals sought, and was inspired by psy­
chodynamic theories, but the bulk of recent inquiry does not 
readily fit under any psychological system. 

The Study of the Elite 

1. THE CAsE STUDY oF HisTORICALLY IMPORTANT PoLITICAL 
FIGUREs BY REFERENCE To PsYcHODYNAl\HC FAcToRs REVEALED IN 
HisToRICAL MATERIALS. Here the psychological investigator ap­
proaches the pinnacle of politics by the direct study of an in­
dividual whose actions have changed the course of history. How­
ever, source materials are sketchy and intuitive analyses must be 
made. By way of illustration one might cite Jekels' analysis of 
Napoleon, Ernest Jones' essay on Louis Bonaparte, or Clark on 
Lincoln.8 
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2. THE CAsE STUDY oF PoLITICAL AcToRs WITH LEsSER RoLEs 
IN HISTORY BY REFERENCE To PsYCHODYNAMIC FAcToRs REVEALED 
IN HisTORICAL MATERIALS. Here the method and problem are the 
same as in "1" but our distinction is drawn on practical grounds 
because of the difference in political importance. The distinction, 
however, points somewhat to politically deviant movements and 
,perhaps principles might be derived inductively for the two 
classes of political personages. By way of illustration, one might 
cite Pfister's analysis of Von Zinzendorf, the leader of the Mor­
avian movement, or Lamar's analysis of Loyola and the Jesuit 
movement, or Abraham and Freud on Amenhotep and the rise 
of Monotheistic religion.4 

3· THE STUDY oF A SERIEs oF MINOR PoLITICAL AcToRs FOR 
PsYCHODYNAMic FAcToRs REVEALED THROUGH PRIMARY RESEARCH. 
Here the goals are the same as in the earlier approaches, but the 
findings are buttressed through direct evidence derived from 
larger numbers of contemporary cases. Direct observation and the 
reqUirement of a series of cases, of necessity, reduce the im­
portance of the personages. Thus one chooses between the unique 
study of a Lenin or the study of a series of lesser revolutionaries. 
By way of illustration one could cite Lasswell's early work on 
agitators and administrators, or the later work on demagogues 
by Lowenthal and Guterman.6 Even here when one can deal 
with the contemporary scene, it should be noted that there may 
be serious difficulties in obtaining accurate or complete data.6 

+ THE STUDY OF A SERIES OF MINOR PoLITICAL AcToRs FOR 
PsYcHOLOGICAL FAcToRs REvEALED INDIRECTLY THROUGH BIOGRAPH­
ICAL INDICES. Here the concern is less with depth psychological 
data, and more with the range of common psychological vari­
ables. Many such studies are oriented primarily to sociological 
concerns, e.g., the class origins of the group, but, insofar as infer­
ences are drawn from biographical indices as to values, motives, 
cognitive factors, etc. they qualify for inclusion under our 
schema. An example is Bruce Smith's treatment of the Propa­
ganda Ministers and Heads of State of a variety of countries.7 

4 
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5· INFERENTIAL STUDY OF THE PsYCHOLOGY oF A SERIEs OF 
MINOR PoLITICAL AcToRs FROM STATISTICAL REcoRDs OF THEIR 
DEcisioN BEHAVIOR. Here the goal is the same as in "4" and the 
approach as in "4" is inferential, but the indices are derived 
from political acts rather than from biographical data. An early 
example is Eberhart's analysis of the distribution of legislative 
acts among members of the U. S. House of Representatives or 
factorial analyses of the acts of the 76th Congress as conducted 

by Carlson and Harrell or of the acts of the U. S. Supreme Court 

as conducted by Thurstone and Degan.8 

All of the approaches thus far cited are concerned with the 
politics of the elite rather than the mass, the actors rather than 
the audience. We turn now to a series of contrasted approaches 
which inquire into psychological factors in the politics of the 
mass. Here, too, we find much diversity. 

Tlae St11dy of the Jflass 

I. THE CAsE STUDY oF PARTICULAR PoLITICAL SYsTEMs VIA 
DIVERSE DATA SUBJECTED TO SPECULATIVE ANALYSIS IN TERl\·IS OF 
CHARACTER STRUCTURE. In such approaches the analyst seeks to 
explain a particular aggregate, for example, Germany or the 
United States. The distinction between the actor and the audi­
ence, the elite and the mass, is not tightly drawn. Rather the 
notion is that some distinctive psychological structure connects 
both levels. Such approaches certainly qualify in the study of 
the politics of the ordinary man, but since historical end products 
are examined for their psychological meanings, presumably elite 
levels have contributed to the findings. By way of illustration, 
one might cite Brickner or Kecskemeti and Leites on Germany, 
Gorer on Japan or the United States, or Russia, or Erikson on 

Germany, Russia and the United States.9 
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2. THE CAsE STUDY oF PARTICULAR PoLITICAL SYsTEMS BY 
REFERENCE TO EMPIRICAL DATA ON PuBLIC OPINION OR ATTITUDES. 
Here the analyst can make use of the great body of data col­
lected by survey methods on samples of a total national popula­
tion. By way of illustration one might cite Bruner's discussion of 
American political behavior based on the secondary analysis of a 
great quantity of survey data, or Almond's later treatment, or 

Hyman and Sheatsley, or the recent inquiry by Stoetzel of Japa­
nese youth. Here using deeper methods but more restricted 
coverage, one might locate The Authoritarian Personality.10 

3· CoMPARATIVE PsYcHoLoGIEs oF PoLITics BAsED oN PARALLEL 
PuBLic OPINION DATA FROM A SERIEs oF CouNTRIEs. The ap­
proach is the same as in "2," but extended over several countries. 
One might cite McGranahan's comparison of the ideology of 
German and American youth or the more recent study by Gilles­
pie and Allport among youth of ten different countries, or the 
comparative surveys among seven European countries."11 

We have in these two latter approaches the basis for the 
systematic and comprehensive psychology of the politics of the 
mass. The approach directly treats mass behavior. It is directed 
to the psychological underpinnings of political behavior in mo­
tivations, cognitions, attitudes, perceptions, and the like. The use 
of sampling permits generalizations. Moreover, a wealth of data 
exists for secondary analysis. 

The last empirical approach deals with the third type of 
subject matter: 

The Study of Deviant Groups 
and Social Movements 

Here attention is devoted to a rather specialized range of 
political phenomena, such as transient political groupings in crisis, 
mob, and similar situations, or deviant movements and their mem­
bers. The design may involve a single case study or a series of cases. 
One might cite early work like LeBon's or the series of movements 
studied by Cantril or Almond's studies of adherents of the Com­
munist Party in a number of countries.12 
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Even all of these approaches do not exhaust the empirical 
studies in the psychology of politics. Many discrete studies do not 
easily fit under any of the above rubrics, and many psychologi­
cal researches which never deal explicitly with strict political con­
tent are relevant to an understanding of political behavior. In 
addition, there is a body of theoretical and speculative writing 
about psychology and politics which contrasts with the empirical 
studies. Much of this early speculation antedates scientific psy­
chology, for as already noted, psychology has always figured in 
political theorizing. Conceptions of the nature of man-his en­
dowment in intellect, his motivation, his affectivity, his mod­
ifiability-enter into the writings of Plato, Aristotle, Hobbes, 
Locke, Comte, Rousseau, Bagehot, Machiavelli, Graham Wa1las, 
Merriam and Lippmann. Turning to modern works which ad­
vance systematic theoretical formulations about political behavior, 
the variety is considerable. Such formulations may incorporate 
empirical materials or not, may be comparative or not, and may 
even be predicated on the most narrow empirical settings, but 
the common feature is that the discussion pertains to genotypical 
forms of behavior and is couched in terms of great generality. 
Two different emphases of such formulations should be dis­
tinguished. More common is a concern with the psychological 
explanation of mass political behavior. An exce1lent example 
would be Riesman's writings. The alternative to explanation is 
study of the psychological consequences of exposure to different 
types of political situations and institutions. This approach is 
best illustrated by writings of Lewin and his associates.13 

The Perspective Selected 

To do justice to all these approaches and viewpoints and to 
inventory the related masses of data far exceeds the competence 
of any individual. Moreover, such an inventory would obscure 
more than it clarified, for it would be encyclopedic in length and 
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without form or unity. We need not take as our model for an 
inventory the card catalogue of the New York Public Library. 
A useable inventory should be restricted to a relatively narrow 
range of phenomena, for then it can be brought down to man­
ageable scope. More important, by narrowing the range, one 
gives some unity and form to the treatment and increases the 
likelihood that the inventory will establish some valid principles, 
since all the studies examined have a common problem on which 
they focus and knowledge may cumulate. By restricting the 
coverage, there is also opportunity for more detailed presentation 
of each item in the inventory. Studies arc not as standardized as 
suits. They may vary in the strength of their evidence, and little 
details may reveal dif1crcnces in apparently similar findings 
which then lead to better specification of our knowledge. Such 
will be our model of an inventory and we shall restrict our­
selves to the subject of the political behavior of the mass, rather 
than the elite or the deviant. 

In attempting to bring some order into this sphere, political 
behavior itself must be given some more definite and specific 
boundaries. The relatively narrow realm upon which we will 
concentrate can be conceptualized in terms of three dimensions: 
participation or involvement in politics, and granted the involve­
ment, whether the goals of action are towards radical or con­
conservative ends and towards democratic or authoritarian forms. 
The actual materials we shall inventory will be essentially em­
pirical data from discrete studies conducted by psychologists into 
American political behavior. Even so, unity may be lacking in 
the inventory. What we seck is the distinctive and systematic 
contribution that psychological analysis can make to the under­
standing of political behavior and the presentation of the em­
pirical studies as evidence or support for such a mode of analysis. 
Wherein lies this distinctive contribution? Politics as such has 
not traditionally been a central subject matter for psychologists. 
Thus, if one turns to modern textbooks in Social Psychology, 
where one would expect to find the maximum attention to poli­
tics, no systematic statements can be found in the form of 
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c~apters or ~ections explicitly formulating the problems of poli­
tics or covenng the literature. A simple check of a score of the 
better known works demonstrates this rule without exception. 
The rule applies to the works of F. Allport, Asch, Bird, Bonner, 
Coutu, Doob, Faris, the Hartleys, Katz and Schanck, Krech and 
Crutchfield, Klineberg, Lindesmith and Strauss, Murphy, Mur­
phy and Newcomb, Newcomb, Sargent and Sherif. 

This is not to suggest that psychological concepts are ir­
relevant to the understanding of political behavior, for it is 
axiomatic that the behavior of humans-political or otherwise­
is the proper sphere of psychology. It is rather to suggest that 
there is no standard or established guide to our formulation. Yet 
there is guidance if one turns to the fundamental ways in which 
psychologists have approached all forms of behavior. The prob­
lems of political behavior can be illuminated b-y reference to 
three classic areas which psychologists have always regarded as 
central in their discipline. These are the areas of learning, mo­
tivation and emotion, and perceptual or cognitive processes. 
Auxiliary to these areas, one would necessarily treat of intelli­
gence as relevant to any discussion of learning and as related to 
perceptual and cognitive processes. From such a fundamental 
level of discussion one would come finally to the derivative 
problems of mental organization and of personality. The wisdom 
of this approach remains to be fully demonstrated, but it should 
be immediately apparent to the reader that most current discus­
sions of psychology and political behavior have neglected some 
of these classic approaches in their excessive concentration on 
one limited form of psychological analysis. 

The First Inventory 

One seeks far and wide for any extended treatment of 
political behavior as learned behavior, despite the fact that this is 
patently the case.14 The importance of such a formulation to 
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understanding the stability of political systems is self-evident­
humans must learn their political behavior early and well and 
persist in it. Otherwise there would be no regularity--perhaps 
even chaos. To inventory studies in psychology and political be­
havior and to systematize them in terms of a conception of 
learning is itself a major task but certainly of highest priority. 
This task we have taken upon ourselves. The model used for 
the learning of politics will be in terms of Political Socialization 
-to be outlined in Chapter Two. \Vhile systematic discussions 
of learning and politics hardly exist, one is amazed at the extent 
of the literature that is relevant to the inventory. Perhaps the 
merit of the formulation lies in the very fact that so much 
buried and neglected literature can be reincorporated into a 
psychology of politics and can be exploited for an understanding 
of political behavior. 

The inventory of studies in political socialization assumed 
such major proportions that parallel inventories of the psychology 
of politics from the point of view of concepts of motivation or 
emotion and the perceptual and cognitive processes could not 
be undertaken by this writer. To delay the publication of the 
single inventory for the period of years which it might take to 
complete these other inventories seemed a mistake. Accordingly, 
the essay on political socialization is presented now as but a mod­
est contribution to the total inventory of psychological studies 
into the political behavior of the mass. Since each reader can esti­
mate for himself the value of a formulation of politics as learned 
behavior, no more need be said on this score. However, the value 
of an approach to political behavior in terms of the two other 
classic modes of psychological analysis may not be self-evident. 

Future Inventories 

The next priority would be an inventory and formulation 
111 terms of perceptual and cognitive processes and the related 
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areas of intelligence and mental organization. This realm has 
been neglected in the recent emphasis on motivation and person­
ality as they affect political behavior. What a strange imbalance 
we find today! Political behavior is seen as determined by all 
sorts of motivational and emotional factors operating through 
complicated psychodynamic processes. Certainly such behavior is 
full of purpose and direction, but it is guided, if only imperfectly, 
by reason, knowledge, judgment, intelligence. Men are urged to 
certain ends but the political scene in which they act is perceived 
and given meaning. Some cogn~tive map accompanies their 
movements towards their ends. The role of the cognitive pro­
cesses must be reinstated as a necessary counterbalance to dis­
torted analyses of political behavior. The exact form which such 
an inventory would take cannot be elaborated here, but some of 
the general features and the way in which it would complement 
the findings on the learning of politics can be suggested. 

A central feature of such an inventory would be pure des­
cription of the political scene as it is cognitively structured by 
people. Large amounts of data are available for this purpose of 
the inventory. By way of illustrating some problems that would 
be treated, we must foreshadow some of the findings on political 
socialization. Individuals learn gradually and early their political 
orientations. This is what provides much of the stability of their 
adult political behavior. Yet the paradox is that the political 
scene is full of novelty. How then can the individual have a 
ready and prepared view on political issues that have not yet 
arisen? One of the answers is that he is socialized into a party 
loyalty, and acts in relation to the party's position rather than 
on the novel issue itself. Much evidence will be presented that 
such socialization occurs, and the second inventory would com­
plement and strengthen this finding by establishing what a cen­
tral cognitive structure political party is. Graham Wallas. sensed 
this truth many years ago when he described political party as 
"the most vigorous attempt which has been made to adapt the 
form of our political institutions to the actual facts of human 
nature" for as he pointed out in place of the infinite complexity 
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of the political process, "something is required simpler and more 
permanent, something which can be loved and trusted, and 
which can be recognized at successive elections as being the same 
thing that was loved and trusted before; and a party is such a 
thing."15 Complementing the study of parties as formal organ­
izations or institutions, the systematic description of parties as 
stable cognitive structures in the experience of individuals is 
called for. 

But there is more in the cognitive structuring of the political 
scene than merely party. In the essay on socialization, there is 
much evidence that individuals learn their patterns of political 
participation early. Certainly, this must have some correspon­
dence in a set of beliefs and ideas about the political process 
itself, about the role of the citizen, about the rules of the 
political game. Almond's discussion of "political culture," his 
more specific description of the Anglo-American culture as 
"saturated with the atmosphere of the market," as a "rational­
calculating, bargaining and experimental political culture" im­
plies a cognitive structure which is pervasive among people and 
which could be systematically documented by the proper inven­
tory of past literature and data.16 

Cognitive processes underlie political participation and party 
orientation and give meaning to these aspects of political be­
havior. But they do not necessarily give correct knowledge of the 
political scene. The inventory would certainly address itself to 
the particular question of the relation of intelligence and reason 
to political behavior. This preoccupiep many early studies in the 
psychology of politics, where some simple and fixed relation was 
sought between capacities and the particular political ideology 
espoused. In 1937, Murphy, Murphy and Newcomb summarized 
many studies correlating various indices of intelligence with 
attitude. In these studies conducted in the Twenties and Thirties, 
there was much consistent evidence of a low positive correlation 
between radicalism and measures of intellectual capacity P These 
studies would be included in any modern inventory not to assert 
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any simple correspondence between intellect and mdicalism, but 
because in conjunction with newer research in later eras they 
would provide a more sophisticated formulation of the definite 
relations between intellectual processes and political orientation. 
One might well formulate as the model of this relationship the 
notion that intelligence provides the capacity for effective analysis 
of the current scene and for assimilation of the information in 
the environment. The particular attitudinal end-product of in­
telligence then will be a function of the nature of the scene at 
any point in time and the type of information upon which in­
telligence can operate. The manifold ways in which intellectual 
processes influence not simple outcome in attitude, but the whole 
style of political thinking has recently been demonstrated by 
Smith, Bruner and White.18 

Enough has been said to suggest some of the ways an in­
ventory of the relation between cognitive processes and political 
behavior would be formulated. However, some brief reference 
might be made to the derivative problem of mental organization, 
studies of which would figure in the same inventory. If one 
ponders again the stability of political behavior and the paradox 
of how early socialization can provide effective orientations to­
ward novel political issues of the future, one is led naturally to 
evidence about mental organization. If cognitive processes in­
volve organization such that one issue is seen as connected to 
other issues, this would provide another solution to the paradox. 
Then a novel issue becomes familiar since it is part and parcel 
of some older issue, and is reacted to on that basis. The validity 
of this conception is supported by many studies in the generality 
or specificity of attitudes and a host of studies involving factor 
analysis of a multiplicity of attitude data.19 

The inventory on cognitive processes remains unfinished 
business of high priority for it would order many of the problems 
in the psychology of political behavior. The third inventory on 
motivational and emotional proccesses and the derivative prob­
lem of personality and politics while just as central to our under-
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standing of political behavior is perhaps less ~rgent. This ap­
proach is currently emphasized; the literature IS more familiar 
ground. This task remains for the more distant future. 
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Sub-Gro1tp 

Differentiations 

in Pre-Adult Life 

Political Socialization 

2 Regularities in the political behavior of adult individ­
uals and stable differences between groups of adults have become 
a commonplace in social research. Such patterns of behavior may 
Well be interpreted in terms of contemporaneous features present 
in the adult lives of particular individuals or groups.* But, 
certainly it is true that the continuity of such patterns over time 
and place suggests that the individual has been modified in the 
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c()ur ... e oi hi-; development in such a way that he is likely to ex­
hibit certain per ... i'>tent behavior apart from transient stimulation 
in his contemporary environment. One is naturally directed to 
the area of h·,Jrning: more specifically to the socialization of the 
individuaL his learning of social patterns corresponding to his 
societal positions as mediated through various agencies of society. 
One searches thndore for psychological studies which will es­
tablish the beginnings of political behavior in pre-adult life, the 
process by which it emerges, and the subsequent changes in the 
course of further experience. Naturally, in examining the be­
ginning of such political diiTerences in childhood, we shall be 
treating of phenomena that arc only prccursive forms of politics, 
for politics as such is the prerogative of adults. In attempting 
such a formulation, we shall have to search through forgotten 
and exotic sources, for it is ironical that while studies of social­
ization anu learning arc exceedingly prominent in Social Psy­
chology, attcntio'1 given to politics as a consequence of socializa­

tion is almost completely lacking. The recent systematic dis­
cussion of socialization by Child docs not have a single reference 
to the problem, virtually implying that politics has been treated 
as an abrupt event of adult life, quite different from other 
ckvclopmcntal processes that have been studied again and again 
by investigators.t To emphasize the point even more, one notes 
in the very investigators who have studied the socialization 
process for those social groups who in adult life exhibit very 
striking political patterns, the absence of any attention to the 
childhood experiences that produce such political patterns. Such 
is the case with writings on socialization among the different 
classes and on the Negro in America.t 

Political behavior is complex and many different aspects 

could be examined as outgrowths of socialization. It seems log­
ical to distinguish at least two major realms, sheer involvement 
or participation in politics and, granted the involvement, the 
types of political goals or policies sought. While individuals 
differ certainly in the quantity of their participation and perhaps 
qualitatively in the kind of political participations, the realm will 
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be treated without further refinement. However, the goals of· 
political action have varied endlessly among people and over 
time and place. Very little order or agreement would exist among 
writings about this realm beyond the obvious fact that it must be 
multi-dimensional. We shall emphasize but two of the many 
dimensions, the one usually conceived as radicalism-conservatism 
or politico-economic ideology, hereafter designated as political 
orientation, the other authoritarian-democratic tendencies. The 
first could hardly be omitted from our inquiry for it is both 
central and the center of attention in much of the writing. The 
second has been given prominence recently and serves well to 
test the generality of our theory about socialization, for the 
goals of authoritarian-democratic tendencies seem quite different 
from those implied by politico-economic orientation. Moreover, 
our choice is dictated by the fact that other contributors to the 
inventory have chosen to illuminate these very dimensions, and 
the interests of continuity in research are best served by main­
tainmg this decision. In many instances, however, the lines 
between these realms may become blurred because of the em­
phasis on the generic processes of learning. 

With respect to the evidence we shall present, certain 
prefatory remarks are in order. It is in the very nature of the 
task, as an inventory of past literature, that the many studies 
cited will be diverse in contents, in methods employed, in the 
specific variables of political behavior that are measured, in the 
specific determinants of behavior that are tested, and in the 
quality of the findings. Many of these studies may appear to 
be tangential to the general formulation, and apparently dif­
ferent kinds of studies will often have to be grouped uneasily 
under the same general headings. This limitation is a condition 
of any inventory, for the standardization and focus of any new 
program of primary research on political socialization cannot 
be expected from hundreds of investigators working inde­
pendently over the span of half a century on whatever specific 
topics struck their fancy. 

But this condition also has its advantages. The diversity 
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of rnethod and content will remind us of forgotten ideas that 
\\·e rnay pr()!itahly recapture in our new researches. The necessity 
t(J lurnp studies uf di!Terent m~mifestations of political behavior 
and of ditTerent explanatory factors under the same headings 
v.:ill <.:ornpel us to higher levels of abstraction in order to find 
ovcr;lrLhing categories under which these differences can be 
rrt"crgcd. The particular formulation we have followed, for­
tunately. gives us the privilege of ignoring certain kindsoffine 
di .... tlrll·tion-... Thus. the socialization of children into politics can 
he c<;tahli .... hnl <.:<.lually well from the study of sex differences or 
cb"" difTcrcnces in the political behavior of children. Since 
r·cgubritico.; in the political behavior of adults have been estab­
li"hcd ir1 n1o"t of the usual social categories, it serves us equally 
\vell therefore in dernonstrating that there are earlier develop-
111cnt;d stage .... to usc interchangeably studies on one or another 
of t hcse groups. Of course, it· is also desirable to point out 
di!Tcrcnccs in the socialization process for different groups and 
under dif1erent types of experience, but apart from such refine· 
rncnts all the studies nevertheless bear on the general argument. 

Now while some of the manifestations of political behavior 
rnay appear r;tther approximate since they are of necessity only 
precursors of politics, and the meaning of our abstract cate· 
gorics n1ay have to be stretched on occasion to subsume certain 
studies, this too h:-ts its :-tdvantages. In primary research, we 
might well h:-tvc one or a few excellent indicators of general 
categories of politic:-tl behavior. We might then take a single 
finding to apply to the whole wide realm of behavior implied 
hy the concept or c:-ttcgory. Here, in our inventory, we gain in 
sampling a great many manifestations of the category and can 
sec whether or not the findings are truly general and uniform 
for all the manifestations. One of the striking findings of this 
in(1uiry will be this very fact that specific aspects of the same 
general form of political behavior do not always follow uniform 
laws of development. The implications of this will be reviewed 
at the appropriate point. 
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Political Participation 

We shall first examine studies at a single point tn time 
which establish variations in the behavior of children who 
differ in their group memberships. These studies do not show 
directly the learning or socialization process but they imply that 
the totality of experiences in that childhood status has left its 
mark and is responsible in part for the adult patterns. Es­
sentially, the studies may be classified into four types depending 
on whether the indicators of political participation are: choice 
of ego-ideals, media behavior, level of political knowledge, or 
responses to direct questions on political involvement and in­
terest. 

One turns first to a relatively forgotten realm of work in 
child psychology around the turn of the century, where dif­
ferences in the orientations of children to adult figures may be 
used as indicators of the degree of attention to the sphere of 
politics. In a series of such studies the child's "ego-ideal" was 
determined by aski11g him what individual or figure he most 
admired or would most like to resemble, and by classifying such 
ideals in terms of their incorporation into politics one may 
indirectly express the child's likely degree of political par­
ticipation.1 

Thus, E. Barnes in a study of 2IOO London school children 
attending lower class schools reports that boys are more likely than 
girls to pick historic and public figures for their ideal.2 

Chambers in a parallel study conducted among xooo boys and 
girls under I6 in the elementary schools of New Castle, Pennsyl­
vania, obtained the same general findings. Boys are more likely 
than girls to identify with men of affairs, military figures, ideals 
in the larger world rather than "acquaintance ideals."3 
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C ;c"ld.trd H"J't";ttnl the same study among 16oo children in 
C ;;;ttin_:..:c-n, C ;nmany. aged (>-14, and again reports that boys are 
rnorc· lrkc-ly to identify with public llgures:1 

< ;_ St.111ky I Ltll ~umrnarizcs :mother German study by Friedrich 
with 1'-•Ltllc-1 rnults, :tnd (ornrncnts on studies by Taylor, Young 
and I Lunilton with equivalent findings." 

I Jill <·ondul"ted a similar im1uiry among 8813 white children 
111 Birmingham, .\fohik and 1\fontgomcry, Alabama, in grades 2 

thr<Ju_:.:h 12 in the puhli( s(hools.11 At each age level, boys are more 
like-!~· to pick their idc:tls irom historic:tl and public figures, and 
girl'> to pi<-k parents, teachers. or acquaintances out of the im­
lnnliat<· environrncnt. 

The point is simple hut important. We may regard the 

type of ego-ideal chosen as being a model for the child's conduct 

and therefore as motivating him in directions congruent with 

the ideal. Thus already at early ages, boys arc directed toward 

politics and here lie the seeds of the adult differentiations 

evcry\'-.·here iound in studies of political participation. 

Ivforc refined analysis of these same studies illuminates 

certain comparative findings. The sex difference in ideals is 

less for the United States than for the other countries studied, 

and in the instance of the German study, sex differences apart, 

there.: is among all children less identification with non-family 

figures as ego-ideals. 

Thus far, we have taken as one index of early precursive 

forms of political participation the type of ego-ideal children 

choose and find sex djfferentiations observed in a variety of 

studies. We turn now to other indices of participation such as 

the leisure time and media patterns of children. Many early 

studies establish clear differentiation in behavior which would 

be indicative ot political interest. 

Thus ~s long ago as 1898, Vostrovsky reports on the reading 
tast~s of_chlldrcn. In a study of 1200 children aged 9-19 in Stockton, 
Calrforn1~, she found that boys were much more likely to read 
general literature and history, whereas girls tended to read fiction.7 
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Jordan summarized the results of ten inquiries into children's 
media preferences conducted prior to 1921. He notes that girls read 
more fiction than boys but less history and biography. In his own in­
vestigation of about 36oo school children between ages 9 and 18, he 
also documents similar findings.8 

Terman and Lima in 1927 report on the differences in reading 
habits of boys and girls based on a study of 2000 children. Boys are 
much more likely to choose literature relating to non-home areas, 
e.g. science, general information, etc. whereas girls choose home­
type literature.o 

Wall conducted a similar study in England during World War 
II. 6oo children aged 13-17 were studied and it was found that 
boys were more likely than girls to choose current war news, 
political features, and lead articles than girls.10 

Meine reports a similar study of the media behavior of 1200 
white children in New Jersey in grades 7-12. He reports "girls 
markedly less interested in news than are boys ... on all grade and 
intelligence levels." He also demonstrates much less discussion of 
news with others among girls.11 

Brown reports an inquiry conducted among 2500 children in 
grades 5, 8, 10, and 12 in 1936. Children were asked to check the 
type of radio program they enjoyed. At each grade level, boys 
showed more interest than girls in programs of news and politics.12 

Sterner summarizes many studies of children's preferences for 
radio, motion picture and printed media and describes an in­
vestigation of her own conducted in a New Jersey high school.13 

While the studies are not consistent, sex differences of the type 
already described appear frequently in these studies and are also 
documented in her inquiry. 

Another crude index of political part1c1pation is provided 
by knowledge of political phenomena. If opportunity and in­
tellectual capacity to absorb such knowledge are equal among 
different groups of children, it is reasonable to regard dif­
ferential levels of knowledge as indicative of degrees of involve­
ment. 
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:\ study oi this type was conducted during the Twenties by 
Hurtc•n. \\'nh the aid of a number of collaborators, "an inventory 
in t< >lllmunity civi(s" was administered to about 8ooo Americatt 
children. most of whom were in the sixth grade. By purposiv~ 
sck,tiun ui sdwols, the sample was intended to cover a wide rang~ 
of c,c•n••rni,· kvcls, ethnic groups, regions and rural-urban residences. 
Comp.nisons lx:tween the sexes tl'itlzin the same schools and social 
c:ttc.!.!orics n1uatc crudely for opportunity and capacity. If we re. 
st rilt ourselves to the battery in the inventory with political clectio11 
ton tent. i.e., knowkdge of such concepts as candidate, polling place, 
pol it icd p;tny. ballot, platform, primary election, etc., boys at every 
_!.!Ltdc level from 5th tO l)th grade, show COnsistent SUperiority itt 
political knowkdgc. 1·1 

I ht.1 oi a similar nature for an older age group are provided by 
;t Fort unc Survey conducted on a national sample of high sch0o1 
youth . .-\n information test containing political items was included, 
Boys \\Trc found to he much better informed about politics than 
girls. 1 ~• 

\Vhik such indicators may be taken as precursors of politica.I 

participation, they may appear somewhat approximate to th~ 

reader. \V c turn therefore to a series of studies in which th~ 

indicators of political participation arc much more directly 

political in nature. In the work of Remmers and his associates, 

we have a long continuing series of surveys conducted among 

samples of about 3ooo high school youth, constructed by pur. 

posive methods so as to approximate the high school population 

of the United States. In these studies we find much valuable 

material bearing on all three areas of political behavior, and 

we shall retu, n to these data often. For the present, we shall 

cite some diflerentiations demonstrated In participation for 

sub-groups of youth.16 

In a survey conducted in October, 1952, Remmers reports 

certain c1uestions on interest in the 1952 presidential election for 

various groups of children. The data are presented in Table I. 

While the sex differences are negligible, the socio-economic· 

differences closely parallel adult findings. 
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Comparative data for Germany on sex differences in political 
participation are provided by three surveys conducted in 1953, 
1954 and 1955 by the EMNID Institute for Opinion Research.18 

Samples of about 1500 cases representing the population of 
German youth, aged 15 to 24, living in West Germany, were 
interviewed. A series of findings based on the pooled samples 
from the several inquiries document the lesser political par­
ticipation of girls. One measure is a direct question on interest; 
the other measures are more approximate. 

Table 1. Differential Political Participation in the 1952 
Presidential Campaign Among Sub-Groups of High School 
Youth17 

"How closely have you been following the political conventions 
and speeches this year?" 

Per Cent Reporting 
"Hardly of all" N 

Sex 

Boys 28 1535 
Girls 29 1465 

Closs of Parents 

Mother completed college 16 374 
Mother completed only grade school 36 1546 

Family income low 42 859 
Family income medium 25 1827 
Family income high 14 314 

Political Orientation 

Demonstrations that the left-right ideological cleavage and 
t~e Republican vs. Democratic patterns of voting, reported for 
~~fferent adult groups find their correspondence in childhood 

tfferences is readily available from other surveys. 
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Table 2. Sex Differences by Percentage Among German 
Youth in Political Interest 

Interest in politics 

No opinion on tho nature of Notional Socialism 

No opinion on Hitler's qualities 

No opinion on nature of diolecticol materialism 

No knowledge of Gorman government officials 

Boys 

50 

35 
31 

79 

5 

Girls 

23 

52 

44 
85 
13 

Remmers in a variety of surveys provides evidence on political 
orientation among different sub-groups of youth. In Table 3 below 
we present data from his 1952 election study bearing on youth's 
preference for presidential candidates. Juxtaposed against these data 
we present parallel data for adults based on the Survey Research 
Center's i(J')2 election study and unpublished material.10 In eval­
uating the comparison, the reader must keep in mind unknown 
diflerences in the universes sampled (other than age), and differ­
ences in procedure and classification categories. But taken broadly 

Table 3. Presidential Preferences in 1952 Among Parallel 
Sub-Groups of Youth and Adults20 

Education of Mother (Youth) 

or Respondent (Adults) 

Grade School 

High School 

College 

Place of Residence 

Rural 

Urban (Youth) or cities 

and towns (Adults) 

Income 

Low (Youth) or under 

$2000 (Adults) 

Medium (Youth) or 

$2000-$5000 (Adults) 

High (Youth) or 

aver $5000 (Adults) 

PER CENT WHO ARE IN FAVOR OF EISENHOWER 
Purdue Youth Panel Michigan Adult Survey 

50 

66 

70 

60 

57 

46 

62 

70 

(1546) 

(1089) 

(374) 

(1213) 

(1787) 

(859) 

(1827) 

(314) 

46 

55 

71 

58 

53 

47 

50 

65 

(660) 
(712) 

(238) 

(248) 

(1366) 

(315) 

(852) 

(415) 
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the findings are so similar that one can conclude that social dif­
ferentiations in voting preference are almost complete at the pre­
adult level. 

A similar analysis is presented for the 1956 election based 
on Remmers' youth data and Michigan adult data. 

Table 4. Presidential Preferences in 1956 Among Parallel 
Sub-Groups of Youth and Adults21 

PER CENT WHO ARE IN FAVOR OF EISENHOWER 
Purdue Youth Panel Michigan Adult Survey 

Education of Mother (Youth) 
or Respondent (Adults) 

Grade School 47 (1101) 58 (521) 

High School 59 (732) 59 (890) 

College 66 (168) 68 (331) 

Place of Residence 
Rural 46 (678) 58 (635) 

Urban (Youth) or cities 
and towns (Adults) 56 (1319) 62 (1137) 

Economic level 

Low (Youth) 40 (485) 58 (328) 

Medium (Youth) 58 (1131) 60 (698) 

High (Youth) 58 (383) 63 (614) 

Party preference, although highly relevant to our analysis, 
represents a rather specialized area of orientation. If we take 
instead the broader realm of ideology, an equivalent demonstra­
tion is available. We take only a few selected items from 
Remmers, all in the area of government control of economic 
life, because of the availability of comparative data on adults. 

The comparative data for American adults can again pro­
vide some evidence on the developmental curve for such dif­
ferentiation in political orientation. Since the data are not 
exactly comparable we shall treat it textually. In Centers' in­
quiry in 1945 on a national sample of white adult males, on a 
question of government ownership of mines, factories and in­

dustries, approval was voiced by 33% of unskilled labor as 
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Table 5. Differing Political Orientations Among High 
School Youth from Different Classes22 

WHERE MOTHER 
COMPLETED PARENT'S INCOMES 

Grado THAT ARE 
School Collogo Low Medium High 

Government should have control 

of railroads and airlines 26% 13% 26% 18% 11% 
Basic industries like mining 

and r.1anufacturing should 

be .:>wned by government 21 15 21 17 14 

Banks and credit mechanism 

should be run by government 25 20 25 21 22 
N 1590 312 840 1862 298 

against r 1% approval from business, professional and white 
collar workers.z:1 In a question asked by the National Opinion 
Research Center of a national sample in 1950 on the general 
issue of whether or not there was too much government control 

of private industry, 31% of the college educated felt there was 
too much control, whereas only r8% of the grammar school 
group felt there was too much control.2 ·1 Clearly, the order of 
magnitude of the differences is much the same for the youth 
and for adults. 

Equivalent findings covering a wider ideological spectrum are 
available in other work by Remmers. With respect to the realm 
of class conflict, e.g., approval and support of unions, the self­
interest or class interest of businessmen, and subjective class iden­
tification, youth from lower income, less education and families in 
lower occupational strata differ in the expected direction. The dif­
ferences approximate about ten percentage points in most cases and 
nse in the case of class identification to a difference of about 25 
percentage points.2 5 

A-? equivalent demonstration of different ideologies among youth 
commg from families of different social position is available in a 
study by Centers conducted on a sample of about 1000 high school 
children in a small Eastern city in 1947.26 Pro-labor attitudes and 
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approval of "collectivism" were much more characteristic of lower 
occupational strata. 

Roper provides similar evidence from a national survey of high 
school students. The children of the poorer classes and from lower 
occupational groups are more favorable to unions, although Roper 
stresses the degree of pro-union sentiment which even characterizes 
the wealthier children.27 

Evidence that class differences in political orientation manifest 
themselves at even younger ages is available in a 1939 study by 
Davidson. A group of 102 children, ranging from 9 to 13 years in 
age, average age of II, were selected from two specialized New 
York City schools which served a homogeneous population of sup­
erior intelligence (average I.Q. of the sample being 143). Children 
were divided by income level of family into groups ranging from 
under $1500 annual income to over $1o,ooo in income; scores on a 
variety of social attitudes were examined. The poorer children were 
significantly more liberal than the wealthy on a majority of the 
scales, although the exact relationship was curvilinear with the 
middle income group adopting the most liberal position. Whether 
socialization of political ideology would occur at such an early age 
for children of lesser intelligence is doubtful. Very intelligent 
children might well be quicker to grasp the complexities of politics, 
particularly under conditions where a specialized curriculum might 
emphasize political issues. Our discussion below of the lack of an 
ideological position in ordinary children of this age is relevant (see 
p. 47).28 

Authoritarian-Denaoeratie Tretads 

The psychological study of authoritarian or democratic 
tendencies can occur at several levels. At the manifest level, 
authoritarian tendencies would involve the endorsement of the 
principles associated with a particular kind of political process 
-such as the restriction on civil liberties, the reduction of 
popular government and the rise of dictatorial power, the mis-

29 



POLITICAL SOCIALIZATION 

treatment of minorities, etc. Such tendencies could then be the 
subject of refined analyses to determine their distribution in 
given population groups, their other correlates, the underlying 
learning process, etc. 

Historically, one direction such refined analysis has taken 
has been to sec such tendencies, such political attitudes, as 
reflections of a more underlying personality structure, a more 
fundamental value system. Thus. in The Authoritarian Per­
sonality, the most elaborate and distinguished work of this type, 
the F scale involved a series of (jUestions designed to measure 
implicit anti-democratic or fascistic tenclencies.:m 

It should be noted that the scale contained little that in 
the strict idt·ological sense would constitute manifestations of 
fascism, anti-democracy, or endorsement of political authori­
tarianism. Instead, it contained items to measure such processes 
as "projectivity," "superstition and stereotypy," "anti-intracep­
tion," "sex," "destructiveness and cynicism," etc. The connec­
tions between these levels of personality and political behavior 
may be posited on the basis of an elaborate theory or demon­

strated through empirical methods. 
It is not our intention to deny this connection, but it is 

our concern to keep the distinction in mind and not to affirm 
the connection prematurely. If we ignore the distinction and 
use these two levels interchangeably, as in recent practice, we 
may not only do injustice to the facts, but will neglect a funda­
mental problem in the psychology of politics-namely, the con­
nection between personality and politics. Therefore, we shall 
proceed as follows: In this section we shall present data on the 
socialization of individuals with respect to attitudes that are 
manifest aspects of political authoritarianism and also with 
respect to tendencies that have been regarded as the implicit 
or potential basis for authoritarianism. Thus, without prejudging 
the equivalence of the two realms we shall be sure to have 
comprehensive empirical data on the developmental aspects of 
authoritarianism. 
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We shall treat first the implicit level of authoritarianism. 
A number of studies have established variations in these ten­
dencies among sub-groups of adults-notably that the less 
educated and lower class are more authoritarian.30 Therefore, 
we shall present some data from surveys by Remmers and his 
associates in which items approximating those used in F-scales 
were applied to samples of youth. These items are selected for 
their correspondence to items on which parallel breakdowns exist 
for national samples of adults. (See Table 6 on the next page.) 

Presenting variations in such phenomena for pre-adult 
groups may appear to the reader somewhat labored for the 
notion is inherent in the theory that authoritarianism derives 
from certain patterns of early experience within the family. 
Nevertheless, we shall present such data for a number of reasons. 
In the major studies that have been conducted samples of adults 
have been used. Consequently, there is little empirical evidence 
on the actual end-product: authoritarianism, in children. More­
over, whatever data have been presented on social differences 
in authoritarianism have been for adults, and there was no 
explicit formulation in the original work as to the variations to 
be expected among classes in the kinds of child rearing which 
would produce authoritarian tendencies. Finally, in certain 
studies, authoritarianism has been seen as emergent from strains 
inherent in the structural situation of adults31 and consequently, 
the contribution of pre-adult experience remains undocumented. 

The data presented thus far are only a small portion of 
the available youth data. To convey the character of the general 
findings, we shall summarize them. By inspection, we find at 
least 12 other questions closely parallel to the contents of the 
original F-scale.32 The differences obtained for children from 
educated and uneducated mothers on these items range from 
13% in the expected direction down to one difference of 2% 
in the direction contrary to our hypothesis, and have a median 
value of 6 percentage points greater authoritarianism among 

children of the uneducated. 
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Table 6. "Implicit" Authoritarianism Among Parallel 
Sub-Groups of Youth and Adults=1:~ 

(Remmers) Thoro will always be 

strang groups and weak groups, 
and it is best that the strong 
continue to dominate the week 

lNORC) There ore two kinds of 

people in the world; tho weak 

and the strong 

{Remmers) Obedience and respect 

for authority are the most 

important virtues that children 

should learn 

{NORC) The most important thing 

to teach children is absolute 

obedience to their parents 

(Remmers) What this country needs 
most is a few strong, courageous, 

tireless leaders in whom the 
people can put their faith 

(NORC) Any good leader should 

be strict with people under him 

in order to gain their respect 

N 

PER CENT ENDORSING PARTICULAR 
ITEM AMONG SUB-GROUPS 

Purdue Youth Panel 
Whore Mothers 

Completed 
Grado 
School Col/ego 

24 16 

83 66 

65 63 

1546 374 

NORC Adult 
Surveys Respond­

ents Completed 
Grade 
School College 

71 30 

80 35 

66 36 

540 217 

We turn now to the manifest level of authoritarianism. 
In work on adults it has been established that the less educated 
and lower class are more intolerant in the civil liberties realm 
and more prejudiced with respect to the treatment of minor­
ities.34 

Again, we shall present equivalent data for sub-groups of 
youth, taken from surveys by Remmers and associates. In 
Table 7 we juxtapose youth and adult breakdowns. The reader 
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should keep in mind the fact that differences between the 
two populations may reflect the time period at which the sur­
veys were done, since opinion has been especially volatile in 
this area. In choosing questions we have, however, tried to keep 
the time gap between the surveys at a minimum wherever 
there was a range to choose from in the adult surveys. The 
youth data are from 1951, and the dates for the adult surveys 
are indicated. 

Table 7. Intolerance of Nonconformity for Parallel Sub­
Groups of Youth and AdultsaG 

PER CENT ENDORSING PROPOSITION 
AMONG SUB-GROUPS FROM 

(Remmers) Communist Party 

Members36 should not be 

allowed to speak on the radio 
(1953 Adult) Communist Party 

Members36 should not be 

allowed to speak on the radio 

(Remmers) Schools should not 

contrast workings of 
democracy and communism 

(1949 Adult) Should not be discussion 
of Communism in college classes 

(Remmers) Teachers should be 
required to sign 

non-Communist oath 

Purdue Youth Panel 
Where Mothers 

Completed 
Grade 
School College 

66 64 

! 23 12 

66 69 

(1949 Adult) Communist Party Members 
should be allowed to teach 

(Remmers) Government should 
prohibit some people from 

making public speeches 
(1953 Adult) Freedom of speech 

should be restricted 

31 

Adult Data 
Respondents 
Completed 

Grade 
School College 

73 55 

28 12 

12 27 

26 14 
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:\jl,trt fr,,m tc,kLtncc of nonconformity, Remmers presents 

.1 l"n.:..: h.tt tny ()f item-, hearing on traditional constitutional 
1:/·a:u·,. c.,:_: .• trcnlum ui the press, freedom of religious worship, 

the 1 t,:._:ltt tc 1 t rt.t! hy i ury and to be represented by counsel, the 

i·.qw "' llllLtwful sc:trch without warrant, habeas corpus, pro­

t cct tc 111 .t.t.:.ltmt "third Jcgrec," the right to withhold testimony on 

.:..:rc,ttncl cd ... cit IIJcnmination, etc Examining the series of items 

fen ·,uh .~rc>~q) ditTncnccs, one can summarize the findings as 

fcdlc'\'": -,ex cltiTncnccs arc inconsistent in direction, and 

11e .:..: It hk 111 rn.1g 11 it udc; the South tends to be more intolerant 

ex( cpt on rdtgious liberties; di!Tcrences by parental income or 

nluc:ttion tend to be moderate but consistent in showing that 

the y()ut h of better educated and higher income families are 

rn()rc lihcruri:m; urban youth arc more liberal.37 

The findings at the adult level tend to be in agreement: 

The urlnrt, the better educated, the upper classes, and non­

Sc Jllt hcrn arc more tolerant. However, adult women have been 

found to he moderately hut consistently less tolerantll8 

A nurnlwr of other questions used by Remmers bear on the 

tot;t\ constellation that we might label endorsement of authori­

tari:tn \'s. democratic principks. In addition to the attitudes on 
1 raditional liberties, and tolerance for nonconformists, some items 
011 the rolt.· of the public in governmental decisions were asked, 

e.g., the wdfare of the state over the individual, the incom­

pctcnc<: of th<: public, etc. Again youth from the South, the less 

cd ucatcd and lower income families are more anti-democratic.89 

Onc flnal battery bears on the manifest level of authori­

tarianism, a serics of questions on excessive nationalism, "super­

patriotism," <:thnocentrism. Again youth from rural areas, the 

South, the lcss educated and lower income families are more 

likely to endorse these principles.40 

It is clear that in all three areas of inquiry, political par­

ticipation, political orientation, and authoritarian vs. democratic 

tendencies, differences among adults have their origins in earlier 

stages of development. Most of the data thus far presented are 
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for the high school age groups so the general point of origin 
of these developmental sequences is for the moment hard to 
establish. However, for political participation, the sex differentia­
tion is observed at a very early age. 

When one examines the clarity of findings in the different 
areas of political behavior, certain distinctions are worthy of 
note. The adult pattern that seems established in most complete 
form in earlier life is that of party affiliation. The logically 
congruent area of ideology is less differentiated suggesting that 
party loyalty because of the simplicity of symbols involved or 
because of greater direct indoctrination or the lesser range of 
alternatives available is more readily transmitted in the course 
of socialization. This argument will be greatly strengthened by 
other evidence to be presented below. However, the implications 
are so significant that the finding warrants special emphasis at 
this point in our treatment. No matter how well individuals 
were socialized into any particular ideological position in child­
hood, such a mode of preparation for adult politics would be 
inadequate. New issues continually emerge on the political scene. 
Certainly many of these might resemble or fall within some 
ideological realm on which the individual had earlier been 
socialized. But many others would be novel, and the adult would 
have to face them without preparation. However, insofar as the 
individual had developed an abiding loyalty to some political 
party, it would constitute an organizing principle for these 
issues. The party, rather than the inherent connections between 
new and old issues, would define the correct position. Thus 
crucial to socialization as a mechanism of preparation for con­
fronting political issues is socialization into party, and this very 
fact seems borne out by our data. 

A paradoxical finding is that authoritarianism conceived as 
a fundamental constellation at the motivational or personality 
level is least well differentiated among sub-groups of youth. The 
patterning of manifest authoritarian principles and ideological 
positions among sub-groups is more completely established. Yet 
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.\j•.trt fr,,m tc,kr.tncc: oi nonconformity, Remmers ~r~ents 
.1 l" r 1" lull c n "f i tcm:-. bc:ari rw on traditional constlttltlonal 

....... . b h' 
l:l•o·tu· .. c.:2: .. frcnl()m ui the: press, freedom of religious wors tp, 

the r i.:2:ht ,·,, tn.d by jury and to be represented by counsel, the 
i· ... .tt(" '.t utd.t\\'t.ul search without warrant, habeas corpus, pro­

tccttllll .tg.tinq "third Jcgree," the right to withhold testimo~yon 
,:..!rc,und .,f -.elf innimination, etc Examining the series of Items 

f," ·.uh gr"ul' differences, one can summarize the findings as 
fc.Jl"\',,:· "·x clitTcrc:nces arc inconsistent in direction, and 

rH·.:..!lthk 111 m.tgnitude: the South tends to be more intolerant 

t'X< ~"jll ort rcltgicllts lihertic:s; difTcrcnccs by parental income or 
nluctt ic 111 tend to he moderate but consistent in showing that 

the youth of better educated and higher income families are 

rnore lihert;nian: urban youth arc more liberal.37 

The findings at the atlult level tend to be in agreement: 

The 11 rha n, the better educated, the upper classes, and non· 

Southern arc more tolerant. However, adult women have been 

found to be moderately hut consistently less tolerant.ll8 

A number of other questions used by Remmers bear on the 
total constellation that we might label endorsement of authori· 

tarian vs. democratic principles. In addition to the attitudes on 

traditional liberties, and tolerance for nonconformists, some items 

on the role.· of the public in governmental decisions were asked, 

e.g., tht: welfare of the state over the individual, the incom· 

pctcnct: of tht: public, etc. Again youth from the South, the less 

ed ucatcd and lower income families are more anti-democratic.59 

Ont: final battery bears on the manifest level of authori· 

tarianism, a series of questions on excessive nationalism, "super· 
patriotism," ethnocentrism. Again youth from rural areas, the 

South, the less educated and lower income families are more 

likely to endorse these principles.40 

. . It is clear that in all three areas of inquiry, politica~ par· 
ttctpation, political orientation, and authoritarian vs. democratic 

tendencies, differences among adults have their origins in earlier 

stages of development. Most of the data thus far presented are 
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for the high school age groups so the general point of origin 
of these developmental sequences is for the moment hard to 
establish. However, for political participation, the sex differentia­
tion is observed at a very early age. 

When one examines the clarity of findings in the different 
areas of political behavior, certain distinctions are worthy of 
note. The adult pattern that seems established in most complete 
form in earlier life is that of party affiliation. The logically 
congruent area of ideology is less differentiated suggesting that 
party loyalty because of the simplicity of symbols involved or 
because of greater direct indoctrination or the lesser range of 
alternatives available is more readily transmitted in the course 
of socialization. This argument will be greatly strengthened by 
other evidence to be presented below. However, the implications 
are so significant that the finding warrants special emphasis at 
this point in our treatment. No matter how well individuals 
were socialized into any particular ideological position in child­
hood, such a mode of preparation for adult politics would be 
inadequate. New issues continually emerge on the political scene. 
Certainly many of these might resemble or fall within some 
ideological realm on which the individual had earlier been 
socialized. But many others would be novel, and the adult would 
have to face them without preparation. However, insofar as the 
individual had developed an abiding loyalty to some political 
party, it would constitute an organizing principle for these 
issues. The party, rather than the inherent connections between 
new and old issues, would define the correct position. Thus 
crucial to socialization as a mechanism of preparation for con­
fronting political issues is socialization into party, and this very 
fact seems borne out by our data. 

A paradoxical finding is that authoritarianism conceived as 
a fundamental constellation at the motivational or personality 
level is least well differentiated among sub-groups of youth. The 
patterning of manifest authoritarian principles and ideological 
positions among sub-groups is more completely established. Yet 
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· the usual view of the problem is that these manifestations are 
derivative from personality processes established in childhood. 
The data suggcst, to the contrary, that perhaps such "implicit 
authoritarianism" may emerge from factors present in the ex­
perience of adults and that idcological aspects of authoritarianism 
may he transmitted directly, without benefit of fundamental 

• reorganization of the personality. 
\V e turn now to some data on the processes of socialization. 
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Processes Underlying 

the Establislunent of Particular 

Socialization Patterns 

3 We shall present data first on growth of these patterns 
over time, and thereafter turn to evidence on the agencies in­
volved. In a classic formulation many years ago, Gordon Allport 
suggested that there are four conditions characterizing the 
formation of attitudes.1 Attitudes emerge through (1) the ac­
cumulation and accretion of experiences, then become more 
specific through (2) the individuation or differentiation of earlier 
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diJTu-,e .tttitudes in the face of experience and/or (3) through 

the "'-currcn.:e of tr;Iuma andjor (4) through adoption directly 

f rc J!Jl !'·trent'>. teacher'>. peers and other individuals. We may 
well l!'>c thi-, cl.t'>'>ic formulation as a model in exploring certain 

prohkm .... The fuurth condition will be treated later under the 

hc:td i 11 L! ()f the ;tgcncie~ of socialization. The three others will 
he trc.t.tccl IHJ\..-. ·i·he model of attitude formation implied under 

the hc.llling of "tr;tuma" suggests abrupt formation at some 

di,cretc point in time. By contrast. accretion of experience and 

individuation suggest more gradual development. While Allport 

;tr g uc-; the re k va nee of all four modes of attitudes formation, the 

d.tLI we h.tve presented thus Ltr give greater weight to the forma­

ri()n of p()litiul behavior through gradual socialization.Nowwe 

shall present more detailed data hearing directly on the problem. 

\\. c shall first present evidence from the study of succmive 

age lc·t'd.• for youth in the aggrc:gate, that is, without regard for 

t hc specific sub-groups from which the children come. As will 

hc notcd, the data on political orientation have to be handled 

ditTcrcntly irom thc data on political participation. Thus, we 

shall he ahk to characterize broadly the developmental process 

although thc dcsigns do not work to demonstrate with growth 

t hc i ncreascd polarization of the br.havior of contrasted groups 

of youth. This method, however, sutTers from limitations due to 

thc usc of di{lac:nt children to establish the features of given 

stagcs of development. Consequently, we shall turn ultimately 

to <.]Liantitative data from the longitudinal study of tlze same 

individuals and qualitative and clinical data on given individuals 

treated as case studies of political development. 

DevelopDJent of Political 
Participation 1vith .tlge 

In Remmers' surveys it is possible to describe the develop­

mental process for participation by comparing youth groups in 
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different grades in school. By this means we can establish the 
sequence for groups ranging in age from about 13 to 18. Because 
of the well established fact of differential drop-out from school 
of children of the lower classes and drop-out for other causes, 
e.g., scholarship, the comparisons are not as well controlled as 
one would like.2 However, in certain instances the effect of 
such a factor on the findings can be inferred and may even 
make the comparisons more compelling. 

In Table 8 we demonstrate a consistent increase in par­
ticipation with year in high school. 

Table 8. Differential Interest in the 1952 Presidential 
Election with Year in SchoolS 

Per Cent Who Have 
Followed Political 

Grade Campaign "Hardly at All" N 

Nine 35 870 
Ten 31 810 
Eleven 24 690 
Twelve 22 630 

It should be noted that, while interest or partiCipation 
mounts regularly throughout the high school years, interest is 
considerable even in the youngest group-about age thirteen. 
We shall have to seek the origins of such behavior in other 
source materials tapping still younger age groups. So that the 
reader can evaluate the magnitude of these findings on par­
ticipation or non-participation, we present some equivalent data 
on adults. 

In the Survey Research Center's election study in 1952, an 
almost identical measure of participation was asked: "Would you 
say that you have been very much interested, somewhat interested, 
or not much interested in following the political campaigns so far 
this year?" 
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The results for the national sample of adults were as follows:" 

Very much Interested 
Somewhat interested 
Not much interested 

37% 
34 
28 

100% 
N = 1614 

The parallel between youth and adult data is clear. 

Comparative data documenting the gradual growth of 
\?Ot\.t\.~~\\ t\\.tcte.st ~\tc ~'1~\.\~b\c hom th~ 'EMN\D \nq_uiP[ among 

German youth.11 Among those aged 15-18, 27°/0 express \nttt~t 
in politics~ amon~ those 1R to 21, 3cl/o express interest; among 

t hor..e 11 to 2'), 4t{flo express \\\\.en~s\.. . 

U . . \\ \'~o\\.t\C~\\ know\edge as a crude 1nd.ex. oi 
~\\\~ scnrcs o . 

. . . \ ious\v c\ted stud'i b'i 'Button \)tOVld.es data 
\v,ut'..:'\'~\\.\o\\, \ 1r prcv 1 • 
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\ l\ \'l\\.'1\:~"""' '-'" ,h·,·r l\\'1\\\t'\\\~ \ 

l'sing !'\.tclh:l 

ti'-ip.lti<>ll, '1.'\.'C L:lll 

pr"ccssc:s f rotn the 

the use of various news' sources for data on . 
}..\ci.nc prcsc~ts sc.hool. We may take attentlOn to news as a 

~\,\1ncnt grades 10 . ·pation For grades 11-12, 286 news sources 
£ part\C\ · £ 

\ r \\l \t.· \ n~\\c a tor 0 respondents, whereas or grades lj-101 114 
. \ \)cr 1 oo . d h ' d o 

~\H.' \\\\.'\\\.\'-mel • )ndents are menuone , w ereas 10r gra es 7-o, 
. ·t , '-'o tt:S\)<- · ned per 10o respondents. 

~\\\\\(\.'':\ \~ . "{C \\'\cnt\0 
l ~ .;.\.)\\t(C':\ •' 

\ ,,,\\' \ '' - . t'ne specific newspaper features read at 
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\ . .,\s~'~ '- \'e rematt'. · . 1 \ ''\ 
}..· c\\\C •• ·\evc\s. _t'\.S _1 \ "t'n \ncreasmg age are neary at 
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serious items," such as "foreign news," "local and state political 
events," "editorials," "national politics," etc. So, too, he notes in­
creased frequency of exposure to newspapers with age. 

Parallel data are presented in Brown's early study of radio pref­
erences. Comparing enjoyment of news and political programs for 
successive grades it is demonstrated that there is a rapid rise in 
interest between Grades 5 and 8, and thereafter the increase is 
small. Here again interest develops gradually and relatively early.8 

Using identification with public figures as an index of involve­
ment with politics, Hill's study provides data on developmental pro­
cesses. Such identification rises progressively as one goes from age 6 
through the high school period.0 

These findings of gradual growth of political participation 
with age are confirmed by a large scale comparative study con­
ducted in Sweden by Husen.10 

A sample of 1000 male youth, aged 16-22 were drawn from the 
population of applicants for position as volunteer recruits for the 
Swedish Armed Forces in 1942. A variety of indices of political 
participation based on media behavior can be examined for succes­
sive age levels. In summary form, certain of these data are presented 
in Table 9 on page 44· 

The reader will note that the numbers of cases in the ex­
treme groups, the youngest and oldest age categories, are small 
and these should be discounted somewhat. Inspecting these in­
dices of participation one notes again the same basic findings as 
heretofore presented: The beginnings of participation must be 
sought in relatively early childhood years, for already by age 16, 
the phenomenon appears to be well formed, and not very 
disparate from the adult level manifested by the group in their 
twenties. The growth of participation within these years is 
gradual and continuous. Taking the groups from 17 to 21 years 
of age, the increments tend to be small but progressive on 
these indices. On what is perhaps the most incisive of these 

43 



POLITICAL SOCIALIZATION 

Table 9. Growth of Political Participation with Age 
Among Male Youth in Sweden 11 

Ages 
16-17 
17-18 

18-19 
19-20 

20-21 
Over 21 

16-17 
17-18 

18-19 
19-20 
20-21 

Over 21 

16-17 
17-18 

18-19 
19-20 
20-21 
Over 21 

Per Cent Reading One or 
More Newspapers Every Day 

92.0 
83.5 
83.8 

83.3 
88.1 

89.3 

Per Cent 
Read Editorials 

2.9 
2.6 
3.4 

3.9 
4.4 
6.7 

Per Cent Who Can Identify Tho 
Political Orientation of Their Newspaper 

20.0 
14.2 
16.7 
20.9 

20.0 
40.0 

Table 10. Growth of Membership in Political Organiza­
tions with Age for Youth in Sweden12 

Per Cent Who 
Are Members of 

Ages Political Organizations N 

16-17 4.8 21 
17-18 7.2 251 
18-19 9.7 185 
19-20 13.0 123 
20-21 13.3 90 
Over 21 11.4 44 
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approximate measures of political participation, the awareness 
of the political tone of a communication medium, the findings 

are the clearest of all. 
Husen presents one other datum which is a direct measure 

of political participation, membership in youth political organiza­
tions. The growth of such membership with age is presented 
in Table IO. 

On this most relevant index, the data clearly show a 
progressive growth of such participation through the teen years. 
The inversion at ages over 2I, may either be a function of the 
small numbers, or indicative of the fact that political youth 
organizations no longer provide for this older age category to the 
same degree as they do for the earlier age groups. Again, it 
should be noted that the youngest are groups are not so disparate 
from the older ones, indicating that the point of origin of such 
phenomena must be sought in still earlier years. 

Development of Political 
Orientation with Age 

In heterogeneous universes, specific political orientations 
would naturally develop with age in diverse directions ~e­
pendent on the specific factors present in the life of the 1?­
dividual. Thus, in the aggregate any developmental trends. 1n 
orientation would be obscured if the content of the orientauon 
were used as the index. However, what we can substitute for 
our purposes in studying the development of orientations for a 
large and heterogeneous aggregate is the formation of any 

. . th . th no onentatlon, at 1s, the presence of some view rather an , 
view. We shall present varied data of this type from Remmers 
surveys using the "don't know" or "undecided" response as an 
index of the absence of orientation. Selected data are presented 

in Table I I on page 46. 
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Table 11. The Development of Political Orientations as 
Indicated by the Absence of Views Among Youth of 
Different Ages1a 

Government should control railroads 

Mining and manufacturing 

should be owned by government 

Banks and credit mechanisms 

should be run by government 

Government should abolish 

rights of inheritance 

Modern society moved chiefly 

by desire for profit 

History essentially involves 

class conficts 

Right to strike should be abolished 

Relative self-interest of 

businessmen vs- workers 

PER CENT UNDECIDED AMONG 

Nino 

17 

16 

15 

20 

30 

21 
26 

53 

YOUTHS IN GRADES 

Ten Eleven Twelve 

17 

13 

14 

21 

27 

18 

24 

52 

15 

12 

12 

16 

20 

12 
18 

45 

11 

11 

9 

16 

18 

12 
16 

48 

It is clear that there is a gradual, increasing absorption of 
some ideological point of view with progress through high 
school. In evaluating the magnitude of the "undecided" category, 
one must have some frame of reference for the adult level. Just 
as in the case of youth, the size of the "undecided" category 
among adults varies with the issue posed. However, over a 
large range of issues, 10% of adult national samples would cer­
tainly be a conservative estimate of the size of the category. Thus 
it is clear that the absorption of political orientation has 
progressed close to its maximum level by the last year in high 
schooL It is also clear that even in the first year of high school, 
absorption of an orientation has gone quite far-

Similar findings, on a smaller scale, but for a comparative 
context are available from a study of a small rural community 
in Australia. Fifty children of both sexes, having a median age 
of I I were studied_ A battery of nine ideological issues was used 
and an "absorption index" was computed, by counting the 
number of items on which the child expressed a definite view. 
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In evaluating these data, it should be noted that in contrast with 
the national data on United States youth, the Australian study 
dealt with a social setting that was homogeneous with a well 
defined political atmosphere. Consequently, one might expect 
an accelerated development of a consistent ideology, because 
of the lack of cross-currents and ambiguities in the scene. Oeser 
and Emery express the fact of the increasing absorption with 
age by computing a coefficient of association which has a value 
of ·45· They note that prior to age IO, absorption is low. 

In both the Australian and Remmers data, one notes that 
variations in the presence or absence of a view are dependent on 
the ideological area examined. Thus, for example, Oeser and 
Emery remark that preferences with respect to the distribution 
of social power among the classes, and with respect to internal 
group structure, occur at a late stage. Similarly, Remmer's data 
in Table I I demonstrate that the area of class conflict also has 
the highest undecided level. Presumably with additional data, 
one could establish different developmental rates for given 
ideological areas. 

This finding that different aspects of political orientation 
develop at different rates, and the earlier finding that different 
types of authoritarianism develop in different ways, underscore 
the general point made initially. One of the very virtues of the 
great diversity of data available for an inventory is that we are 
prevented from overgeneralizing a specific finding on a specific 
indicator of a very wide realm of behavior. Our finding of 
differences in rates and patterns of development may appear 
paradoxical and seem to require some explanation. But, in reality, 
it may not call for any involved explanation at all. Upon reflec­
tion, why should one expect uniform laws of development or 
that socialization will proceed in completely packaged form? 
What might well call for explanation would be the oddity of 
finding a completely packaged uniform pattern of socialization 
for many different aspects of political behavior. Our finding 
only appears paradoxical because we have been victimized by 
the narrowness of the indicators used in primary research on 
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Table 11. The Development of Political Orientations as 
Indicated by the Absence of Views Among Youth of 
Different Ages1 =1 

PER CENT UNDECIDED AMONG 
YOUTHS IN GRADES 

Nino Ton Eleven Twelve 

Government should control railroads 17 17 15 11 
Mining and manufacturing 

should be owned by government 16 13 12 11 

Bonks and credit mechanisms 

should be run by government 15 14 12 9 
Government should abolish 

rights of inheritance 20 21 16 16 
Modern society moved chiefly 

by desire for profit 30 27 20 18 
History essentially involves 

class conficts 21 18 12 12 
Right to strike should be abolished 26 24 18 16 
Relative self-interest of 

businessmen vs. workers 53 52 45 48 

It is clear that there is a gradual, increasing absorption of 
some ideological point of view with progress through high 
school. In evaluating the magnitude of the "undecided" category, 
one must have some frame of reference for the adult level. Just 
as in the case of youth, the size of the "undecided" category 
among adults varies with the issue posed. However, over a 
large range of issues, w% of adult national samples would cer­
tainly be a conservative estimate of the size of the category. Thus 
it is clear that the absorption of political orientation has 
progressed close to its maximum level by the last year in high 
school. It is also clear that even in the first year of high school, 
absorption of an orientation has gone quite far. 

Similar findings, on a smaller scale, but for a comparative 
context are available from a study of a small rural community 
in Australia. Fifty children of both sexes, having a median age 
of I I were studied. A battery of nine ideological issues was used 
and an "absorption index" was computed, by counting the 
number of items on which the child expressed a definite view. 
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In evaluating these data, it should be noted that in contrast with 
the national data on United States youth, the Australian study 
dealt with a social setting that was homogeneous with a well 
defined political atmosphere. Consequendy, one might expect 
an accelerated development of a consistent ideology, because 
of the lack of cross-currents and ambiguities in the scene. Oeser 
and Emery express the fact of the increasing absorption with 
age by computing a coefficient of association which has a value 
of ·45· They note that prior to age IO, absorption is low. 

In both the Australian and Remmers data, one notes that 
variations in the presence or absence of a view are dependent on 
the ideological area examined. Thus, for example, Oeser and 
Emery remark that preferences with respect to the distribution 
of social power among the classes, and with respect to internal 
group structure, occur at a late stage. Similarly, Remmer's data 
in Table I I demonstrate that the area of class conflict also has 
the highest undecided level. Presumably with additional data, 
one could establish different developmental rates for given 
ideological areas. 

This finding that different aspects of political orientation 
develop at different rates, and the earlier finding that different 
types of authoritarianism develop in different ways, underscore 
the general point made initially. One of the very virtues of the 
great diversity of data available for an inventory is that we are 
prevented from overgeneralizing a specific finding on a specific 
indicator of a very wide realm of behavior. Our finding of 
differences in rates and patterns of development may appear 
paradoxical and seem to require some explanation. But, in reality, 
it may not call for any involved explanation at all. Upon reflec­
tion, why should one expect uniform laws of development or 
that socialization will proceed in completely packaged form? 
What might well call for explanation would be the oddity of 
finding a completely packaged uniform pattern of socialization 
for many different aspects of political behavior. Our finding 
only appears paradoxical because we have been victimized by 
the narrowness of the indicators used in primary research on 
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political behavior, by the restriction o£ most political inquiry 
to adults, and by the specilic conventions o£ modern method­
ology. l£ one contemplates the crazy quilt o£ institutions, edu­
cational and socializing agencies impinging on children at 
different points in time, each communicating only a piece o£ the 
whole constellation of political ideas, it is understandable that 
~e various aspects develop at different points in time and in 
different ways. Naturally, when one studies adults, at late stages 

of development, all of the components will already be present 

and ideology will have had time to become integrated. Horowitz, 
who conducted one of the classic investigations of development 
of attitudes in children, within the larger attitude realm whose 
development has been studied most systematically-race attitudes 
-reports many instances of different growth curves for different 

pha.se.s of the general attitude. He further demonstrates that these 
phases become better integrated as the individual ages. To take 
a cue from his findings, when we deal with adults we ar_e much 

I.k 1 t t the model of unitary or generalized at-mare 1 e y o accep . . . 
titudes because at that stage of life there IS IntegratiOn. We then 
deal with a limited number of indicators and we find them 
scalcable, but we should not assume the appropriateness of this 
model and methodology for the study of a wide realm of 
attitude in children.14 

Comparative data for Swedish youth also establish the 
gradual development of political orientation with age.l5 Ap­
proximately woo cases constituting a probability sample of the 
national population of Swedish youth between the ages of I I 

and 29 were asked: "Which do you think is the best party?" 
The findings are presented in Table I2. 

A demonstration of a similar sort is available in Centers' 
inquiry among youth. A battery or scale of questions was used 
to study ideology. In giving a score to each person on this scale, 
the respondent was classified as "indeterminate" in his ideology, 
if his responses to the different items in the scale were not highly 
consistent in their direction. The magnitude of the "indetermi­
nate" category for different age groups is reported and consti-



ESTABLISHING PARTICULAR SOCIALIZATION PATTERNS 

Table 12. Development of Political Orientation as Re­
vealed by the Absence of Views Among Swedish Youth 

Per Cent Undecided 
Age as to Best Party N 

11-12 73 169 
13-15 66 172 
16-18 55 159 
19-21 47 126 
22-24 32 141 
25-27 35 159 

tutes an expression of the growth, not so much of discrete 
attitudes, but of an organized or coherent point of view. The 
data presented in Table I 3 show an increase in the coherence of 
orientation, although it should again be noted that even within 
the youngest age group there is a considerable tendency to have 
unified points of view. 

Table 13. The Development of Coherent Orientations as 
Related to Ageta 

Per Cent of Group 
Falling Into 

Ages "lndeterminofe" Category N 

15 and under 14 165 
16 10 297 
17 13 345 
18 9 128 
19 and over 5 79 

For reasons which will become clear later, data on the growth 
of authoritarian-democratic trends with age will be presented 
in the subsequent discussion of generationsP 
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Agencies of 

Socialization into Polities 

4 Fmemo" among agencies of socialization inb> politics 
is the family. Thus, Gillespie and Allport, on the basis of a large 
scale study of about 2000 youth between the ages of 17 and 22 

representing ten different countries, remark: 

"Youth in all nations anchor their documents within a basic 
family frame. . . . To be sure, the mode of mention differs 
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in cliff . 
th erent cultures .... But the unquestioned fact remams 
ouat the family is the primary social institution in all lands, and 

r data clearly reflect this cultural universal."1 

w 
e turn to specific evidence on the problem. 

1'he Jilqlllily and Political Orientation 

of s~j ~ajo~ class of studies which provides evidence on agents 
terrn.j a .1zation of the individual into politics involve the de-

nation f · h · Wh 0 Intra-family correlations in attitude or be av1or. 
en child 

and ren and their parents are measured independently 
agreements . 1" . I . bl" h . th inferen In po Itlca v1ews are esta 1s ed, 1t supports e 

this _ceh that the family transmits politics to the children. While 
lllentlll~g t appear obvious, it nevertheless needs careful docu-

ation F h 
establ· h · Urt ermore, the degree of such influence can be 

IS ed db 
var1·ed ' an Y proper comparison of these correlations under 

cond· · 
one ca ltlons, for example, for children of different ages, 
central ~~tablis~ subtle features of the socialization process. A 
has to do c~Ity m such studies using heterogeneous populations 
l f wnh the expected value of correlations between pairs 
J tmrelat I . d" . I 

t'r. Jn lVJc uals, who might be in the same social 
stmtum, place of residence, etc., for this may well be a com­

ponent of the total agreement found which has nothing to do 
with intrinsic family influences. In the instance of most of these 
studies, this factor is impossible to estimate and the absolute 
tnagnituclcs must be somewhat discounted.2 

In Chart I, the over-all findings from some of these studies 
apr·c summarized. Much of the chart is taken directly from 

1she ' r s convenient summary.3 

These and other studies establish very clearly a family 
co_rrespondencc in views that are relevant to matters of political 
onentation. Over a great many such correlations from the 

different studies, the median value approximates ·5· The signs, 
almost without exception are never negative. The only negative 
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Chart 1. Past Studies of the Agreement in Politically 
Politically Relevant Views Among Parents and Children4 

Study 

Bassett 

Duffy 

Hirschberg 
and 

Gilliland 

Peterson 

Newcomb 
and 

Svehla 

Fisher 

Remmers 
and 

Weltman 

Helfant 

Sample 

B7 high school 
children and 
their parents 
in a small 
city in 1948 

Dimension 

likelihood of war 

Freshmen in Attitude toward 

1935 at Sarah war 
Lawrence and 

their parents 

200 college Attitude toward 
undergraduates New Deal, "Fascist 
and their Attitudes" 
parents 

Children from Attitude toward 
grades 7-12. New Deal, 
Depending on 
family pair 
involved, Ns 

vary between 
45-89 

Children were 
14 years or 
older, N was 
548 families 

College stu­
dents. About 
150 pairs of 
parents and 
children 

High school 
youth in rural 
Indiana and 
Illinois, 200 
families 

166 high school 
seniors and 
their parents 
in Teaneck, 
N.J. around 
1950 

Government 
Ownership 

Attitude toward 
Communism 

Economic 
Attitudes 

Political items 
and Party 
Preference 

Attitude toward 
war, Russia, and 
international 
affairs 

Findings 

Negative, no significant 
difference between agree­
ment observed and that to 
be expected among random 
pairs of individuals. 

Correlations were negligible. 

Author concludes little or 
no correspondence within 

family. 

R ranges from .4 to .7 
depending on family pair 
and attitude. 

R ranges from .3 to .8 
depending on family pair 
and attitude studied. 

Ranges from .5 to .6 de­
pending on family pair 
studied. 

Correlations range from .1 
to .6 depending on dimen­
sion and family pair studied. 

Poll items have correlations 
of about .7. 
Party preference varies 
betwen .8 and .9. 

On war, correlation with 
father not significantly dif­
ferent from zero, with 
mother .16; on Russia cor­
relations were respectively 
.18 and .28; on international 
relations, correlations were 
respectively .11 and .27. 
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Chart I. (continued) Past Studies of the Agreement in 
Politically Relevant Views Among Parents and Children4 

Study 

Stagner 

Himelhoch 

Morgan 
and 

Remmers 

Harris, 
Remmers, 

and Ellison 

Sample 

100 college 
students and 
their parents 
in 1936 

Dimension 

Ten questions on 
liberalism and 
conservatism; 

Political Party 
Preference 

68 Jewish California "E" 
undergraduates and "F" scales 
at N.Y.U and 
their parents 

Purdue under- Liberalism as 
graduates and measured by 
their parents; Harper's 

depending "Social Study" 
upon pair, N 
varies from 12 

to 17 pairs 

questionnaire 

Over 300 Party preference 
Purdue 
undergraduates 

Findings 

Correlations were not pre­
sented. Plurality of off­
spring more liberal than 
parents; considerable num­
ber mare conservative; 
daughters much more likely 
to deviate in liberal direc­
tion from mothers than sons 
from fathers. On Party 
Preference, agreement with 
parents is exceedingly high. 

On ethnocentrism, C was 
.57. Correlation between 
parents and offspring on F 
(Authoritarianism) was not 

significant. 

Children are more liberal 
than their mothers who are 
more liberal than fathers; 
Father/ child and mother/ 
child correlations are 
between .6 and .7, while 
father/ mother correlation 

is less than .4. 

.46% of the men and 54% 
of the women have same 
party preference as parents, 
in 4 out of 5 families the 
mother and father have the 
same party preference. 

findings bear on the area of war where we might expect the 
larger social climate to be powerful and these are but two 
correlations out of a total of perhaps 100. The import is clear. 
While influence might conceivably flow from child to parent, 
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what is much more likely is that parents are the agents who 
transmit politically relevant attitudes to their children.5 The 
almost complete absence of negative correlations provides con­
siderable evidence against the theory that political attitudes are 
formed generally in terms of rebellion and opposition to parents.6 

While positive, the moderate magnitude of the correlations, 
however, leads to the formulation that parents are only one of 
the many agents of such socialization and that their influence 
is not that great. One finding in the chart deals with authori­
tarianism, rather than with political orientation. In contrast to 
most other findings, the correlation was negligible, underscoring 
the interpretation presented earlier that authoritarianism may 
well emerge in adult life for reasons independent of parental 
factors. Admittedly, the sample is very specialized and many 
factors of experience may have attenuated an earlier corre­
spondence between parent and offspring in authoritarianism. 
However, in this same group, parental influence on ethno­
centrism shows itself in the C of ·57· If the unusual finding on 
authoritarianism were due to some basic attenuating influence 
in this sample, one would expect both correlations to be zero. 

Any single correlation in one of these studies simply estab­
lishes a correspondence between parent and child with respect 
to a discrete attitude. By contrast, our concern is with the 
socialization of the child on a larger realm of attitudes, since only 
then would he be equipped with a sufficiently general orienta­
tion to cope with the variety of future political issues. The series 
of studies presented, however, if taken together do establish that 
such correspondence is achieved not merely for one attitude, 
but for many attitudes. Whether this more general orientation 
deriving from the parents is produced piecemeal by imposing 
one attitude on top of another until a structure is present, or 
by a more synthetic process of transmission of clusters of at­
titudes is not clear from most such studies. Two of the studies 

' however, do shed some light on the problem. Newcomb ex-
amines whether parents transmit a cluster effect or pattern of 
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;tit Itudn ;IIHI finds that this occurs, but is of small magnitude.T 
I lt-lt".llll also finds little evidence of transmission of clusters of 
\"I c \\"~. ~ 

< >nc: otht:r flnding is worthy of special emphasis. The one 
stuJv in which intra-family correlations in party preference are 
available viclds a median value of ·9 in contrast with the usual 
value of .~ for attitudes. In the Stagner study, the same type of 
phc:nomt·non is demonstrated. Again, we have suggestive evi­
dence that the socialization of the individual into a party is a 
much more eli rect process than the socialization of the logically 
congruent area of ideology. Inquiry is called for into the sim­
plicity of such experienced memberships or the greater intensity 
of Indoctrination or the larger consensus and summation of such 
influt·ncc over both family and wider environment or the lesser 
number of alternative options. Perhaps it is as West put it: "A 
man is horn into his political party just as he is born into probable 
f LHLJrc membership in the church of his parents."9 But we 
might \vdl add the query, Why then is a man not born equally 
into the political ideology of his parents? West also implie.~ a 
larger consensus and pressure on this special aspect of political 
orientation when he notes for Plainville that "changes in politics 

occur . . . but a change of party breeds suspicion regarding a 
man's stability of character." 

Apart from the causes of the phenomenon, one conse­
l} uencc of socialization into party is worthy of special attention. 
Mere socialization of the child into a particular attitude or even 
a cluster of atttiudes is bound to be an inadequate mechanism to 
provide the individual with a fully prepared view to meet 

future political issues in adult. life. The .world is ~v.er changing 
and the specific events that will emerge m the poht1cal arena in 
future decades cannot aU be anticipated. The individual would 

~hus have to face some problems de novo. Sometimes, the new 
Issue might be perceived as part of some larger constellation and 

a prior. political orientation might thus apply to it. Principles of 
perception or cognition and of mental organization thus become 
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important to our formulation.10 Socialization into party, how­
ever, provides another organizing principle for handling the 
new issues, on which specific socialization had not been possible. 
Since political parties themselves express stands on many of these 
issues, the individual simply by being socialized into a party 
loyalty can adopt its stand on the issue. 

The theory that party tie is especially prone to family 
socialization is strengthened when one notes other empirical 
data, taken from large scale sample surveys, which also establish 
the strong influence of the family. These studies suffer from 
the inherent limitations that the survey has been administered 
to a sample of adult individuals. Consequently, the measurement 
of the parents' position is retrospective, and not independent of 
the subject's or offspring's report and the subject's party affilia­
tion is the contemporaneous adult one rather than the one of 
his formative years. While the former fact of lack of inde­
pendence might artificially inflate the value, this latter fact 
should lead to the reduction of the agreement one would expect 
for younger individuals who have not been exposed to the ex­
periences and counterforces of adult life. Consequently, the find­
ings should be more compelling. In addition, the findings take 
on new and heightened generality in the light of the scientific 
sampling of large populations. 

In full recognition of the methodological limitations, Campbell 
Gurin, and Miller present a unique set of such data for the nationai 
sample, derived from the 1952 Michigan Study.U They stress the 
virtual absence of systematic data on this important problem of 
"genetic development of personal identification with political parties." 
Table 14 reproduced from their work demonstrates the striking 
correspondence in party between parent and child. 

The Michigan findings not only have the virtue of demon­
strating our general thesis, but of showing in detail certain subtle 
aspects of socialization into politics by the family. Up till now, 
we have treated the family as if it were of necessity, an in-
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Table 14. Parental Transmission of Party Identification by Per Cenll~ 

Ono Don't 

Both Both Domocrol, One Domocrol Both Know Noilhor 

Parents Parents Ono or Republican, Paron II About Paron I 
Party ldenlificolion Democrats Republicans Republican Other Uncertain Shilled Either Voted 

Strong Democrat 36 7 12 14 11 15 15 
Weak Democrat 36 9 32 23 23 21 22 

Independent Democrat 10 6 10 13 13 14 14 
Independent 3 4 - 10 \4 5 15 
Independent Republican 3 10 - \0 \2 ll 7 

"'l 
Weak Republican 6 30 22 12 \4 9 9 0 

I:"' 
Strong Republican 6 33 22 15 ll 3 3 ... 

'"' ... 
None, minor party, or n 

> not ascertained - , 2 3 2 22 15 t"' 

Total Per Cent \00 \00 \00 "" 100 \00 \00 100 0 
n 

Number of cases 657 387 4\ 102 ... 
103 140 59 > 

t"' 
N 
> 
~ 

c; 
z 
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divisible unity, whereas it may in actuality have a differentiated 
political structureP Parents may not always agree, and the child 
may be subjected to a variety of political influences within the 
one family unit. And even where parents agree, the child may 
still receive separate, although cumulative, influences from each 
parent. The table clearly shows that where the family influences 
are not solidified, the consequences are different from those 
instances where both parents reinforce one another. 

The earlier academic studies involving the use of intra­
family correlations provide evidence in this respect. Using tech­

niques of partial correlation, the agreement between offspring 
and one parent can be determined, independent of the influence 
contributed by the other parent. 

. Newcomb and Svehla present the array of zero-order correla­
t~ons and then an array of partial correlations. While the contribu­
tiOn of a second parent to the intra-family agreement varies with 
the attitude studied and the particular parent-child dyad studied, 
in all cases the magnitude of the partials is less, demonstrating the 
"additive" structure of parental influences within one family.14 

The Michigan survey data on the problem are also subject to 
the difficulty that some of the agreement may represent the larger 
social influences common even to unrelated individuals, but the 
writers emphasize as West does that "party attachment, like 
church preference, may tend to be passed from parent to child 

and to persist into adult life." Confirmatory survey data are 
provided by a number of other studies. 

Thus in the Havemann and West study of a national sample of 
college graduates, retrospective data provide a demonstration of the 
agreement between parental political affiliation and offspring's affilia­
tion. Taking tht entire group, s8% belonged to the same political 
party as their fathers, and "If we disregard the independents . . . 
we find that 85% follow the politics of their fathers and that only 
15% have switched."15 
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In The· People's Choice similar findings are reported for a 
sample of Eric County, Ohio, in the 1940 Presidential election. For 
ahout 3')0 families, the agreement between voter parents and voting 
children in voting preference was determined by questioning one 
n:spondent about the preferences of other family members. For such 
p!1rent-c:hild pairs, only "one pair in twelve disagreed."16 As in the­
instance of the ~fichigan study, it should be noted that the "children" 
studied were already adults of voting age, presumably decreasing 
the intra-family agreement one would find if the children were still 
pre-adult. \\'hethcr the agreement on specific vote in a given el~c­
tion, the index used here, tends to be more or less subject to famtly 
innucnccs than is general party loyalty is difficult to appraise. At any 
rate, the agreement is again amazingly high. 

Perhaps the earliest demonstration of political resemblance be­
tween parents and children is p~ovided by G. AllportP At Dart­
mouth College 340 undergraduates were queried shortly before the 
19.28 Presidential Election. A variety of measures of ideology and 
personality were obtained and the student reported on his father's 
and his own political preference. Allport notes that "political faith is 
apparently a faith in their ancestors' faith" since for the entire group 
7CJ~~ expressed a voting preference the same as their father's vote. 

Another early demonstration is provided by Newcomb in the 
course of his study of Bennington College students. In October, 
1936, 52 Freshman girls reported their preferences for candidates 
running in the 1936 Presidential campaign and also reported on their 
parents' preferences. The marginal distributions are almost identical 
for the two groups: 62% of the students were Landon supporters 
and 66% of parents were reported to be Landon supporters.18 

A similar early demonstration is provided by Fay and Middle­
ton Ill an inquiry among 575 undergraduates at DePauw Uni­
versity. The sample was predominantly from the Middle West and 
from the upper middle class. The students reported on the party 
affiliation of their parents and on their own preferences in the 1932 
and 1936 Presidential election. 77% of fathers were Republicans; 
68% of the students reported preferences for Landon and Hoover. 
The marginal distributions are very close with the students showing 
some minor defections from the Republican ranks.10 
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In another study, we find data on intra-family agreement in 
politics as determined by retrospective questioning of one respondent. 
In The Authoritarian Personality, the subject reported both his pol­
itical preference and his father's preference. The tendency for agree­
ment or disagreement to occur was used as an index of a more 
basic personality factor, submissiveness to parental authority, and 
then employed in subsequent analyses of the determinants of 
ideology. However, implicit in these analyses are data permitting us 
to express the magnitude of parent-child agreement in politics for 
the sample studied. Since the categories used are somewhat obscure, 
it is difficult to be certain about this magnitude. At a minimum, 
55% of the subjects held the same preferences as their fathers. At a 
maximum 71% showed agreement.20 

In the Elmira Panel study conducted during the 1948 Presi­
dential election, the agreement between the respondent's vote and 
father's vote, obtained retrospectively from the respondent, was ex­
amined. Among the total group of about sao, the percentage Repub­
lican of the two-party vote was 83% for those with Republican 
fathers, but only 46% for those with Democratic fathers. The dif­
ficulty alluded to earlier-that some of the agreement may be a func­
tion of common social characteristics of parents and children-is 
solved in the Elmira analyses by examining father-child agreement 
within homogeneous class and religious groupings. From these data 
it can be demonstrated that parental influence operates apart from 
such factors, and further that these two types of factors (parental 
and larger common social) may work either additively or in op­
position one to the other.21 

An inquiry by Kornhauser, et a/., provides data on the problem 
and controls, by definition, other social characteristics of the res­
pondent.22 A probability sample of members of the United Auto­
mobile Workers Union, living in the Detroit metropolitan area, was 
queried as to their 1952 voting behavior and on their father's pol­
itical party. All of these respondents had been exposed, by virtue of 
their common union membership, to strong pro-Democratic in­
fluences from the union and shared fairly similar residential and oc­
cupational influences. Yet among those with Democratic fathers, 84% 
reported voting for Stevenson while among those with Republican 
fathers, only 49% voted for Stevenson. 
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. \ ·:" ·: 1 ~- r 'r "' i \ b.1,nl on sample survey data provides evi· 
• :1 : ·.1; ~·:1i , lnld agn:c:mcnt in political orientation. 

I:.·· ·.'1:-l·, 11:'.••:\cd returns from about 6ooo youth averaging 
.: · • · .• _.:r .tn,! cllrolkd in the 11th grade in a fairly represent· 

::.,: ... ,::lf'llll.:.: .. 1 s...·hools. The youth reported their own 
· : : ··· :r:rr:. c .11ld :1bo that of their parents. There is some 
· • · · :: r !:c- •"IIIJ'll!.ltion of p:ucnt-child agreement since cer· 

..• :: , .... ~ ; r "~'•! llll l'rrirrcnrc or did not report any preferences 
.• : ·::· · 1: \'or :n,ludc rlu·st· indctcrminatecasesintheanalysis,we 

· :: ·.n · .. 1t 1\ t· mc.1surc oi a~rcement the figure of 70% of 
· '· .·:. 1::· h., .. Ill.~: the idcnrictl (xmy as their parents.28 

I:. .t::. ·· !:r·r :n,JIIIf\', .\brwby. ;\fatthews, and Morton inter­
·' '.!:::~ :c <•t nlj \'Ollllt: adults living in Cambridge, Massa· 

.... 1th:n :lw .l.t:e t:roup 21-24 in November, 1952. The 
:··: · ·:tr·,! "ll their own party and candidate preference in the 

'>-. r:. ·n .111<! "ll rill' prdcrt·rKcs of their parents. As in the in­
: :! 1·· ·.:her 't udies. parent-child agreement is very high; "74% 

! !:• · .. \\!It' <.Ill report thrir fathers' party preference prefer the 
·' · . ' i . 1 r t \ . .Ill• I -r. dwosc rill' same party as their mothers."24 

I>.,:., \\ 1tl111l the s:u1w srudv confirm the point made earlier, 
'·:1 I iw !'.1'1' ',f d.11.1 from the ~lichigan study and Th~ A11thori· 
:.:•:.;•; l'a."•;,;/Jt\. th.l! the family may not operate in a tmitary 
\', '\ ..... rlw .l.L:Cill'Y of Stll:ialization into politics. In the above 
::.·,:rn. \\ ht, h trctt each pan·m as a separate source of influence, 
.:·· rwr.dh the other p;m·nt's l'Ontrihution will be to reinforce the 
':r·w ••t thc !'·•rent hcing examined. However, on occasion some 
l:thi•.lllcl \\'lk dis.lgrn·nwnt would occur. Consequently the figure 
'•I :-.; '•r ;-11' would he a maximum estimate of the agreement 
w he 11 the (It hn p;t n·nt conflicts. Maceo by then presents specific data 
wlw11 h(lth parents arc ddinitdv of the same party. "In 86% of the 
'.l,n where the p:tn·nts are hoti1 of the same party, son or daughter 
• hc" '"·~ t h:ll p:trty.":!i> Thus, the difference of IO percentage points 
t"' prno;cs nlllscr\'ati\'dy the fact that familial jnfluence involves a 
'''lllrihutinn frum each of the parents. 

The discussion of the family as a differentiated political 
q ntcturc :1nd the possible contradictory influences brought to 
hear on the child by the two parents raises the issue of the rela· 
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tive importance of father vs. mother as a socializing influence 

on politics. The data on the problem are rather scanty and in­

consistent. 

In The People's Choice, data arc presented on resolution of 
conflicts when husband and wife disagree on their initial vote in­
tention. It is established that agreement "comes about as a result 
of male dominance." Wives show a tendency to talk over the 
matter with husbands and to be aware of their husbands' opinions. 
By contrast, husbands rarely reported talking the matter over with 
their wives. Qualitative data are also presented demonstrating the 
way particular women defer to their husbands' vie\vs.2° Considering 
these data in their most specific light, they establish simply the 
dominance of husband over wife. It would not necessarily follow by 
the same token that the husband in his role of father is more in­
fluential on the child's politics than the mother. Even if the mother 
were herself to defer to the father, one would still have to consider 
the:: child's view of the relative importance of the two parents. How­
ever, the authors remark, although no data arc presented, that when 
"the relationships between father and daughter ... are studied, we 
find a similar dominance of the male in political matters."27 

The studies of intra-family correlations in attitude provide 
much opportunity to examine whether all children agree more with 
the mother or the father or whether particular dyads show closer 
resemblances, e.g., father-daughter, mother-son, etc. These studies 
are not consistent one with another. However, they certainly do not 
give support to the finding of The People's Choice. The parent 
that is found to be more influential seems to vary with the in­
vestigation and with the attitudinal realm under study .28 

March reports data from a small scale study of married couples 
involving the use of an experimental technique and recorded ob­
servations of the interactions of husband and wife in the determi­
nation of a decision on various political issues.20 His findings are in 
support of the Newcomb and Fisher findings. He suggests a "type 
of sex-specialization" in that the influence of husband vs. wife is a 
function of the policy area under discussion. 

The Rutgers' studies of communication processes among youth 
provide a datum which is supportive of the Lazarsfeld et al. finding. 
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!:: i .• :•.c- , o: <•II 1'·1)..:' 7 ~. the tendency of youth who discuss politics to 
, ::: r t , , ·n·. r r ,_1t :< ,11 to the mother or the father was determmed. For 
:. ::~ ._,--.. r., .• nd the:- two age levels studied, the father was the target 
·. · ·.:: !1 , ~>::J::Illnication much more often than the mother. 

\\.i:c:hn the o\·cr-all findings on the problem are incon­

'j' ••r v.hcthcr the phenomenon varies for party affiliation 
·. _, :, .!, •;._:\ 1, l1.1rd to sav. The former conclusion seems more 

:;.c :-. ::1 ;he lic:ht oi :'\Ll~coby's data: 

\'.'!:r-:J tit.- .1 l:rc:-C'Incnt in political affiliation for parent-<:hild is 
r' .. t::l::;,-,l_ "the-re:- ·,s 110 evidence of the traditional 'father dominance.' 

Thcrr .1rc- <>nlv .:.! 1 instances in the sample in which the father 
.1:1.! :::• ·thc-r ,J,,_ 1 t:r~c 011 their choices of political party, but when 
:Lr\ ,! ... the- \olt;1g pnson is slightly more likely (not significantly) 
t•· : •. p,,w the nwtltcr's preference than the father's."80 

Tlu• fo'onaily and Political Participation 

Thth f. 1r. \\'C han: presented considerable evidence that the 
11ldr\·idu;J)".; politicd orientation is a product of socialization 
c·,,cntt.dh- \\'ithin the family. However, we have presented no 
n·tdnh:c on the role of the family in the development of the 
individu;d's political participation. Data in this area are scanty, 

hut ncvcnhckss provide some support for our general over-all 
I i nd in gs on the learning process underlying all forms of political 
behavior. 

( >nc suggest in: demonstration in this area is provided by cer­
tain evidence in The Peoph·'s Clwice. If we take level of interest in 
1 he (' krt ion as an index of participation, Lazarsfeld reports that 
Ltrnil~· influences arc significant." ... level of interest is contagious 
~rorn one family member to another. Of the men who had a vote 
'iH.~ntio~l and great interest in the election, only 30% claimed that 
t lt rr wrves did not intend to vote or did not know for whom. For 
rncn with less interest, the figure is 52 %."31 The finding again bears 
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strictly on husbands and wives, rather than parental transmission to 
children. However, it is also stated that similar findings were ob­
tained with respect to children. 

The data earlier presented from the Michigan 1952 study (see 
Table 14 on page 59) provide some additional evidence. Thus, if one 
examines the last column, one notes that individuals from families 
where neither parent voted show a correspondingly greater tendency 
not to form any party attachment. Similarly, individuals who can 
recall nothing about their parents' political views (which we shall 
construe as meaning that the political atmosphere was certainly not 
intense) show a correspondingly great tendency not to form any 
party attachments.32 

A study by Anderson may be used in evidence if scores on 
Chapin's social participation scale are regarded as a legitimate index 
of political participation.33 Since not only membership and activity 
in political organizations, but also membership and activity in other 
types of organizations, is scored as participation, the evidence must 
be treated as tentative. For II76 farm families in New York State, 
such scores were computed for the 2014 individual family members 
over ten years of age. Intra-family correlations for all possible dyads 
ranged from ·55 to .76. The husband-wife correlation had the high­
est value. Male offspring showed slightly less resemblance to parents 
than did female offspring, and for female offspring the agreement 
with mother was much greater than with father. 

The study by Meine where children's media habits were taken 
as an index of political participation also provides evidence. He 
demonstrates that such aspects of participation are inculcated by the 
family. Thus, among families who listen to news events, 67% of 
their children also listen. However, among families who do not 
listen to news, only 25% of the children listen.34 

A study by Stark provides some additional evidence35 and is 
suggestive of the subtlety of the process. Comparisons were made 
between a group of 6o politically active adults, who participated in 
a Democratic political club, and a group of 6o nonparticipants 
matched in ideology and other personal characteristics. The re­
spondents reported on the political activity of their parents and 
siblings. The politically active respondents were significantly more 
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.:· ...... ·. ~·· h.t·.c .llti\C' i.tthcrs, :tctivc ntothers, and active siblings. The 
:::::: ·:: r :• n c •I l•rJth mother and father again underscores our 

r.,:::~: :rr:urk~ C•ll the relevance of the tOtal familystrtiCIUrCtOpoliti· 
, .• . :.1:::.11 :• •II. .-\ more relined analysis strengthens this position. If 
.,:: :::. :,...· •. •·! .1 '"rnlitrr.lll~· acti\'c family" is obtained by scoring re· 
·.; .. ::.:r::r· .. 1' t" \\hrthn morr than orze membcroftheirfamilywas 
... r :·. , .. :r :' [.,und that the active respondents are more likely to 
!u-. r . • •:nr r r11m i.unilics wht·rc SC\'cral members were active. Stark 
: i:· :: .c::.t!·. :n thi~ process s<:paratcly for males and females, ~n~ 
r·.!.t!·>·.h···. ,c-ruiu diiTcrcntiatcd patterns of socialization. Theorrgr· 
::.1! :;r:-!:n_~: l••r dw .t.l!grcgatc concealed the fact that activity among 
ri ,,. ::1.1:,- r np .. u.lrnr s is not significantly related to parental factors. 
H \ • • ·n r r."'· .un .. ng fcmaks the contribution of a politically active 
1.1::1:; \ r n '- n"r1mrnt is significant, hut is deri\'ed mainly from mem· 
l•cr·. •·I tlw t;unily other than the father; a finding somewhat 
p.1r.tllrl '" :\n.Jc-rson's alx>\"e. The sex difference is intriguing but 
'•"IIH"\\ h.tt elmivc in the absence of further analysis. It may pos­
.. il•l\ I>(" ·"·coumnl for in terms of the greater independence that 
rlw rtl.dc· sex rok pamits with consequent attenuation of parental 
•nl!1wrh <" l ,c·c· I'P· Ho fT.). Since the respondents had an average 
-•.::c • •I ·i' •. it may also he that the larger work environment, 
whi, h 111ight impinge more on males, would have attenuated par· 
rnr.tl intluc·ntT. The· different contributions of the two parents to 
r he fnn.dc ofT spring arc not explainable but certainly argues t~at 
~ lw pre.,_ c·~~ oi socialization into political participation by the family 
1s cornpkx in nature. 

Noteos 

I. J. c;iJlc:spic: and G. Allport, Youth's Outlook on the Ftttttre (New 
York: Doubleday, 1955), p. 8. 

2 · l :un i ndchtec..l to Raymond Bassett's writing for this formulation and 
an i~1gcnious formal solution. See "Opinion Differences within ~c 
F:um ly." Pub/. 0 P_in. Quart., 13, 1949, PP· nS-120. An alternanv.c 
method for excluc..lmg the influence of common extra-familial exper!· 
encc:s from the agreement obtained is available. Bassett obroins an 
expected_ value for unrelated individuals which presumably expresses 
the net mfluence of all cultural factors common to the torol sample. 
Newcomb, by computing intra-family correlations separately for more 
homogeneous sub-groups of individuals eliminates the influence of 

I 
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specific other variables which happen to characterize in common 
parents and children of a given family. Thus, for example, it can be 
shown from his data that these correlations on the average are not 
reduced when computed separately for families within the same oc­
cupational stratum, thus permitting the inference that socio-economic 
factors are not the uncontrolled source of the intra-family agreement 
See for example, such an illustrative table in Murphy, Murphy, and 
Newcomb, Experimental Social Psychology (New York: Harper's, 
1937), p. 1005. Another difficulty that may attend such studies is that 
the children are often used as agents to deliver and collect the ques­
tionnaires from the parents. Helfant suggests that those children who 
fulfill this obligation may constitute a selective group more attached 
to their parents, and therefore the correlations may be spuriously 
inflated. (See citation below.) 

3· S. C. Fisher, Relationsl1ips in Attitudes, Opiniotls, and Values among 
Family Members, Univ. of Calif. Publ. Culture and Society, Vol. 2, 
#2, 1948, see especially Table 12, p. 53 and Table 18, p. 76. 

4· R. Bassett, Op Cit.; S. C. Fisher ibid.; G. Hirschberg and A. Gilli­
land, "Parent-Child Relationships in Attitude," f. Abnorm. Soc. 
Psycho/., 37, 1942, pp. 125-130; T. Newcomb and G. Svehla, "Intra­
Family Relationships in Attitude," Sociom., I, 1937, pp. 180-205; T. D. 
Peterson, "The Relationship Between Certain Attitudes of Parents and 
Children," Bull. 37 Pt1rdue Univ., Studies in Higher Edttcation 31, 
Further Studies in Attitudes, Ser. 2, 1936; E. Duffy, "Attitudes of 
Parents and Daughters Toward War and Toward the Treatment of 
Criminals," Psycho!. Rec., 4, 1941, pp. 366-372; H. H. Remmers and 
N. Weltman, "Attitude Interrelationships of Youth, Their Parents and 
Teachers," f. Soc. Psycl1ol., 26, 1947, pp. 6x-68; K. Helfant, "Parent 
Attitudes vs. Adolescent Hostility in the Determination of Adolescent 
Sociopolitical Attitudes," Psycho!. Monog., 66, #13, 1952; R. Stagner, 
"Trends in Student Political Thought," Sch. and Soc., 44, 1936, p. 
6o2; J. Himelhoch, "Tolerance and Personality Needs," Amer. Social. 
Rev., XV, 1950, pp. 79-88; C. Morgan and H. H. Remmers, "Liberalism 
and Conservatism of College Students as Affected by the Depression," 
Sc/1. and Soc., 41, 1935, 780-784; A. Harris, H. H. Remmers, and 
C. Ellison, "The Relation between Liberal and Conservative Attitudes 
in College Students and Other Factors," f. Soc. Psyc/1., 3, 1932, 32o-
336. 

5· For a discussion of this alternative possibility and some methods and 
data bearing on the reciprocal flow of influence, see Fisher, Op. Cit., 
p. 37· 

6. For additional evidence that rebellion does not account even for such 
extreme deviance as Communist party membership in the U. S., see 
G. Almond, The Appeals of Communism (Princeton: Princeton Uni­
versity Press, 1954), pp. 221-224. Helfant also provides direct evidence 
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.... ::1. ~: I'· '"cnt1.1lh· ncg:~tivc. Two tests of the child's hostility or 
''· :: .• l'~llli!J', cllc'-' were :Hiministercd and scores were correlated with 
::.r ::::r·· .1tt1tudc ,.:ore-;. Onlv 1 of the 6 correlations were significantly 
.:::!r:··rlt :: .. ::1 :cr ... l!ld 1w~c of these exceeded the values obtained 
I· •: :::r l'·•:rnt, hild intercorrcl:~tions. Op. Cit. 

I >1r ,., t c·.Jdrn,·c i' :1lso provided against the theory by a Purdue 
1 'i •::11· •n 1', ·II 111 wl11Lh a nation:~! s:1mple of high school youth were 

•. :.-,: .... 1:h rc'J'c..:t to a series of decisions, "whose feelings or 
. ···::1 ·n·. w •• u!.l vou umo;idcr more important: people of your own 

I . 

.. _.: ... r \10trr J•.lrcnto; (or people their age)?" While peers were re. 
;:.•=·;"! ·" 111"rc import:lllt for such realms as party apparel, clubs 
:. , ;··Ill, .tn.! pn, .. n.d grooming, over half the youth regarded parents 
.•.. :""rc JlllJ"'rt.Jnt on m.1ttcrs of politics, whereas only one-fifth 
rr_;: .• :.!nl tl:nr pens :1' more import:~nt. Purdue Opinion Poll #34, 
I I I .-" ·~ 

.\f11qdt\', .\furph~·. :md Newcomb, Op. Cit., pp. 1035·1037· 
(Jf' ('::. 

'I· I \\'nt, 1'/,nnnl!<'. U.S . .-!. (New York: Columbia Press, 1945), p. 85. 
Srr til(' ''mil.tr ol>o;erLitions reported by the Lynds for Middletown. 
R. S. l.vnd. :111d H. :',[, Lynd, Middletown (New York: Harcourt, 
I' •-''1). I'· ·l' '). 

111 .. \ ·.cp.•r.ttc c".t~· on these principles and their relevance to political 
lwlt.t\ i11r h.t, been pl:tnned as part of the program of the Political 

II. 

I ~. 

q. 

In\ c n t' • n·. 
nr•. r·rr .. !'!'· 0/·IOj. Sec the tests made of possible response errors 
.!tic r .. rctrospn:tion the result of which support the validity of the 
J•r•><.·nlure. 
I l>rd. The t.thle Js reproduced with minor omissions from Table 
7-'1. 1'1'· ()!). 

1'. F. l..t/:trsfeld, t'f a!. in Tire Pt·ople's Cl10ice (New York: Columbia 
l'rns, Iq.tH), present data supporting the fact that the family is 
gcrwr.dly homogeneous in political viewpoint. However, this empirical 
d.1tum was demonstrated for one particular sample in Erie County in 
I tJ4o. I nspcction of the marginal frequencies in the Michigan study 
for parent:d party affiliation shows that while difference between 
hush:111d and wife is characteristic of only a minority of the national 
sample, it is not that rare. Moreover, the theoretical problem still 
;•pplies whether father and mother cumulate influence or counteract 
one a nothcr. 
0 ['. Cit. Attempts have been made to infer which particular parents 
have most influence on children of both sexes, or which sexed child 
is most prone to influence, or whether particular dyads have closer 
ch;mncls of influence. The data are not thoroughly consistent For a 
s~unmary sec Fisher, Op. Cit., p. 8g. 
1· .. Ha\'emann and P. West, Tl1ey Went to College (New York: Har­
court, 1952), p. 117. 
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24. E. Maccoby, R. Matthews, and A. Morton, "Youth and Political 
Change," Pub!. Opin. Quart., 18, 1954, pp. 23-39· An interesting 
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Political Stability or Change 

and the Role of Other Agencies 

of Socialization 

5 For the area of political orientation and the specific 
aspect, party affiliation, we have demonstrated the great influ­
ence of the family on the child's behavior. Moreover, some of 
the studies cited earlier dealt with adult voters or young voters, 
who were children only in the special sense of their status rela­
tive to their own parents. This, while a limitation for our earlier 
discussion on pre-adult socialization processes, is an especially 
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;· :::11.~ .t.h.tnt.tge fur our present discussion. These studies mUst 
Jilli':\· tlt:tt the intlucncc while a non-adult has persisted and 
Jittl,;citce,! the child on into his adult life. Given the great and 
i ., r ·.1 ·. r '"; 1 r lllll ucitce, it appears that political life would move in 
.tit tJit- h.tit,:._::tii.l! cuursc-children mirroring parents, their chiJ_ 
drc-11 n1irr"ring them, :tnd so on into the endless future. There 
n c-: 1 q-cm-. 111 he uthcr incidental data cited in these same studies 
\'. /t;, h c11h.tnu· this image. 

Tllll-... '/"//(· l'nJj•lt"'.• Choice remarks that "the political homoge­
nnr \' • d rlw f.tmil~· m:ty ex rend over several generations. Our panel 
rncrnlwr-. were :t~kcd, 'Do you consider that your family (parents, 
.::r.tn•IJ'·'rcnts) h:t\T always been predominantly Democratic or pre­
d· 111111 Llll tl y !{cpu hi icm? · f-ully three-fourths of the respondents with 
\' •tr· Jlltcnt 1om in ~cptcmher followed the political lead of their 
t.tlllj)IC •,"I 

In rhe .\fichig:m studv, wherein it was demonstrated that the 
p.,rr-rl[s· 1'-trt~· :tfliiiation p;oduced a corresponding party tie in the 
'hdd. rlw cL!hor:ttion of the offsprings' voting history was obtained. 
Fr"rn tiH" retrospective report of the individual's first vote for the 
prc<..ic lc-nr. it is noted rh:u "three-fourths of the people who report 
their tirst vote as going to one or the other of the ttuo major parties 
st dl as'>< •L-i:ttnl themselves to some degree with the same party." 
( >tlwr ('videnlT is presented on the constancy of party attachment 
hv asking th(' individual if he had ever thought of himself as hav­
ir~g the contrary party tic. The inconstancy over the individual's 
hrstory ranged for groups varying in strength of party identifica­
tion from a rn in im urn of zero to a maximum of 30%.2 For the 
!nconstant group, it is established that this was merely a temporary 
lllstahility on the p;ut of those Republicans who "strayed into the 
Hooscvclt camp in 1932 and 1936." Individuals were also asked if 
1 hey h:td a/ ways \'otcd for the same party, and it is found that such 
constancy is true for about two-thirds of the voters.3 

On the surface, the Erie County Study suggests a kind of 
never ending belt of parental transmission and a consequent 
unchanging pattern of politics. Similarly, the Michigan study 
seems to argue the stability of adult politics starting from roots 
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in family life. But, certainly there is something paradoxical in­
volved, for there has been political change as a consequence of 
voting behavior. We have traced the roots of stability, but where 
are the sources of instability and change? 

First it should be noted that usually we have been exam­
ining the growth within given individuals of such political senti­
ments as party affiliation and ideology. This level of description 
is not the same as the level of description which deals with the 
aggregate voting behavior of the electorate in particular elections. 
There are many points of play within this larger system of na­
tional voting wh~reby these stable psychological phenomena 
could nevertheless lead to political change. These points of play 
within the larger system and the distinction between the two 
levels of description go far to resolve the paradox. 

1. Lubell has suggested one such factor. Granted that children 
mirror their families' politics, change could come about 
through differential birth rates occurring within given classes 
of the population at given points in time and thereby alter­
ing the social composition of the electorate at given moments 
in history. Thus, without denying the psychological stability 
of the child's politics, Lubell argues that in the period be­
ginning about 1900, there was a greatly expanded group of 
potential voters from families of immigrants, urban dwellers, 
and lower socio-economic groups.4 For example, a measure 
of differential birth rates for political groups is available in 
the Michigan 1952 election study. In a special analysis of these 
data for the sample in Western States, De Grazia reports 
the number of children in school among parents of given 
political preferences.5 Thus, among "strong Democrats," 34% 
had school age children, whereas among "strong Repub­
licans" only 20% had school age children. Our concern is 
not with the specific content of Lubell's assertion, which is 
readily amenable to empirical treatment, but rather with 
the exemplification of the general argument about the distinc­
tion between psychological processes and net results in the 
political arena. 

2. In some of the studies presented earlier, for example, The 
People's Choice, we are dealing with ctm·ent interaction 

73 



POLITICAL SOCIALIZATION 

\\:ithin the i:unil~ .in the course of a political campaign. 
L ndcr such conditiOns, the family's sway over the actual 
prdcn:nce ior a given candidate or its influence on the actual 
casting oi a vote may be considerable. However, the phe­
nomnHJn that would be uf more general significance for our 
distussion would he the influence on the individual of 
socialization by a family 110 longer present. This is, after all, 
the cssciKe of socialization-the internalization within the 
indi\·idual of another's views. For such phenomena, the 
Lunily at best can transmit a generalized orientation towards 
a gi\ en party or a given ideology. But, the concrete voting 
situ:1tion involn:s the interplay of such ideological or party 
variables and specific reactions to the candidate or to the 
transient issues of the campaign. Consequently, the parental 
in tluenccs may he as previously described, but yet the 
emergence of especially strong issue or candidate considera­
tions may attenuate family influence on the vote. While this 
would not occur frequently, it obviously can and has hap­
pened.0 

3· Apart from the orientation toward a party or a candidate in 
a spec i fie election, the parental influence is essentially to 
make a child have a certain preference, but whether these 
preferences arc translated into the overt activity of voting 
may he a function of many other considerations. Conse­
~luently, political change .may come about through differen­
tial patterns of turn-out in particular elections.7 

4· \Vhere parental patterns of preference are well established, 
we have documented the transmission to children. But, this 
is to ignore the frequency of instances where no clear di­
rectives come from the parents. Then, the child is so-to­
speak uncommitted or perhaps committed to be uncom­
mitted. Influences of a variety of other sorts, including tran­
sient ones, operating on this group can then be a force for 
change. We have already alluded to instances where there 
arc differentiated views among husband and wife with a 
consequent mixed effect on the child. However, inspection 
of the Michigan data, presented in Table I4 on page s8, which 
provides unique national estimates, shows that there was a 
sizeable number of families who provided no partisan so­
cialization into politics; these include families where neither 
parent voted or where the intensity was so minimal that the 
child cannot recall the politics of parents. These groups plus 
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the families with mixed political sentiments comprised over 
one-quarter of the national sample-a sizeable bloc in the 
determination of an election. 

A related phenomenon is presented in the Maccoby study. De­
tailed data establish that there is a small minority of families who 
transmit the clear directive, that they are not partisans, but "inde­
pendents." In the Cambridge sample, this group was less than Io% 
in magnitude, but it is shown that their children are considerably 
more likely to become "independents," than children from partisan 
parents. However, it is also shown that such children are in part 
drained into the camps of the two parties. (That is, their tendency 
to be "independents" is not as great as the tendency of Republican 
or Democratic parents to produce Republican or Democratic chil­
dren.) Thus, these children are more influenced by other consid­
erations.8 

5· We documented earlier a phenomenon which may be relevant 
to the problem of political change. We had observed that 
parental influence seems to be stronger in the transmission 
of party loyalty than in the transmission of the logically 
congruent area of ideology. At that point we dwelt on the 
possible explanations of this differential process, but not on 
all of its consequences. We might suggest-without any 
present basis in fact-that such a disparity creates some 
ground for instability in voting or political behavior. If 
party choice were firmly rooted in an ideological context, it 
would presumably be better sustained. The fact that an 
ideology, discrepant from the actual and explicit goals of a 
party which an individual had inherited early in life, is 
open to other lines of development later in life may ulti­
mately produce a conflict for him and a breakdown of his 
loyalty to that party.o 

6. Finally it should be noted that the studies presented earlier 
all show that a small proportion of children deviate from 
the views of their parents. This group provides some force 
for political change, and in close elections could well be 
crucial. The earlier findings were expressed in percentage or 
correlational terms and do not convey the numbers involved, 
which is the appropriate calculation in relation to elections. 
Maccoby conveys this latter logic nicely in the course of her 
analysis. She observes that the defections from the parental 
party allegiance are smaller in proportion for Democratic 

75 



\"0\.\"t\CA.L SOC\A.Ll'l.A.'IlON 

families, but she remarks: "In a Democratic stronghold like 
Cambridge, there arc so many more sets of Democratic than 
Repub~ica1_1 parents, that the _small proportion of young peo­
ple swnchmg from Dem~cratlc to Republican party allegiance 
more than. off~cts nttmencally the larger proportion of youn 
pwpk swttchmg from the Republican allegiance of the~ 
parl'nls into the 1 )cmocratic party."lO 

Thl' i1H\i,·1~\u~1\s whn l\cpart ~rom the patterns o£ their par­
ents prc,um;lhly ;m: in\1ucnced by other agencies of socialization 
whic~1 opn;1tc in some systematic way at some points in the 
chdd s_ life. l1~ addition, there may be a host of experiences, 
lt"tnllll'.l"cnt ul the othc.:r modes of attitude formation which 
\\\\'"1\ ~~~·,~_ri\wl\, which intrude. Consequently, we turn to such 

j, >ll t"' .11\\\ ,\~l'\\(\l'S . 
. \, ., 11 c 1\Hnk\ tur the complex process, we might generally 

c'l'nl 1'-ltcnul intlucnet.: to wane somewhat as the individual 
~:111\,, ul'· l k is widening his experiences and may well con­
\ 1,, 111 ,,1 hn ~~~~U\'" presenting different norms for political con-
'\ 1 ~, 1 . ( ) 1 , 1 , 111 ,l'. t \w-;c new experiences and agencies may also 

., 111 ,1,, 111 the \"icws nf parents, but the ~a:terning o£ life is not 

l t. 1 t ·r\.t:·re 11ce with the ongmal parental guidance 
t 1.1 I 11111 1 •1"111. 11 L 

I ll 
I'- l(l\11111 t11 cr(ljl up. . . . 

\\.(" rmn first to tht: detailed exammatlon of the studtes in-
v.d\·i'IL: 11 n 1 ,1 Lunilv corrdations in attitude where certain subtle 
tir1din.~" ;nc ... ugge~tivc of the interaction of parents and other 
.t.~c11L1c" ()f \(Ki;tlization. Here we should expect the correlations 
\<1 dcdine ~<>mewhat with age as other groups intrude. 

111 1 \\"() ()i the studies. data are available on the intra-family 

.tgr<Tinent iur chih\rcn in ditferent age groups. We should 

expect the older chilt\ren to show less agreement with their 

p.lrcnts, hecausc of the wider array of influences they experi­

cno.:c \\'ith age and independence. 

Remmers and \Veltman report that the intra-family correlation 
f(lr , hildren in grades 9-10 is .go whereas for children in Grades 
1 1 12 it is .7q.1:.! 
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Newcomb and Svehla present data for three age groups. These 
groups all tend to be somewhat on the old side thus minimizing a 
real gradient of change; the youngest group being 19 or under, the 
oldest being 24 and over. For the two areas that have political 
relevance, "war" and "communism," the correlation between parent 
and child attitude declines slightly with ageP 

Going back to the early work in child development, one 
finds evidence from other types of studies in support of the 

waning influence of parents as other agencies emerge. 

Hall reports on an early study which confirms this general 
picture. About 2000 children were asked what they would do in 
the instance of a conflict between teachers and parents. Among young 
children, parental authority was preferred. A marked decline in 
parental authority began about age eleven and reached its maximum 
decline about age fifteen. Correspondingly there was an increase 
in the preference for teacher's authority.14 

Hill, in his study of identification with adult figures, reports 
that boys, with age, show a declining identification with parents. 
However, girls continue to show a considerable idealization of 
parents.15 

Havighurst and Taba, using several modern variants on these 
techniques, report on children's ego-ideals for children living in a 
small mid-Western city.16 Comparable data were obtained for a 
group of ten-year aids and a group of sixteen-year olds. The older 
group name fewer family figures as ego-ideals. Using different 
te~hniques, these investigators also establish the waning influence 
Wlth age of familial environment on character development. A test 
of the relations within the family was devised and scores were 
correlated with ratings of the child's moral traits. Among ten-year 
aids, the correlations for the different traits ranged from ·5 to .8; for 
thirteen-year aids from .2 to ·4; for sixteen-year aids from .2 to -3-

Using media behavior or communication as indicative of 

these processes, we find considerable evidence in support of the 
general model. 
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j;1111 ilies. hut she remarks: "In a Democratic stronghold like 
(:ambridge. there arc so many more sets of Democratic than 
H.ej'uhlicm parents, that the _small propo_rtion of young peo­
pk swit~hing from Democratic to Repubhcan party allegiance 
more r han ofT sets r~tmu:rically the la~ger propo~tion of young 

IK<•j'k switching from the Repubhcan allegtance of their 
. "10 parents into the Democratic party. 

The individuals who depart from the patterns of their par­

crll" prr .. umahly arc influenced by other agencies of socialization 
which operate in some systematic way at some points in the 

child's life. In addition, there may be a host of experiences, 
rcmini ... ccnt of the other modes of attitude formation which 

:\llport described. which intrude. Consequently, we turn to such 

forces and agencies. 
:\s one model for the complex process, we might generally 

c::;pn:t parental inHuence to wane somewhat as the individual 
grows up. I lc is widening his experiences and may well con­

front ot hn groups presenting different norms for political con­

duct. Of course, these new experiences and agencies may also 

support the views of parents, but the patterning of life is not 

that uniform. Interference with the original parental guidance 
. I I 11 ts JourH to crop up. 

W c turn first to the detailed examination of the studies in­

volving intra-family correlations in attitude where certain subtle 

findings arc suggestive of the interaction of parents and other 

agcncics of socialization. Here we should expect the correlations 
to dccline somewhat with age as other groups intrude. 

In two of the studies, data are available on the intra-family 

agreement for children in different age groups. We should 

cxpcct the older children to show less agreement with their 

parents, because of the wider array of influences they experi­

ence with age and independence. 

Remmers and Weltman report that the intra-family correlation 
for chiltlren in grades 9-10 is .go whereas for children in Grades 
11-12 it is .79 .1:! 
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grades. They show that political discussion as such increases with 
age, but the direction of such discussion increasingly goes to peers 
rather than to parents. While discussion with parents does not de­
cline in absolute terms, its magnitude relative to other sources does 
decline. Other data in these studies show that this is part of a gen­
eral tendency for communication on all topics to flow to peers with 
age, and politics is simply carried along with the general trend. 

Additional evidence in support of this model is available 

from the Elmira study. 

The agreement between father's political preference and child's 
vote in 1948 is presented separately for various age groups of voters. 
By contrast with the data presented thus far, all these individuals 
are adult and subject to a greater flux of experience than the age 
groups just described. However, in another perspective, it is clear 
that the young voters, 21-25, have had less possibility of diverse 
experiences than the voters in older age groups, e_.g., 35-44 or 45 
and over. The data show a progressive and contmrtous reduction 
in parent-child agreement for each successive age group.20 

Newcomb's Bennington study provides a similar demonstration. 
It will be recalled that the student reported on her own preference 
in the 1936 Presidential election and on the parents' preferences. 
Comparisons were made of the distributions of parent and daughter 
preferences for freshman vs. sophomore vs. junior and senior years 
to determine the influence of the relatively homogeneous Bennington 
environment which intervened during these years. The findings 
demonstrate that the distribution of student preferences, almost identi­
cal with parent preferences during the first year of college, diverges 
considerably from parent preferences by the sophomore year and 
becomes markedly different by the senior year.21 

The studies of intra-family agreement. in attitude provide 
one other type of evidence which inferenually supports our no­
tion of the attenuation of parental influence as the child com 
into contact with new groups through age and independences e. 

In these studies, the agreement in views ~tween siblings . 
sometimes determined. If parental political envuonment were ~s 
sole source, one would expect siblings to show a high resetnblanc:. 
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:---;,.\.,., c >~nl• in summ:urzmg such data indicates that the agreements 
.trc "nlv llt"dcratc and in some instances rather low. He notes the 
t.t. t<•r' ·,d :tgl' or sex of the two siblings do not seem important, and 
, '•It. ht.Ics that the ditlcrcntial absorption of views must therefore 
1 w .I tw 111 part to "personality differences, including child-parent 
.lltd -.thling rd.11ionships" and to "those complicated chains of events 
wit~< h rnult in ditlercnt circles of acquaintances and different 
'l'hnn ,,f mtluencc among members of the same family."22 

\\ · c ~hall ret urn later to personality factors as they mediate 

r hc..,c more gcn~.:ral processes. For the moment we wish to em­

ph.r ... izt· the ~econJ conclusion that siblings, sharing the same 

t" .1 rn il i .d in tlu~.:rH.:cs. nevertheless, diverge presumably because 

r ,r I 1 n -.r 11 m.::es oi i nfl ucncc are not shared in common by them. 

In linl' with our general model, we might also expect cer­

Lri 11 ~ex_ ditTcn.:nccs i~ these growth _rrocesses. Age presumably 

hnngs I rccdom and mdcpcndence With consequent opportunity 

'" orient oncscli to others besides parents. We shall assume 

t k1 t r he rna lc sex role permit'i greater independence and con­

ccivahly the attentuation of the parental influence on politics 

..,JHndd h~.: greater. 

In the study of a national sample of college graduates, it Was 
dl'mon st rat~.:d that a small proportion of the graduates deviated from. 
th(' politics of their parents. In examining these defections, which 
CIIIH' mainly from Democratic families, it is established that sons 
ddcl"tnl much more frequently than claughters.23 

In the studies of intra-family agreement in attitude, the find­
i '.l.gs. wh i k not conclusive in all studies, show a consistent pattern. 
f·•sher and Newcomb and Svehla report that daughters resemble 
pan:nts attitudinally more than sons do.24 

In Tlu· Pc·ople's Choice, respondents were asked where they 
o_hta ined most of the information or impressions that were respon­
srble for the formation of their vote. Impersonal sources such as 
media were studied, but among human agents of influence, three 
types were analyzed, "relatives," "business contacts," and "friends 
~lr neighbors." When the relative influence of these three agencies 
ts c_xamined, it is very clear that men are ~ssentially influenced by 
husmcss contacts whereas women report mfluence predominantly 
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from relatives. While these data refer to adult voters participating 
in the election, we may legitimately regard this adult pattern as 
expressive of a more general process, consistent with our other data, 
in which women would be more exclusively subject to the socializa­
tion influence of family.:!li 

Comparative data from England are available for a panel study 
conducted during the General Election of 1950 on a sample of the 
electorate of Greenwich.2 G Women discussed politics with family 
members much more often than with friends or co-workers. Men 
by contrast direct discussion mainly to co-workers and thereafter 
equally to friends or family members. 

In Elmira similar sex differences are obtained. Respondents 
were asked with whom they had discussed politics and to whom 
they would go to discuss a political question. Married women were 
more prone to mention a family member than were married men.27 

Reexamination of the findings of the Rileys for sex differences 
(see Table 15, page 78) gives some small confirmation of the point 
we are making about sex differences. The changes in direction of 
communication were presented separately for boys and girls, and 
it was to be noted that the magnitude of change in the direction of 
peers is about the same for both sexes. It is to be noted, however, that 
boys at the younge1· age level do not direct their political communi­
cations to mothers as much as girls do. 

From these many different strands, we see that the relative 
influence of parental norms declines as peers and other agencies 
exert their influence on the growing individual. The conse­
quences of this process in a summary form may be seen in other 
data collected by Maccoby. 

She obtained agreement in political party affiliation between the 
young voter and three other non-parent groups, friends, fellow­
workers, and spouse. "Seventy-seven per cent of the married young 
voters had the same party preference as their spouses; 64% had the 
same party preference as the majority of their friends, and 46% of 
those who worked agreed in party choice with the majority of their 
fellow-workers."28 As is pointed out, these figures probably reflect 
two processes, the choice of like-minded individuals by the respon­
dent and their actual influence on his views. It is clear, however, 
from the juxtaposition of these findings with her findings on parent-
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• !,:!.! ·•.;_:r,·c:JH·nr that the parental source is still the most powerful 
.1: rh:·. ~·.,;..:{· <d liic. 

The Elmira data provide several findings parallel to the 
\\."'-''bv tindings. 

r·.:,· .. '-'· \\1.' r'\.\m\nt: \he ~oung age group,ll-25, for the agree­
: ... ·:~. ·~.,.: ,., cc n t hi.' rc~pondcm' s \'O\c and the vote o£ the three close 
:: :~::.!· ... 1;rrnmnt is obt~1ineJ. in 53~:~ o£ the cases. Elmira docu­
: .. ~:::·. :::~· t.1.r th.n sud1 friend-respondent mutual agreement in­
, ·r.:·r· :t ::i; .;g(". \\'hcthcr this represents the opportunity with time 
: · : r!: ~ : r:. i l\ r.lu.ll 111 iron out the inconsistencies in his social life 
.•::.! r., =··r:n ~uhlc- assc)\.·iations with like-minded individuals, or 
r h r ' I ll' llr rr nr (I pc-Ll I ion of the fact (previously documented) that 
tlw '• •un.•:cr indiYidual is relatively more bound to parents than to 
• .:hr-r ~:r"u!•ing' or hoth processes is hard to say.29 

\\'hdc the Elmira data support the Cambridge data on the 
!r·~·.rr ... i~:nilil'.llll't' of friends, the findings on spouses' influence 
.!:ttrr .. \n .ltl.llysis is presented of the voting preferences of re­
··:. •n•!cnh irum ).!ivt·n parental political traditions, now married to 
111 ,!1\ !•!u.d.., oi ~i,·en political views. Thus it is possible to deter­
:n:rw ,., hc-lhn tile pa~enta\ fam:~y p~tter~ ove.rrides ~he contemporary 
1,, , 11111 ~.11) l.unilv's mtlucnce. Votmg ts adJUSted m the contempo-

. . f "30 
r.• rY .l:r~>ll)' at 1hc expense o parents . 

. ·\g.1in. the difTcrcnce between the two sets of findings may 
we II he .1 function of the age levels studied. It seems thoroughly 
pl.tu .... ihlc among older individuals, married for long periods of 
11m(·. that the contemporary family would assert itself over a 

long gone parental influence. By contrast, the Cambridge study 
mu-;t have dealt with a relatively newly married group perhaps 

still dominated by parental ties. 
:\ 11 cq u i valent demonstration of the relative influence of 

parents vs. others is available for the realm of ideology from 

on<.' sr udy using intra-family correlations. 

In the Remmers and Weltman study, the correlation in ideology 
for thc parent-child pair was .86. The parallel correlation was com­
putcd for the teacher-child pair and the value obtained wa~ .65.81 
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Another demonstration in the ideological realm is provided 

by the classic studies in The Character Education Inquiry. 

While the specific dimension is that of moral values, the data 

are included because of their almost unique features. 

In 1925 over one thousand children in the fifth through ninth 
grades in a number of small suburban towns and one small city 
were given a test of "moral knowledge." The same test was ad­
ministered independently to a variety of other individuals regarded 
as the sources of the child's values, parents, public-school teachers, 
Sunday School teachers, etc. On the basis of a sociometric type of 
question on friendship, the best friends (already administered the 
test) could be examined as another source of influence. The correla­
tions between children's values and the values of these other possible 
sources of influence, presented in Table 16 express the hierarchy of 
influence.32 It can be seen that for these young children the parents 
far outweigh other parties as agents of socialization. 

Table 16. Resemblances in Moral Knowledge Between 
Children and Various Agents of Socialization as Obtained 
by the Character Education Inquiry 

Agent of Socialization Correlation N 

Parents .55 416 
Friends .35 1020 
Club leaders .14 204 

Public·school teachers .06 695 

Sunday School teachers .002 205 

Table 17. Increased Resemblance in Moral Values 
Between Child and Peers with Age33 

Grade Correlation N 

9 .25 181 
8 .21 237 
7 .23 328 
6 .05 157 
5 .15 168 
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. .. lier discussion of the differentiated structure 
J{clc\ tnt tu our e.tr . fl f H h · 1 .. · tions in m ucnce o parents, arts orne 

< ·l dw l.lllldV ;ill< \,HI:l f h'Jd th f h · 1 .. . he resemblance o c 1 to mo er vs. at er, 
I !l (I \1 l \' .111.1 \ Zt: t • l d d Th . l Cl " f · · · · 1 · . . 1•5 influence 1s exc u e . e parua r or 
\' ·lw n tlw ut lt' r p.H( n h' h th f f th · 1 .1 1 . . . ll·lllce is much tg cr an or a er. 
I'l"tlwr' Jl.< rc~tlll J. . ll f h . ' · . 1 1 t1 ·n ·e of peers 1s sma or t c group m the ag-

\ \ !J 1 l' t ll' Ill lit ~ . 

II .1 11 • 3 ml May show that peer mfluence, following 
"rc. • It'. .trb lllr t: ' d . -~ .... • 1 1 . • .• 5 with age. The ata are presented m Table 17 
••tlr Ill•·• "" IJllrt.tSt 

< II :}w j•rc\ IIIII'- p3~t'. 

J•orticipntion ond Other 
Agencies of Sociali:ation 

< >ur di..;(ussion of the rise o£ other agencies of socialization 
1~: 1 , tl 111 ., hr been in terms of the political orientations that are 

1 r. 111 .,mirtnl. These different agencies might also transmit norms 
\,. 1 1 h rT'>jH·ct tll ~hecr political participation. One datum in th 

· :u Th . A e 
H.tlt.t.:n< ~wdy rs relevant. c ~~ uence from peers in the 
l·"u r-,c 11 f development was hypothes1zed as operating in the di­
rct'ltc 111 , 1f norms of you~h. ~ulture, which has generally been 
id<"rltilinl with irrcspollSibJhty and the.repudiation of adult 
role ... t :ono;cqucntly. a small sample of htgh school youth Were 
d; 1-,.,jtinl 011 the basis of a number of special measures into th 

. d., " . e 
calcgorics: "parcn~-o~lentc vs. peer on~?ted." In conformity 
w 1t h 1 he hypothesiS, 1t was. ~ound that the peer oriented" youth 
were k~s i 11 teres ted 111 poht1cs, and less desirous of being inter-

c-.tcd. 

Individual Differences and 
Agencies of Sociali:atlon 

Thus far we have suggested certain other agencies which 
would probably intervene generally in the development of most 
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individuals and which would attenuate the influence of the 

family on the child's politics. We turn now to other experiences 

occurring more capriciously in the lives of particular or occa­

sional individuals and influencing their political development. 

1. SociAL MoBILITY: 

By virtue of mobility, some individuals would confront groups 

and experiences quite different in character from those in their 

parental milieu and changes in political orientation might occur. 

A number of studies give support to this view. 

Havemann and West present data on the party identification 
of a large national sample of college graduates. As previously noted, 
these individuals follow closely the political orientation of their 
families. However, among the small group who change, the shift 
appears related to social mobility. Among those graduates who came 
from Democratic families, the proportion who themselves are Demo­
crats declines markedly in the higher income brackets. However, 
among individuals of Republican origins, low income does not alter 
their Republican orientation.35 

These data suggest that only upward mobility produces an 

attenuation of parental influence, and appear interpretable not 

so much in terms of new group membership and the correspond­

ing experiences, but in terms of reference group concepts. The 

upward mobile person gladly absorbs the norms of the new 

group, but those who move down maintain their former ref­

erence groups; they cling to the values of the former and more 

prestigious group. The Havemann and West finding for adult 

college graduates is confirmed in the Maccoby study. 

Within the sample of Cambridge youth, groups were identified 
as non-mobile, upward-mobile, and downward-mobile on the basis 
of the relationship between father's job and child's job. The upward 
mobile approximate the party identification of their new group, 
whereas, the downward mobile maintain the party identification 
of the class from which they originated.36 One contradiction occurs 
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between these two studies. In the Havem:mn and West study, the 
defections from the I )emocratic party among the upward mobile 
tended to flow into the category of "independent voters" among the 
youngn group of graduates (those under 40). It is as if in there­
jection of the p:uents' influence, the individual finds it difficult to 
cross all the way over into the ranks of the other party. By con­
trast, in the Maccoby study which dealt with the age group 21-24, 

then.: was a striking tendency for the upward mobile youth to iden­
tify with the opposite party, and not to identify themselves as 
"independents." 

The Elmira study also demonstrates the influence of mobility in 
attenuating parental influence on the child's vote. The analysis is 
limited essentially to upwardly mobile children, but it establishes, 
for example, the fact that upwardly mobile children from Demo­
cratic parents arc more likely to become Republican than those who 
have not been mobile.:~; The data of the Maccoby study and the 
Elm ira study arc not presented in ways sufficiently comparable to 
make precise comparisons. However, it appears that the influence of 
mobility in altering preference is much greater in the Cambridge 
youth than in the total group examined in Elmira. The finding 
is intriguing and warrants some tentative explanation. One might 
conjecture that the upward mobile youth is just beginning his ascent, 
and that his horizon is perhaps limitless with consequences for his 
politics. By contrast, this particular Elmira analysis includes indi­
viduals of all age levels and perhaps many whose transit has been 
terminated or aborted, with consequent attenuating influences on 
their move into the Republican ranks.as Or perhaps the difference 
may be a function of a more general psychological tendency of youth 
to be less bound by tradition and habit and sentiment than older 
people. 

2. GEoCRAPHICAL MoBILITY: 

We have documented the fact that children moving into higher 

strata than their parents may break from the Democratic politi­

cal tradition of their parents. In part, this reflects their assump­

tion of a new reference group and in part is the consequence of 

new experience. By the same token, geographical mobility would 

often bring a child into a new political world and thereby 

attenuate parental influence. Earlier the fact was noted that 
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some of the parent-child resemblance observed in many studies 
may reflect the common social characteristics and corollary ex­
periences they share. But in addition, the larger environment of 
the individual, if stable, would generally not conflict with the 
views of parents. We need only think for example, of residence 
in the South as illustrative of the latter situation. The Southern 
child absorbing Democratic party ties from his parents finds 
them confirmed by his larger environment, and by the other 
agencies of socialization into politics.30 Now, if such an indi­
vidual at some stage in his development moved to a Northern 
and Republican community, he would confront many agencies 
and experiences which might attenuate his historic party pref­
erence.40 We find only one study which directly examines this 
effect of mobility, but the Elmira and Cambridge study infer­
entially support this argument. 

In the study of the national sample of college graduates, the 
party affiliations of four groups of graduates were examined: non­
mobile graduates reared and remaining in either the North or the 
South, and geographically mobile graduates reared in South or 
North who have moved to the other region. While the geographically 
mobile depart from the political pattern exhibited by the stationary 
graduates, they do not approximate the politics of the region into 
which they have moved. Similar to the finding reported above for 
social mobility, movement from South to North produces more de­
parture from the Democratic pattern traditional for Southerners than 
movement from North to South produces departure from traditional 
Republican ties. If we examine the specific influences of geographi­
cal mobility from South to North in producing defection from 
father's politics, it is observed that 73% of stationary Southerners 
maintain their father's politics, in contrast to the 52% for South­
erners who have moved North.41 

Elmira and Cambridge are communities of a predominant 
political tone, respectively Republican and Democratic. If the pre­
dominant influence of an area can attenuate the parental influence, 
we should expect parent-child resemblance to be less for Democrats 
in Elmira, and less for Republicans in Cambridge.42 

In Cambridge, 81% of respondents from Democratic fathers 
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are Democratic, whereas among Republican fathers, the figure is 
6o%.43 In Elmira, by contrast, among the comparable age group 
(21-25), of those with Republican fathers 82% voted Republican in 
1948 but of those with Democratic fathers only 67% voted Demo­
cratic.44 The larger political atmosphere attenuates parental influ­
ence for that group that is deviant or in the minority. The under­
pinnings of the process may be seen even better if we contrast the 
findings of the two studies on the resemblances of respondents to 
other socialization agents-their friends and co-workers. As both 
studies remark, volition no doubt enters into patterns of association, 

Table 18. The Political Resemblance of Friends and 
Co-Workers as Related to the General Political Com­
plexion of the Community46 

CAMBRIDGE 

YOUNG VOTERS WHO ARE 
Republican Democratic 

Friends Mostly 
Republican 52 12 

Democratic 28 74 
Independent or 50-50 20 14 

N= 71 203 

Co-Workers Mostly 
Republican 35 27 

Democratic 42 52 

Independent or 50·50 23 21 

N= 48 132 

ELMIRA 

VOTERS WHO ARE 
Republican Democratic 

Three Friends 

All Republican 55 9 

All Democratic 3 47 
Other Combinations 42 44 

N= 481 191 

Three Co-Workers 

All Republican 45 10 

All Democratic 4 28 

Other Combinations 51 62 

N= 224 138 
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and individuals are eager to find like·mJn.!r.! ::: ::· .. : .... 
tion applies equally well to DcmtAral!l .Ill•! 1\~: :.': ,, 
Volition apan, in Elmira, it would he lw•!f: :. ~ .. :. 
find Democratic associates, whc:re.n 111 <".1::,:•:: :.:· 

harder to find Republican asS()(i:lln. Tlw~. :::~ ··::·: ·.: 
would obtain less rcinforcc:mc:m for his r-w·::: .• : ; .,"·::. 
primary group tics he could dc:\cl11p. 'Jh ,:c•_, , : 
sented in Table 18 summarized frum rhr t\'·' ·.··. : ·. 

the Kornhauser study of Detroit aur"m"hdc •.•., ·: ;_ c: 
··1ar f5J- 1 1 .. a sum process. n 19,2, 11e aure~m•• •::r ·.• .. : ... ": 

parents was exposed to prcdominantl~ p•. I ~r: · .. : 
from his co-workers, official Dcmco:wi. \tq·;· :· : ·. ·: .. 
the predominantly Democratic :Hmo\J'hrrr · : ·: .' 
Now if parental influences were nor .lllr!JI: , :c : : ·, 

forces, the uansmission from parent 111 ,,,1\;·r:::.-
in magnitude for Republican and lkm•...r.,::. i .,:r:.·· 

the Democratic fathers produced a I km• . r.1::. . l ·: · 
Republican fathers transmincd a l{cpuh!~< .111 ·.' ,;c 

3, REBELLION AND THE A msr.nro~ "' I' v • ·. r , : I·. , : . 
We earlier suggested as a modd for rhr dc•.-c·~"i':w::: 
cal views that with age and new npnwr,, •.. r::• . 

gradually grow away from exclwit·c· :111.1,h11wnr :., : .•. 

take on the political complexion oi or hrr ,l! ,, 111!,-.: r , : ... 
ers, co-workers, and wives. Such new agt"n,rn .111·! ·!,. :. 

vention should be regarded as a normal \Lire IJ! .1tl.~:: 
the United States their operation normally I\ fi'J: /',./_;, .. , .. 

of parents. Considerable data ha\'c hccn prr,t·llrc·d r,, . i: .. ·.·. 
example, that despite the presence of \ ut h ,"!,., "1 t ,, .• , , :. L 
are oriented to parents-perhaps e\'en rnorl' , r r" 11 ;.: h r1 1., .• 

other groups. Moreover, all these group~ ma~· he .ld .1 , , ,11 ,: r.· .. ! 

political orientation so that no conflict c~r oppo"r i .. 11 1 .• :, I·. , ,. 
the individual so selects them that no coni! it 1\ c" 1 111 . ,.,. I· : : ~.,: :-.. 
COnsiderable evidence has been reported that 1/l'J.:<IItt•r· , r or 1 r· :.1 
tionsareagreatrarity in the many studin of inrr;1 t, 11111 j, ,,. 

semblanceinattitude,stronglysuggcsting that mu .. t chiJ,J 1 ,. 11 ''" 

not manifest rebellion against parents in rhc form 11f rak j 11~ ,, 11 
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an upposing vJcw of politics. However, in a small number of 
1mtancc~. it may be the case that rebellion from parents is in­
tense and manifests itself along political lines. 

Data on the problem arc provided by M:1.ccoby for the Cam­
bridge study. One indirect measure of such rebellion is provided by 
a q unt ion on the amount of parental control exercised over the 
youth; the assumption being that the gre:J.ter control would pro­
duce greater impulse to rebel. Such strictness of control was related 
to an "index of political change by young voter" from the parental 
views, and the data, in somewhat abbreviated form are presented in 
Tahk I<J. 

Table 19. The Relation of Strictness of Parental Control 
to Political Change from Parents' Views Among Cam­
bridge Youth 4s 

PARENTS HAD 
About left 

Lot Average Respondent 
Young Valor Showed to Say Amount Alone 

Change toward Republican 32% 17% 26% 
No change 50 69 56 
Change toward Democrat 18 14 18 

N= 74 69 140 

Highest conformity to parents, politics occurs for the group 
where control was moderate. For those individuals who have been 
left free, conformity to parents' politics is less, but it is least among 
that group who were subject to strictest control and presumably 
felt most rebellious. A number of more refined conclusions are re­
ported. Maccoby remarks that the influence of parental strictness is 
greatest in those instances where the parents have strong political 
interests, implying that when politics is not important "children will 
choose some other area in which to signify their loyalty or protest." 

In addition, as the reader can also note in the table the rebellion 
manifests itself in the direction of increasing Republican ties. These 
two findinas suggest some qualification on any over-simple view of 
the proble~. Thus, rebellion may not manifest itself in political 
channels, and contrary to traditional views, its manifestation does 
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not necessarily go into radical directions. As Maccoby remarks, since 
the strictly controlled youth came from lower economic levels mainly. 
and since Cambridge parents generally were more likely to be 
Democratic, such rebellion from parental views must, of necessity. 
go in the direction of the Republicans. The motivation may be to 

change, but the direction of change is governed by the accident of 
the parents' politics. 

Maccoby presents one other analysis which illuminates the con­
ditions increasing conflicts over the influences of parents vs. other 
agencies such as friends. As earlier noted, in general. friends have 
less political influence on youth than do parents. Opposition is not 
experienced. However, when the influence of friends is examined 
for groups varying in the resentment of parental control. it is found 
that friends have a stronger influence in producing change among 
that group of youth who felt greater resentment.40 

In Newcomb's earlier work on intra-family resemblance in at­
titude, another test of the influence of rebellion in producing pol­
itical change from parent to child is available.50 Scores on a question­
naire concerning conflict and antagonism with parents were cor­
related with differences in attitude between parents and children. 
The coefficients were uniformly low; no single one approximating ·3· 

In the early study by G. Allport on resemblance in voting 
between father and son, certain data illuminate the phenomenon of 
rebellion. As earlier noted, for the total group of Dartmouth under­
graduates, presumably of conservative origins, 79% agreed in vote 
with their father. However, among the minority with radical scores 
on an ideological test, only 47% agreed in vote with their father, 
and among conservatives 84% agreed with father. Further, Allport 
shows that those who differ from their fathers show a more con­
sistent ideological structure. While inferences as to the temporal 
ordering of these phenomena are not possible, it at least can be 
argued from these data, that rebellion seems to be rather general­
ized and thorough, rather than being a more symbolic or token 
rebellion against the party label of the father. The rebellion extends 
itself ideologically and has an intellectualized or coherent base.51 

In our formulation, the need to rebel constitutes a special dy­
namic which may explain the extreme deviation of a small number 
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(Jf youth from the political views of their parents. The more general 
process is one in which parental influences do not conflict with sub­
~nlucnt experiences anJ the ultimate political orientation represents 
the contribution of all the agencies. Now, if we entertain the pos­
sibility that special Jynamic forces may cause extreme deviation from 
parents. it is njually plausible that special dynamics might lead to 
extrem(' cuihaouc· to parental politics, despite other broadeningex­
pcri('nccs. Th(' introduction of psychodynamic factors may well work 
in ('ithcr direction. On the basis of this modified formulation, at­
tenuation of parental influences via other experiences may be less 
th:J.n expected. 

I lirm:lhoch's study. cited earlier, while limited to the phenome­
non ol ct hnoccntrism. provides suggestive evidence for such a 
theory.=-·~ :\s a group. his Jewish subjects showed in general much 
less ethnocentrism than their parents as a result of the tolerant 
:J.tnwsphcre of college. He then theorizes that students who are "self­
rejecting," who have a neeJ to exhibit excessive devotion so as to 
rc:press hostility to parents, or who cannot objectively criticize parents 
\vithout sufTcring guilt will be unable to defect from their parents' 
ideology. As a test of this theory, for 34 of his subjects deviation 
from parents· ethnocentrism was correlated with score on auth­
oritarianism. taken as an index of "self-rejection." The C was-.67; 
the more authorit:J.rian, the less the deviation in ideology despite the 
uniform exposure to the liberalizing atmosphere of the college. 

Notes 

1. or. r:it., p. 142. 
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one considers two other facts. Elmira is predominantly Republican 
whereas Cambridge is predominantly Democratic, making it more 
surprising that the upward mobility should have greater effect in 
Cambridge. In addition, it has been well established that young 
people as a generation haYe been more Democratic (see below), again 
making it surprising that the differential findings have the pattern 
they do. 

39· Sec, for example, the Michigan study in which the predominance of 
Democratic families is greater in the South than in other regions, Op. 
Cit., pp. 98-roo. 

40. The magnitude of such movement into a new political atmosphere is 
attested by Census reports. Thus, for example, in the one year period, 
1952-53, about 4oo,ooo children under 18 years of age moved from 
non-farm areas to farms, and about 6oo,ooo children moved from 
farms to non-farm areas. Similarly, during a period of about 3 years, 
1950-53, for the total civilian population, there was a net movement 
out of the South into other regions of about half a million people. 
Obviously the gro.cs number moving from one political atmosphere 
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to another was much greater than this net figun:. St:e: Currt:nt 
Population Reports, Series P-20, #.;g. Dt:cemhcr I, I o:;3 :t nd Series 
P-25, #97, August 6, 1954. 

41. P. West, Op. Cit., p. 337· In the attitudinal realm. a classic stud~· of 
this type is available. Sims and Patrick examine the attitude toward 
the Negro for Southern students in Southern colleges, Northern 
students in Northern colleges, and Northerners who went to Southern 
colleges. The latter group is the migrant or geographically mobile 
group and shows attitudes not like those of the group from which it 
originates, Northerners, but more like the group whose en\·ironment 
it shares. Further analysis by length of time in the South argues 
against the interpretation of sc.:lecti\'e t:ntranct: into the Snuth of 
Northerners who arc prejudiced. See V. Sims and J. Pa tri..:k, ":\ t ti tude 
Toward the Negro of Northern and Southt:rn Collcgt: Students," 
f. Soc. Psyc!JO!., 7, 1936, pp. 192-204. 

42. For the test, it is necessary to ha\'e the lll'o contrasting c:tses. The 
Cambridge case alone would be indeterminate, hec:msc of the general 
finding of a drift toward Democratic party among the present 
generation of youth (see below). Thus, the finding by itself could 
either support our thesis or reflect this generational process. 

43- Op. Cit., p. 27. 
44· Op. Cit., p. 89. 
45· Op. Cit., PP· 31, 43· 
46. The data arc taken from Lazarsfcld, Op. Cit., Chart XL, p. CJ'5 and 

Maccoby, Op. Cit., Table 4, p. 32. The Elmira data :1re presented for 
individuals of all ages, since the tabulation for the comparable young 
age group is not presented. Also the large size of the residual category 
is due to our collapsing a large number of categories originally 
presented including friends and co-workers who will not \'ote or 
whose vote intentions arc not known. 

47· See, for example, Voting, Op. Cit., Chapter 6, on the political homo­
geneity of primary groups and the selection of such groups to accord 
with political predispo~itions. 

48. Op. Cit., p. 29. The index used involves the consolidation of infor­
mation about the mother, father, traditional party tic and 1952 Presi­
dential choice so that the numerical values will not parallel the earlier 
data exclusively on party tic. 

49· Ibid., Table 5, p. 34· 
50. Murphy, Murphy, Newcomb, Op. Cit., pp. 941-942. 
51. Op. Cit., see Maccoby's study for similar findings on the extended 

nature of the rebellion pattern. 
52. Op. Cit. 





Social Claatag•• 

in the Wide Enviro•••••e•••~ 

and the Attetauatio•• 

of Parental IJtfltten-.~e-

The Doctrine of Geueratio1as 

6 Thus far we have been discussing specific experi­
ences which might intervene in the lives of particular children 
-geographical or social mobility, harsh parental treatment and 
rebellion-with consequences for the child's political orientation. 
However, all children live not only in the environment of their 
family but in the wider environment. Insofar as the child's 
wide environment is much the same as the one confronted and 
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then .~i\c!l mcllling by his parents in ideological terms, we 
l 111 ~ht c,pcd the persistence of the parental pattern. However, 
•• , 1 ll c r 1, c we 'r ld is c.:ver changing, the child may grow in a larger 
c n .,., r(Jn rnc nr quire di ITerent from that of his parents.1 Thus his 
Jdcr,J().:..:: t(Jrrncd in relation to physical and social realities may 
dci '.tr r I wrn that of his parents. The earlier discussion repre­
'>crll· •• '>IJ·to -.peak. tht: child moving in a stable world. Now, 
1':• uJrJ!r.!\[, rhe child is stable but the world is moving. 

~r.trcd Ill these relatively neutral terms, the idea has plausi­
hd,r:· .tnd we shall present some evidence to this effect. In this 
f()rm .. 1 dunging social environment is another component­
mu•r ntnJJit'c' in cluJracter in our model of learning of politics. 
l l()wc\·n. when dcvatcd to the level of a specific doctrine of 
grnrr,Jtron.• :1nd thc.:ir central role in politics, the concepts suffer 
f l"IJ!ll considt:rabk complexity and ambiguity, and the empiri­
c.!} dcJnonstration of the doctrine is attended by great difficulty. 

H1u prior to all such specifics, it can be asserted on the basis 
ot .dl r he foregoing evidence that the doctrine must be regarded 
111 :1 modest light. The overwhelming resemblance between 
rnr ,q p:1rents ar;d most children demonstrated in a variety of 
-.r udics, despite the obvious fact that the world is ever-changing, 
p:Hently argues against the general significance of the doctrine. 
I 1 is r his fact that leads us to locate the discussion of genera­
tions and the influence of social change in the section on in­
dividual difft:r<.:nccs, rather than in our earlier section on the 
~encric proct:ss of learning of politics. The susceptibility to this 
ll1f1ucnct: may not be universal or may be constrained in many 
cases by other factors. 

An immediate complexity is to be noted in the problem. 
The part:nts are also living through the same social changes 
as their children and this, unless disjunctive for one generation 
hut_ not for the other, has no relevance to explaining the atten-
uation of 1 · a Ob · I · I' · I' · · parcnta mnuence. vwus y, 1mp JCit or exp !Cit m 
the do t . . h . 
h c nne, Js t e assumptwn that the parents have already 

ardcned h . 'd 1 t e1r 1 eo ogy on the basis of experience in earlier 
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formative years, whereas the children arc still in their f<>tm.ttiH· 
period at the time they confront the changed \\·orld. The d(l~· 

trine is confined to the influence of social change opcr;lting at 

an early point in development. 
This disjunctive effect on the younger indi\'idml .1.~:1in 

seems plausible, but a moment's reflection indiclle~ th;tt in lt'l' 

tain areas social change could well be disjunctive for o/Ja indi 

viduals and not for younger ones. Consider c·conomll· lTI~c": 

obviously they impinge much more directly on the ;tdult hrctd 

winner who becomes unemployed than they do on the ~-<l\111.~ 

child who is not in the labor market. Perhaps in the usu.tl 
case it is the parent who is changed and the child remains un­
aware or protected from the larger changing :1nd host ik \\"nrld! 

Let us examine some data to this effect: 

Jersild, eta/., studied 400 children, aged ::;-12. in I<J·P·F· the 
low point of the depression.2 Of these children 240 were from J'uhlil­
schools and the parents of about one-third were either poor. unskilled 
workers or unemployed individuals. :\ contrasting group of 1 f•o 

children of privileged families in private schools were :~!so stti<linl. 
Inquiry into the child's fears, dreams, wishes, pleasant and unpkas;ul! 
memories was undertaken. The authors note that the children made 

,little mention of economic or political conditions. i\ lost pa rado:-.: il·a I 
is the fact that the wealthier children were more prone to make 
mention of such conditions. 

Lazarsfcld and Eisenberg, in a review of litcr:~ture on unem­
ployment and its psychological effects, remark that for children aged 
6-14 there is no evidence of the effect of unemployment on socio­
political attitudes. They infer that the lack of evidence is a product 
of the fact that such children are not old enough to ha\'e Yicw­
points on such subjects.3 Needless to say, the influence of unem­
ployment on the attitudes of adults has been well documented.4 

Waldvogel conducted an inquiry into memories of early child­
hood.5 Approximately 125 college students were asked to report all 
experiences up to the time of their 8th birthday of which they had 
any recollection. A reliability check conducted by a repetition of the 
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experiment .1\J()ut one month bter yielded satisfactory coefficients. 
The dct:1ikd d.1Ll presented on the most commonly recalled memories 
in~·lude no rclcrencc to experiences that had any apparent political or 
ec<Jil<>Jllic content or itnplication. 

Simil.trlv. one might allude to the study, mentioned earlier, of 
.·\u.,tr:di;m r~tral ~-hildrcn. The authors remark that the class origins 
of the ~-hildren had no dTcct prior to age twelve.6 

It i o.; a I o.;o c ka r upon rdlcction that the political implications 

of o.;uch cxpnicnccs with the larger environment are dependent 

on their formulation in terms of ideological symbols. Obviously, 

coil'->idcrahk sophistication is needed to see the connection be­

t ween .,omc environmental event and some more abstract politi­

cd concept which is interpretive of the event. That young chil­

drcil would find this bcyoml their grasp is clear from at least 

c Jill' st udv .7 

:\bout 3oo children from the 4th grade through high school 
were intcn·invnl on their understanding of a variety of concepts 
such as democracy. radicalism, open shop, etc. The concept least 
heard of was '"r:Hiicalism.'' Understanding correlated with age and 
grade in school .')') and .6_9 respectively. ~hus a certain maturity is 
rn1uin:d for the translation of events mto appropriate symbolic 
terms. :\feltzcr reports a high correlation between understanding and 
intdligcnn:. suggesting again the need for sophistication, and the 
likelihood of individual diffen:nces in the translation of social events 
into ideological ammunition. 

It is p~ncnt that the translation of events for the young child 

involves the mediation of adults so that the impact due to 

direct confrontation of reality is lessened. Normally, parents 

would still mold the child's view of the world-whether it is 

changing or unchanging-and thereby create some continuity 

in ideology. Social change mediated via parents, while charac­

tenstic of the United States is, of course, only one of many pos­

sible societal arrangements. The:e may be all sorts of parent 
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surrogates and depending on the societal i()rm .. ~ctH· 1 • 111 ( Ill. II 
changes would be facilitated or himlr.:rcd. Till IH>w. ,,T h.1w 

treated parental mediation, in contrast with direct l"t•nltllllt.t 
tion of the environment, as a factor attenuating st•~·,.d ~·il.lll).!t". 

Bloch, the French historian, in contrasting parent.d mnli.tt i1 111 

with a form of mediated social change characteristic (,f FrcJH h 
peasant life sees the parents as a forct for chan.!.!c in the 11 nt 

generation. In interpreting the conscrvat i.m1 of F rc 11 d 1 ·'.L: r i 
cultural techniques, the "peasant mental it~· shapt'd h~· l cnt mtc' 
of experiences," Bloch remarks: 

"A society that could be complctc:ly molded hy its im•nnli.nclv 
preceding period would have to han· a stntltun· s11 m.tlk .• hk 
as to be virtually invertebrate. It would a \so han· to he .1 Slll. It" t" 
in which communication between generation5 w:ts l'nndu.-rnl. o;o 
to speak, in 'Indian file'-the childrcn having rontacr with their 
ancestors only through the mediation of their parent~. ~·n,,·, tfli, 
is not true. It is not true even when the cornmtlni,·;ttit•n j, 

purely oral. Take our villages, for example. Bccausc working 
conditions keep the mother and father away almost all d:tv. the 
young children arc brought up chiefly hy their grandp.ncnts. 
Consequently, with the molding of each new mind. there is a 

backward step, joining the most malleahle to the most inflexible 
mentality, while skipping that generation whid1 is the sponsllr 
of change. There is small room for doubt that this is the sPll r,·c 
of that traditionalism inherent in so many peasant socictics."H 

In contrast with grandparents, Bloch sees parents as l he 
"sponsor of change." In contrast with the offspring in a new 
environment, they appear rather as conservative influences. Y ct. 

there may well be special conditions in which parents become 
unusually receptive to change precisely to facilitate the adi ust­
ment of their own children to a new and future world. Such 
conditions would perhaps apply to a radical and large-sc:tk 
change in a society. Inkeles in discussing ideological differences 
among Russians brought up by parents living in a stahlc pre­
Soviet era vs. those brought up by parents living through the 
Revolutionary period, advances this formulation. An approxi-
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111 .tt<: tc-..t i-.. provided by asking a small group of Russian adults 

1,1 retro"j'<:Ll about the.: way they were reared by their parents 
•111 ,1 r" report on the.: way they reared their own children. Most 
-..rnkrnt! I' the.: "incrc.:asc.:d attention paid to political considera-
11, Ill" r.n the c.:ducatiun of one's children" corresponding to the 
w.t: ··rhe Soviet regime has progressively 'politicized' more and 

• 0 • ..0 
!llllll" .IICI" (If lllllll:lll ;l(tJVJ[y. 

The l·on.,idc:rations presented thus far are not to suggest 
rh.tr .111 u/,/a l·hiJd would not be directly aware of harsh eco-
11olllil· n:.dn ic., hut to demonstrate that certain aspects of social 
c ha 11 ge may we II ha vc.: more consequences for adults than for 
t"lllldrnt a., a group. But, if the young child is insulated from 
ll"t !.lilt ;t-..pclts oi the.: larger environment, and the older per­
._,,111 i., tt'>llallv hardened already, the point at which such abrupt 
ch;tl11.!l"" in tile environment could have effects would be in the 
i 11 hc.r \\·cen vcars. Y ct. our earlier data suggest that political 
p;t rr :· r rc-.. .11;d ideology seem well formed by the first years in 
hi.l!lr -.dwol, ;llld that the process of development is gradual. 
.·ll•rupt dt;lllgc.:.s in orientation around the time of adolescence 
clue to Ltrgcr n-cnts do not conform to the general pattern of 
our earlier findings. Perhaps the role of such events is small 
and works its way by slow degrees. 

One other problem related to the concepts employed has to 
do with the ambiguity of the notion of generation. When we 
coJKt't vc of the "younger" vs. the "older" generation, we have 
in rni nd a concept of chronological age, and the implicit notion 
th;tt being at a certain point in life and in a certain status has 
political consequences. When we conceive of the "lost genera­
tion" of \Vorld War I or of the generation of "Depression 
hahics," we have in mind not a chronological concept, but the 
not~c>n of a particular social environment-a Zeitgeist within 
which the: individual developed. While the ambiguity can be 
resolved at .the level of .concepts, these two components are 
confounded 111 many empirical tests of the theory.1o Thus, if we 
compare young vs. old in tlze same calendar year, we do not 
know which aspect of the "generational complex" is at work. 
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The contrasted groups grew up in dif1erent eras anll dilTcrcnt 
worlds but they are also of difTerent chronological ages. Even ' ' ' 
the meaning of the chronological age component of the "gen-

erational complex" is itself complex. \Ve have the status impli­

cations of age plus the inevitable dements of aging sud1 ;Is 

infirmity, pessimism, etc., plus the fact that aging ma~· simpl~· 
mean the cumulative influence of mort' exposure to the . .-.unr· 

kind of environment.11 

Another difficulty attends certain of the empirictl qudics 
of the problem. We earlier mentioned thl· possibility that dz,wg 

ing patterns of differential birth rates among classes might he 
responsible for political change. In the comparison of ditTcrent 
age groups in the aggregate, or the same age groups at difTcrcnl 

historical periods in the aggregate, any difTcrenccs that appear 

to be generational may simply be artifacts of the difTcrcnt social 

composition of the groups. Similarly, longevity varies ;tmong 
different sub-groups. Comparisons of age groups in the aggre­
gate may thus involve different types of individuals demo­
graphically. In principle, this can be solved by the introduction 
of certain controls or matchings, but it may often be neglected 

in practice. 
Ideally, one should compare individuals of the same age 

at different calendar points and match them in social composi­

tion. Then one can isolate the influence of the larger environ­

ment, controlling the chronological component of generations. 
This approach is rarely found in the literature of quantitative 
empirical studies of political development. 

A study that illustrates the virtues of such a design was 
conducted by Pressey.12 Although it does not deal with the 
specific political variables under discussion, it provides support 
for our earlier remarks that the young are less responsive to the 

direct impact of social change. In 1923, about 1700 subjects rang­

ing from children in grades 6 to 12 in Ohio schools to students 

~n the four college years at Ohio State University were admin­
Istered the Pressey X-0 test. In 1943, 1700 subjects with the 
same age distributions in schools in Ohio and at Ohio State 
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Lniversity were administered the same instruments. Age and 
~< 1 cial characteristics arc thus controlled and what is under 
scrutiny is the inHuence of the different eras these tWO gen­
erations had experienced. Considerable liberalization of opinion 
is demonstrated in the realm of morals, manners and taboos, 
hut what is especially noteworthy is that the change is much 
more characteristic of the contrasted college generations than 
of the younger school children. Either the culture of the home 
h:1s nut chanued much in two decades in contrast with the 
changes in th; wider world-or more likedly the younger .ch~ld 
is not yc..:t responsive to the impact of social change and IS m­
sulatc..:cl from it by his home environment. 

In most studies of different age groups or generations, a 
reasonable assumption would be that all three processes are at 
work. The old arc themselves changing from what they were 
under the impact of aging and cumulative experience; the 
young arc molded by a different Zeitgeist and in part are re­
flecting their temporary status as young people who are l_ess 
exposed to the ravages of time or the influences of cumulative 

experience with the same environmentP 
One other prefatory note is in order. Granted that a cen­

tral factor in explaining some of the differences between gen­
erations is the factor of social change-the Zeitgeist-one is left 
with the imponderable question of ttJhat element in the vast 
complex of changing conditions is responsible for differing politi­
cal orientations. Writings in this area tend to emphasize the 
dramatic aspects of change-crises like war and depression or 
the rise of a new and dramatic political figure. The influence 
of such factors would be somewhat reminiscent of that process 
of attitude formation which, following the schema ~laborated 
by Allport, we described as ·"trauma." But such a process does 
not seem central to the general empirical findings earlier pre­
sented. Moreover, if we ask in what respects the environment 
of young people in the United States differs from that of their 
parents, we can immediately point to many factors not sub­
sumed under the dramatic. Most obvious is the increase in 
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yhears of formal education in this ~cncr;ttiun fllu-., , 1u.dit.Iti\T 
c an . th . , ges In e curnculum and the si~nitiun~._-c ()f r!Jc,c ,!J,Hrl,l 
nfot be neglected. To illustrate the ch:u~~c some ..:urrciJt ntiili.I;,·, 
0 th f . . . e ormal schooling of difTerent age group-.. b:J-..nl <Ill .1 11.1 

tiona I probability sample of about ::;.<H H 1 c1-..c.., in 1 '~'1·! .nc l '1 c 
sented in Table 20.1-1 

Table 20. Variations in Formal Education Among the 
Generations in the Un'1ted States (Sampl s D t e urvey a a-
1954} 

PER CENT OF GROUP AGED 

21-29 30-39 40-49 50 59 60 or ov(lf 

College 22 20 18 16 10 

High School 64 56 44 34 26 

Grade School 14 24 38 50 64 

We have already shown the high corrcbtion ol cdu,-.tri"Il 
with political orientation and authoritarian trends .. \ high ,.<Jr 
relation can also be documented for political pani,·ip:lti<lll. \\\· 
shall have opportunity later to document ag:1in the imJ)' Jrt.llll ,. 
of this variable. Moreover, as earlier noted, two m:1jor :J.~cncH·.., 

of socialization for the child are his teacher and sch()< 1! :1-.. 

sociates, and increased schooling provides additional ()pp(lr 
tunity for these agencies to operate. Conset]Uently. gcncrat i()n:d 
differences in political behavior may well reflect educlli()JJ:d 

changes. 
Let us turn to some data in the three politic:1l areas under 

study, bearing in mind these many complexities and difllcultics. 

Authoritarianisu1 ond Generations 

Remmers' surveys, presented earlier, documented the f:lct that 
the children of different social groupings show patterns of rna n i fest 
authoritarianism that correspond to the adult patterns within their 
social groupings. However, it can also he documented from tlw 
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Ii.t:·.,ll.ti '>IH\cy lunducteJ by Stouffer that the magnitude of toler­
.u:, c I• •r the ri.t.:llls ot sociahsts, atheists, suspected Communists, ad­
::t:t:r·,! ( ·,,IIllllllllists. and for nonconformists in general, certainly 
.1 :o~otJ• •r .iiincnsi(ln ut democratic vs. authoritarian tendencies, varies 
wt:!I tlw .~cncr.lltun of the aJult person. Among adults, there is a 
o.,:c.t.i'. de, ltnc in tolerance from the age group in their twenties up 
t• • t lw .t.~c .~ruup 111 their sixties. The data reproduced from Stouffer's 
...... r! .. tr•· j•rncrJtnl 111 Table 11.J:i 

Table 21. The Position of Different Generations On 
Stouffer Scale of Tolerance for Nonconformity 

loss In· More 
GC!norotion' Tolorant Botwoon Tolerant N 

21 ro 29 10% 43% 47% 528 
30 lo 39 11 46 43 682 
-40 to 49 15 48 37 615 
50 lo 59 18 51 31 426 
60 and ovor 21 61 18 517 

Stouffer then confronts the dilemma already described. Young 
pc()plc .trc more tokrant, but if tolerance is the sheer product of 
your h. :tnd not education, perhaps they will be as intolerant as their 
p;tn·rlls when rht'\' become old. The answer is provided by another 
analysis he nukes.; the tolerance of different age groups is examined 
wirhin separate educational levels. Within every age group, the edu­
ctrcd arc found to be more tolerant. It thus appears that even when 
the present generation ages, they will be more tolerant than their 
pa rcn t s were. I· luwever, the detailed data also establish the inde­
pnulc·rJt influence of aging. Old people are still more intolerant than 
young people, even when matched in education. More dramatic is 
the fact that the diffaenus in tolerance among educational levels 
decline with age. With aging, all educational groups converge in 
their authoritarianism. As Stouffer puts it for a youth of today: 
"Although he is likely to be more tolerant when he reaches 6o than 
wert· his own parents at 6o, he may at the same time be less tolerant 
than he was in his own younger days."10 

In a subsequent analysis Stouffer seeks to find the intervening 
variables that underlie these generational differences in tolerance. He 
thus asks what psychological factors might derive from the exposure 
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ofyouthtomoreeducation,which in turn \\'uuld .lql•\!:l' l• r ;!;c:: 

tolerance; similarly what factors might accomp;111 v the lc-"~. 1 c.:t:, .• 
tion,differentenvironmcnt and aging process in tl~e 11 [.! wlu, h rcl.il< 
to their intolerance. He is able to establish the prnnh .. 1 .: ,r· ,_ c: .• ! 
such psychological factors, differently distributed atilt •II( 1 ·I·! .10:• I 
young, and to demonstrate their correlation with itll .. kr.;tl< c ... , , ·r<"" 

Thus, pess~is11_1 is present i~ ~h~ less nlucatnl. ;1,, 1 " 111 ,_ 111 :c'- . 1 _.:!11~:­
and goes w1th mtolerance. R•g•dny and authoriun.111 _1111 ! , 1 , 11 :, ,, 'n 

ist views accompany lack of education and arc nwrc pnntt .11:1' ·II_~: 
the old, presumably accounting for tlwir intoln.111 , c·. Th 11 -.. :t 1" 

Stouffer's view that some erosion of the gre.un t1 •ln.uhc· 1>1 the 
present younger generation will occur with thnr al! 111 ~: •1n,l th< 
decline of optimism. However, the lc:ssn rigidity .. tu.th 1;nr.1 n.lllt'-l 11 

and conformity with respect to child rearing he reg:mlo; ·'" .1 tun• tt•'" 
of modern education and the Zeitgt'i.rt. Thus. lw sen the t .. kr.tn• c 

of the current generation maintained tu some degree dnpttc the 
inroads of aging. 

All of this analysis is predicated on tlw assumption ul. the ' ,.,; 
tinllityofthesocialchanges that have occurred. Fxrnnal fcor,n nt~.>:ht 
move the current generation in either direction-dmn r11 their 1ur 
ents or further away. Stouffer nowhere suggests 1 he prmpell f1•r the 
next adult generation, the children of today. The pattern uf edlh :1 

tion may well have become stabilized hy now. Futun· unknown" 111 

the environment must be reckoned with. I lmvcn·r. there jo; :t d;lll~cr 
that the reader might extrapolate from the progressivc pattern Ph 
served in the data for each group, and argue that those in their teen" 
would be even more tolerant than those now in their twcnt ies. The 
Remmers' data presented earlier constitute the next younger cnh"rt. 
and the comparability of many of the questions in these sur\·cys 
provides opportunity for an empirical solution. \Vhik it is not pos· 
sible to make the complete analysis appropriate to the probklll· 
inspection of these teen-age data suggests that tolerance has k\'<:kd 
off. Whether this is the product of the stabilization of the environ­
ment and the educational process or the emergence of counter­
forces to tolerance cannot be determined. 

Hinshaw by secondary analysis of a large number of qucsric~ns 
asked of national samples by the American Institute of Public Optn· 
ion during 1937-43 finds evidence that confirms Stouffer .17 The 
samples were broken down into three age groups, 18-_3o, _,I-47· and 

107 



POLITICAL SOCIALIZATION 

.; ..., , , 1 1 ,J, !n .. llld am()ng the questions examined were five on civil 
J.:!•cr 1 1n 1"r r.ulrl.tls. :\!though the diflerences are not large, the 

'"'n rtic!lltlv more tolcr:mt. :clllil.~ .lfC ....... . 

"" i.t r we haH· rrearnl rhe inHucncc of generations in attenuat­
trt_~: l'·trcnr.d lr.Jll\tllission of manifC'Jt authoritari~n trends. But, what 
<o! :n:r·i:1 :: .lllth()ri~:nianism? It should immedrat~ly be n?ted that 
'"11 w 1 o1 1 he in tc nen in g \·ariables which Sto~ffe~ rs?lated tn an at­
tertii" t11 rnrcrl'rer the manifc·Jt level of authontanamsm are the very 
k1nd cd rrcrm whi,h form pan of the domain that. has. been regarded 
_,., r:tq•II, r1 .nrrh"rrr.trianism, and their exact wordmg rs most close to 
ttcrtl\ 111 rhe oril:inal F-scale. Stouffer's findings that these results 
\ .tr~· rndcl'endcn~ly with age and with education e~tablish genera­
l llltJ.rl d rtTcrnllTS in implicit authoritarianism; such dtfferences being 
i r 1 l '.1 rr .1 fund ion of sheer aging independent of education and in 
l'·l rr .1 ltuh r ion of the d itTcrcnt education and larger environment of 
r lw ~·, lltllg. 

K<•mh:tuscr's study among automobile workers generally con­
tirrm Sr"uiTcr\ lindin~s. but also exhibits certain special departures. 
Tlw ll('t rcr nhtlatnl \\··orkcrs show less authoritarian attitudes (short 
f"rrn ut the "F" scdc) at each age level. Age goes with increased 
:ttllhuriLtri:mism when workers o\'er 40 arc contrasted with those 
under ·!'l, hut Pnly among those with higher education. Thus while 
h"rh \';triahks haH· independent influences on authoritarianism, in 
~tgrccnH·nt with StoutTer's findings, it should be noted that the var­
t:thlc "f :tgc only has cfTcct under specified conditions. It is as if the 
ttndcrcdtrcttcd arc already relatively so authoritarian that aging can­
not produn· any iurther deterioration.18 

\V c turn to another inquiry for a more detailed treatment. In a 
survey conducted by Mackinnon and Centers, of a quota sample of 
4()0 people in the city of Los Angeles, similar findings are docu­
mented for that dimension of authoritarianism that we have labeled 
"implicit." 111 A modified F-scale was used and it was established that 
authoritarianism reacheu a peak in the oldest age group. However, 
certain more subtle findings of this study are especially relevant to 
our discussion. These writers find in confirmation of Janowitz and 
Marvick, Stouffer, Remmers, and others that the lower classes ex­
hibit more authoritarianism than do the higher classes. However, 
when they then examine the developmental aspects of authoritarian-
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ism with increasing age, for separate cco11om 1, 1 i.: .. c .. 1:: ~ .• 

that the disparity between classes is reduced with ·•.:..:r. 

The older group despite upper class st.llm ,111 ,., n ! n ·. : ~ ·.•. : . 
toward the authoritarianism of the lower clasS<.·<>. wh:, h !u· .. :: .> .... 
been relatively authoritarian. The spccitication ol rhr r:!r.: . ~ .1 .: . :: •· 

parallels Kornhauser's finding. Here again it i~ .1<. ri dctrr:• : .• ::. ::. _,;: 

only occur in the one instance. In othn word,, rhr n:n·.1 • , ~ ~·:.~ 
generation variable is toward obliteration of d;w; d 1: f r rcr 1 • (", ::. . •.. ~ :: 
oritarianism. Whether this is a product of thl' nh~c.IIJ• •11 .d . , ::.:. : .r:. ~ 
or some other component of social chan~-:l· bcrwrcn :..:rnrr. 1 ~: ... 

not established. The writers themsci\'C:s ;•rguc lor dt.r- '-" :. : ~ .1 

changing perspective on the world as the indi' idu.tl ;t . .:n. T!::·. 
component of the generational COtnpleX is Sllppor!l"d h\ I •llr ! ~ ,, '':: r 

ofthedata. The least authoritarian suh-group is the n"n m.tnt;_,: . : .• ·.·. 
in the Thirties, rather than the youngest individu.tl ... wh•· \~, ::: : : .. -
more educated. This seems to correspond to t h(" zr 1111 h , : , ; ; , . : 
tunity, prior to the stabilization or possihle dt"dinc 11i ''l'!'"':\:n:t\ 
and gratification with further aging. 

One inquiry provides direct evidence on the in lhtctll c 111 :, • : n1.1l 

education in modifying implicit authoritarianism.::" :\ l.n~r · ... t :r 
program of research on the role of higher education in thr dr·. r!• ·;· 
ment of personality has been in progress at Vassar ( ~ollrgr I• •r 1 i:r 
past four years under the direction of Nc\'itt Sanford. \\'c lll.t\' , '•ll 

ceive of college experience as involving a \'aricty of agrrll·wo; '.r 
socialization in addition to exposure to didactic material. ( >nr l 1. ....... 
of girls has now been tested both upon entrance into rollrgr .tn•l 
againduringtheirSeniorYear.Scoreson the F scale arc romidc-r.thlv 
lowered after four years of college residence. 

Politleal Orientation and Generations 

We shall first present data on attitudes as an i ndcx of 

political orientation. 

A first and excellent source of evidence on generation dif­
ferences in orientation are the studies of intra-family correlations in 
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attitude. If instead of examining resemblances among family mem­
hcrs hy corrcbtional methods, the mean score of the generation of 
children is compared with the t~u·an scor~ of th~ older generation of 
pan:nts, a test of generational differences 1_s _obtamed. ~o.reover, such 
a t<::st based on members of the same fatmbes, by definttlOn, controls 
cenain social characteristics in the comparison of the two generations 
in a \Vav that is nut possible in the study of unrelated individuals 
fr<>m difrcrcnt generations. In ad~ition, one can observ~ quite di­
rectly the attenuation of parental mAucncc, most appropnate to our 

prescnt discussion. 

. Such findings for a nurn~x:r o.:I the studies of intra-~amily at-
tnudcs arc summarized by Ftsher.- Perhaps, the most Important 
conclusion is that no simple hypothesis conforms to the subtleties of 
the data. True it is that the findings. in general, show a lesser con­
scn-atism among the children. Thus, Peterson obtained more liberal 
scores for children than for their parents. Newcomb and Svehla 
obtained more liberal (pro-Communist) scores for their child gen­
erati_on, hut they also show that within sub-groups in given strata the 
~nd 1 ngs may reverse themselves. Particularly, among lower occupa­
tiOnal levels, fathers on occasion were less conservative than their 
children. Moreover, some of the differences are small or inconsistent. 

In the studies of parents vs. children, the influence of aging is 
~o~founded with generational differences, although social character­
IStics arc controlled. A unique longitudinal study by Nelson provides 
~vidence on the role of aging apart from classic generational var­
Iahlcs.22 About 4ooo college students at 18 colleges were tested on 
a conservatism-radicalism scale in 1936. After a lapse of 14 years, 900 
forrnt"r students were empancllcd and retested. A variety of mea­
sures established that the mortality from the original sample of 4000 
was probably not a source of bias. Comparisons of the 1936 and 1950 
~can :cores for the 900 subjects provide evidence that despite aging 
t ere IS a small shift in the direction of greater liberalism. If tum­
ov~r. of !ndividual cases is examined, the predominant pattern of 
sh1ftmg Is still toward liberalism. It should be noted, however, that 
the component of aging, unlike the other studies cited, is merely 
from young adult status to perhaps age 35· By an ingenious com­
parison between the 1936 scores and scores of a new generation of 
r 9'5° college students, matched in certain respects, Nelson finds that 
the 1 950 generation is also more liberal than the 1936 college stu-
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dents. He thus infers that aging per se is not the determin::mt of 
changing political orientation, but rather cumulative cxperit'lh."C with 
the environment and the social changes that occurred hetwtTn nn(l 

and I950. The conclusion is therefore what might be lahclkd a 
modified generational theory, namely. that expcrit·nce of social 
change, subsequent to the formative years, is operative. \\'hik ~dson 
establishes that this variable has relevance, other data establish that 
its contribution to political orientation is small. Sub-groups from 
the different colleges and individuals show a remarkable tcndciKY 
to maintain their relative position of liberalism or conservatism des­
pite their aging by I4 years and their exposure to the varietv of 
intervening experiences. 

By an ingenious secondary analysis of survey data from the 
American Institute of Public Opinion, Toch provides evidence on 
generational differences in political orientation.!!:! Since such surveys 
are available over a IS year period, age groups can he comp:ucd 
for two somewhat different eras, an earler one beginning HHR and 
a later era ending 19s2. Thus, as earlier noted, comparisons of in­
dividuals of the same age at different points in time controls aging 
per se and tests the influence of the Zeitgeist on attitude development. 
By contrast, the influence of aging, apart from Zeitgeist, is established 
when the functional relationship between age and attitude is in­
variant no matter what the time period, or docs not vary in the 
direction predictable from the changing ethos of the different eras. 
Measures of political conservatism examined in this fashion yield 
no evidence in support of a generational theory hut do clearly docu­
ment the fact that the aging process itself, setting in about age so, 
produces increased conservatism. 

In Centers' national inquiry in 1945 into class consciousness 
among a sample of white males, data are provided which bear on 
the relation of political orientation to generations.24 Incidental to 
this analysis, there is evidence relevant to the Newcomb finding of 
an inversion in the generational process for different classes- Centers' 
presents the scores on this conservative-radicalism scale for age 
groups 6o years of age or older down to the age group under 30, 
separately for different classes. Among the business, professional, and 
white collar group, there is a progressive increase in conservatism 
with age. However, among the manual workers, the influence of 
age is negligible; old and young alike rarely tend to show conserva-
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::·,:r .. \\'II.Itncr v:1n::nron mage occurs tends to establish that the 
r:. :• ldlr- ·•.t.:c group ( .;o-49) is least conservative. The finding is much 
rn .1,, (lrd wuh ,:"\."n\·comh's finding from intra-family data. Centers' 
"'',.11 uacrprct:ltion is close to the classic view of generations. He 
"'"n r hr ... 1gc group as hit by the depression at the time when they 
h.1d entered ulto the labor force and were beginning to advance 
tlwrr l.Ircns, the umsequences being "an embittered out-look born 
• >I dq•re'>'>l<lll and lc:1n years." 

Tl11s imp1iry of Centers' dealth with a national sample in 1945 
=•nd t!w :111:dvsis alxJ\'e was confined to an age range above 20. In 
:•n(lrhcr stud):. Centers provides additional data on generations. This 
'>tudy. earlier examined in the discussion of the progressive socializa. 
r 11111 uf the child into his class position with age, involved a sample 
••I high sdwol youth in one small Eastern city in 1947, mainly in 
the :1gc group 16-18.:!:; Centers titles his paper, Children of the New 
I Jc·,,/. to ern phasize the generational variable interpreted in terms of 
du· wry specialized environment of this age group: born as he writes 
"in depression, reared in unemployment and insecurity, constantly 
c·x poo,cd to the ideology of three Roosevelt administrations, witnessing 
the dramatic victories of welfare legislation, T.V.A." In accordance 
with this environment, Centers notes that although these children 
rnirror their class origins, what is striking is "the degree to which 
youth of all occupational parentages endorse collectivist views."26 

No direct evidence is presented in support of this explanation. 
In addition, the finding itself is derived from sheer inspection of 
routh 's marginal distribution on the ideology scale and does not 
Include any direct comparison with adults. It appears plausible, how. 
evt·r, and is in general conformity with his national data. Moreover, 
~he significance of changed patterns of education on this particular 
Ideological dimension, the factor which we regarded as central to 
explaining generation changes in authoritarianism, must be rejected 
for Centers' data. In The Psychology of Social Classes an analysis is 
~resented of the influence of formal education on ideology, control. 
ling occupation. Increases in education arc associated with increased 
conscrvatism.27 

Kornhauser presents comparisons of old and young automobile 
~orkers in p~li.tical ~ricnt~tion, using a battery of items which tap 

pre-labor pohucal oncntatJon."28 The young workers are more pro. 
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labor and this finding casts doubt on the: classic t ypc oi gt·m· rat ion;d 
theory which Centers employs. Kornhauser notes that it is the older 
members of the UAW who li,·ed through the earlier cr;1 of unem­
ployment, strikes, labor conflict and militant organization. Yn they 
are less pro-labor in orientation than the: young whose dnTlopment 
involved none of these expericnccs. Kornhauser rather emphasizes 
the influence of education in liberalizing the: young. and the possihk 
changes in status and perpccti\'e with progrcssi\'c aging. 

In Hinshaw's secondary analysis of national sunTY d;ILI. ;1ge 
differences in political orientations arc prescntcd for a numbcr of 
attitude arcas.20 On social welfare questions, the difTcrcnccs arc non­
significant and on government ownership and regulations. the dif­
ferences arc negligible. On labor relations, thc young arc somnvhat 
more liberal and on support of Ruuscvc:lt they arc morc fan>rabk. 

In the Helfant inquiry into intra-family agrccmcnt in attitude, 
some additional negative evidence is pro\'ided on the influence of 
age on political orientation.=10 • Since exact agcs of parents were re­
ported, Lorge and Helfant computcd thc correlations for the r(>3 

parents between chronological age and attitude separately ior each 
of the three attitudes studied and for each sex. None of the six 
coefficients was significantly greater than zero. 

One study remains to be cited where age diflercnces in political 
orientation are non-significant. Pollak by secondary analysis of ( ;al­
lup, Roper and NORC data prior to I943 finds I I questions dcaling 
with public ownership where age breaks between thc young ( 40 

or 45 or less) vs. the old (over 40 or 45) were provided.:n The: 
universes varied from national to local in character. None of the 
differences was significant, and conservatism characterized a ma­
jority of both age groups. 

We turn now to party affiliation and voting behavior as an 
index of political orientation. 

In the Maccoby study of a sample of youth in Cambridge, Mass., 
the shift of children from the political affiliation of their parents is 
examined as a function of formal education. Considerable evidence 
has been presented that this factor is central in accounting for many 
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, .· :hr ·rnrr.ltll•n lbtlercnccs, and Maccoby's findings provide further 
.. ::::r::·:·.,:t••n. lt ts established that among "the college graduates in 
:::r ··.ll:l; !c. -"·" dunged to some degree from the political position 
•.: :i1rz~ i·.trcnrs. while 'only 2~F ~of those wh~ did not graduate from 
h: .: ! , · .. h,. ·! d 1.! so." Tht· 11nding cannot be d1_sputed on grounds that 

:.'. · ·. , .; :n• .btl 11\ is conioundcd-in that h1gher education would 
1::1: :-•. 1 ,crl.lin. d:tss position or class aspiration: "At each class 
!,- ·. ;. :. : i~r· krrn <·,Ju,·.ttcd young people change more." The direction 
• : , !LIIl:'C' :~ n.lmmcd hv ~bccohy and it is shown that considerable 
·.! 1::: ·. , .: ~ u r 111 the d i rt·c~ion of both parties. However, the detailed 
J•.,::rrn ~~ .. r ~~~ltH" intcrt·st. At the lower educational level, the shift 
:·. i':r··!••:nln.uttly toward the Republican ~arty_; at_the college level 
: hr ... h: r r 1, l'rnlt~m inantly in the Dcmocrauc dlrectton.32 

Th{' ,J\n.uni, s oi this process arc examined by Maccoby, eta/. 
Thr ll\ puthnis is ad\'.tnrcd that education, by exposing the individual 
t•, .1 : .n:c:\ of t'Icttpoints and a di\'ersity of information, creates the 
},_ .... ,, l"r rat i11n:tl dt·cisions about politics and thus attenuates the 
tntlun h c· 11f sue h non-rati~nal factors. as. family tradition. No strong 
n 1dn1< c· 111 mpport of thts hypothesiS ts presented, although sorne 
'>tt,.:.~~ntiH· tindings arc consistent with it.33 The ideological struc. 
r11r(' "' tht' \\T~IcJt~catc~ youth se_ems congruent w_ith their pany 
, 111 .. , c· lrrt"spC"dl\'l' ot wluch party IS chosen, suggestmg the forma. 
r ir •n r •I •1 ,·invpoint on intellectual grounds. 

( >t hn st udics on the influence of college education on the 
y(lun g a !so demonstrate its significance for political change. A 
rnost significant distinction must be drawn, however, between 

st udics such as Maccoby's where college education is simply a 
/()rm,J/ rubric covering a l1eterogeneity o£ educational institu­

tions. and studies within a specific college, where in addition 
to the formal training, all subjects are exposed to a relatively. 
homogt:nt.·ouJ philosophy or atmosplzere. 

Thus, Newcomb's study seems to be in contradiction of the 
.l\faccohy finding. The essential drift among the students with in­
creased exposure to education was toward radicalism. However, as 
Newcomb establishes in comparative studies of other college com. 
ll1unitics this pattern is panicular to the Bennington community, 
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and not general for exposure to higher education as such. Studc:nt~ 
in Williams College and Skidmore College did not show the same 
trend; there were slight drops in conservatism hut the data arc: not 
progressive from year to year. More dramatic evidence. although 
not as comprehensive, is presented by Newwmh for :1 Catholic col­
lege. A portion of the student body was testc:d in the same yc:ar as 
in the case of the three other institutions. Here. hv contrast. the "at­
titude climate" was relatively homogeneous hut o1;posnl in d i reel ion 
to the atmosphere found for I3ennington.a·• 

Inferential data on generations and political orientation as re­
flected in party affliation are available from the 1\lichigan study. :\s 
earlier noted, the respondents reported on their parents' party tics. 
On this basis, Campbell et a/. report that younger individuals, those 
coming of age after 1928, have parents who were predominantly 
Democratic. By contrast, among those respondents who came of age 
prior to 1928 the party split among parents is only slightly in famr 
of the Democrats and this edge is contributed completely hy the 
South. as 

. Thus, parents of a more recent generation had Democratic lean­
Ings and these data are not dependent on that aspect of generations 
having to do with physical aging. If we accept the validity of the 
report to the question, it should be noted that the respondents 
retrospected on their parents' politics, at tlu· time that they were 
growing up. Thus, chronological age is presumably constant and 
they are presumably reporting on parents of a relatively young age. 
l'et, the young parents of an earlier era and generation were pre­
dominantly Republican, and the young parents of a later era or gen­
eration were predominantly Democratic. 

More direct evidence on the generation process is provided by 
the same Michigan study. The respondents were asked to retrospect 
about the way they themselves had cast their first vote. Comphell, 
et al., note that voters coming of age in elections beginning with 
1932 voted predominantly Democratic. 

A more refined analysis of generations is then provided in the 
~~chigan study by the examination of "delayed" first votes by po­
httcal era.36 It is established that those individuals who did not cast 
their first vote at the time of their majority, but at some subsequent 
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elect ion, follow the same pattern observed for the first voters. In 

ckctiom beginning with I<J32 and running through 1948, the de­
bycd fir\t \"(Jters. just like the non-delayed, went predominantly to 
the I krnocratic party. This tinding strengthens the likelihood that 
the cnlin findings on first voters going Democratic is not a func­
t iun of t h.tt ge nc rat ion a I component that we have labeled sheer 
·' outh and agwg. The delayed voters arc chronologically an older 
group: yet they hcha\"l' the s:1me way as the more youthful individu­
tLds. \\'hat must he at work is the atmosphere at the time of their 
a rri v :d i 11 politics, whose traces are carried along into subsequent 
"l:l.L:c'> of their life. The writers in conjecturing about the political 
:ttrn!'sl>lwrc of tlut era give a central role to Roosevelt, although no 
dirct"t n·idcncc on his influence is presented. 

The Elmira study also provides data on generation factors as 
they were rna n i ksted in the HJ4R Presidential election. The analyses 
suggest that generation factors interact with more traditional sources 
of cleavage in political orientinion. However, it should be noted 
that, dependent on what source of cleavage is examined, the effect of 
g<'n<'ration rnav vary. Thus, it is established that class differences in 
oricntat ion arc. lu·iglltou·d in the younger age group.:17 Among older 
individuals, prcsunubly introduced into politics in the pre-Roosevelt 
era, class origins make for about a 20 percent point difference in 
\'ote for the Republicans in 1948. Among young individuals, intrO­
duced into politics since the New Deal era, the effect of class is to 
rnakc for almost a 40 percentage point difference. Thus, the social 
conditions which heightened class awareness in more recent times 
arc reflected in greater class cleavages in vote among the young. 
One rnight restate the finding in still another fashion contrary to 
usual thinking about generations. The younger generation is not a 
uniform group in orientation. 

. Lest this appear to he a general law-in which the recent genera-
trans have heightened awareness of all their group loyalties as con­
trasted with the older generation-another finding in the Elmira 
study should he noted. The party vote of Protestants vs. Catholics is 
exarnincd among different age groups. By contrast with the finding 
on class, the effect of youth is to reduce religious cleavages. Among 
older individuals, Protestants and Catholics differ by about 70 per­
centage points; among the young, the difference is less than 30 
percentage points. Here, the effect presumably of the political at-

116 



SOCIAL CIIA:SGE IN THE \\'II>E E~\"JHO~'il ~I" 

mosphere of the younger generation IS to unifv the :.:ruul' ,,,. the 
weakening of religious factors.:18 

The earlier panel study of voting. Tile- l'c·oplc'.• CIJtnc c·. tunltnns 
the Elmira finding on religious differences as they rd.1tc· to !'"lilt• .d 
generations. Here again-for another commtmity and ;11wthn de, 
tion, Erie County in 194o-rcligious difft·n·nct·s kl\c In~ elk, t 
among the younger age group.:w \Vhilc the intnprcu t 1nn-. ·" h .tlh n I 
are plausible it should be noted for these analyst·s in Elnu r.t .111d F 1 tc 

County, that it is impossible to separate the inlluen ... T of the gcncr.t 
tion components, political atmosphere vs. aging. But it ,,tn he s.tid 
that the generation complex has these effects. 

Comparative findings on the interact ion oi genna t ion and , l.t's 
in determining vote are avaibble for England. Benney. c·t ,,/ .. ,,,n 
ducted a panel study during the General Ekction of tq')•J c•n ;~ 
sample of 950 respondents drawn from the denoral register nl 

Greenwich.40 The young (under so) voted Labour, the old \'OtC'll 
Conservative, and this holds when class is controlled. From the 
same data, it is clear, as in Elmira, that among thc..· young. till' in­
fluence of class on vote is much greater than among the old. Hen­
ney suggests that this differential effect cannot be due to aging an~! 
the growth of a conservative view. He suggests a generational dil­
ference in the exposure to given political parties. As he puts it, ":\ 
man of Mr. Churchill's age who had lived in Crecnwich all his life 
would have reached middle age and have voted in 4 general cln·tions 
before he ever had a chance to vote for a Labour candidate." 

The report on the national study of college graduates, The'\' 
Went to College, also analyzed the influence of generation on class 
cleavages in political orientation.41 Since the finding is somc\~'hat 
at variance with that of the Elmira study, it should he emphastzctl 
that the context of the reseach was quite different. This was a rel­
atively homogeneous group-all college graduates-and they showed 
a strikingly high proportion of Republicans in contrast with more 
heterogeneous samplings of the national population. It should also 
be noted that the analysis dealt with traditional party affiliation as 
expressed in an off-year, 1947, rather than with a specific vote. 

The most general finding is that Republican affiliation increases 
within this group directly with age. The analysts emphasize that the 
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.. , ·"···· il ., .... d ... .-.tnnot lx· c:st:thlished. It may be the influenc~ of 
· · ·: · · '· · · 1 · •. 1 .,nduatc toward greater conservatism, 

, · · · · ,,·. ·.t:. II Ill , l.llll!lllL, • t-- • • • • • 
.. : . .' .. . .. : ... tf~, 1 : dH.' 11 h.ler l.!raduatcs were JnttJally mfluenced by 

·· ........ 1: .. 1t111,,s111;crc oi their youth. However, in con-
·:.·- :.:1•rr· ,c: Ull!h ... lll . . . 

. : , . ·.·. :·!t ri:;. Fl:n:r.t studv wlwrt·in class cle?\'ages m votmg char-
....... ::::· .,,.un~ .. 11111111 !.!·.-olkgc: graduates mcome cleavages have 

,-:: .• t :n :! 1,. ~ 111111 :..: t:~oup. despite the tenden~y of aging to pro­
. · 1· I' . 11· .. , 11 !)(lint of new . 

• ·:,·. 1•cr :t•::.r,,·n::!\ '' \.tpu lll· 

K· ·: 11 !~.~u~n l'rncnts data 011 age differences in voting patterns 
.. :!-.· t-.~: l'rn~<knti.tl ek.-tion for t.:A\V members, a group in 
·.·. !1 : :, !1 .. : 11 ,,~,. 11 .-1!, in on·upation is assured by definition.42 Here 
.. · ;·:. :· :~ ~i 1 ,., •• 11 .th.tt the older vote: more Republican, despite the 
! .. :: • .. ::: 1 ::·. ,,; l'r" lknw~.·rati.- iorces impinging o~ all workers 
:'::. ·.·.·h . ,, 1, 1111 11 11 un11111 norms and common occupation. It should, 
;, ...... , ... ,., . II(' n .. rc.l 1h.11 al.!c and all other demographic determinants 
\'. c·rc· ,,.;_ 111 \ ch unimporta.m. In wntrasr with the national population 
'·., : ·. ~td> .l.!r"ui' studil'd was prcdomin:mtly Democratic. The ag~ 
•::! i < I I'll• c-. d11 IIIII St'CIIl c:--:pJainab(c: in tt'rlllS of a generational dQc. 
:: :nr·. ,,n, <·. 11 .111v1hing. rhc: old workers were probably those whose 
'.1rlwr \\c•rk hi ... t .. rics in\'ol\'c:d :t rnore radical era. 

\\ · (' h.t n· p rc..;cntnl a variety of studies which establish the 
ttttltt<"tllc ot ).!Ciln.llions on political orientation and authorj. 
1.1 r t.tttt, m. 1 :; In ~on1t' of t hcsc studies, it is possible to isolate 
,., It:, h ~,·.,ml'"ncnt of the complex is at work. In other studies, 
wll<'r(' ... 11d1 rdincmcnt is not possible, one can nevertheless 
c-.t.tll[t,IJ 1 he role of the total complex of factors. 

Thc-,c st udics were introduced mainly to demonstrate one 
ltl< •rc f.tctnr attenuating parental influence, but some of these 
... r ttdic-, :dso hear on the larger problem of further changes in 
p•ditic.tl behavior with age. \Vhile socialization is mainly a 
pr11d ult of experiences within the formative years, these studies 
~how 1 hat the individual is not then fixed in his politics for 
I i fc I lc may show further changes with cumulative experience 
in the large society or in a particular segment of that society. 
:\ nd as he ages his general viewpoint may change with conse. 
tjll<:nces for his politics. 
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Notes 

I. It should be noted that there: could he: great \·;1ri.ttion in the m.;;:_nr­
tude of social change: bc:twc:c:n the: worlds of p;1rent~ ;md children. 
Thus, in some instances the world being rcL!tiH·I\' st.1hk. the i.lctor 
would not radically attenu;1te parental in!luence. 

2. A. Jersild, F. Markey, C. Jersild, Chi/drcn'J Fc·<~n, f)rc.;m.•. ll'r..-hc· . .-. 
Daydreams, Likes, Dislii(CS, P/c,JJ,mt ,md Un{'/c,u.;nt .\lc·morro. Child 
Development Monog. #12, I9.B· 

3- P. Lazarsfcld and P. Eisenberg, "The Psychologic.d EfTccts of lln. 
employment," Psycho/. Bull., 35, 19_3H, pp. 35H-)qo. 

4· See for example, E. Rundquist and R. Slc:tto, l'cr.mna/it,· in the· f)c-. 

pression; a Study in the ,\lc·amrcnu·nt of .·lttitrulcJ ( ~1inneapolis: 
The U. of Minnesota Press, 1936); 0. Hall. "Attitudes and l 1ncm­
ploycd Men," Arch. Psycho/., I(JS, I<J34· 

5· S. Waldvogel, "Memory for Early Childhood." 1' . .-~·cho/. .\lnnog .. 62. 
#4, 1948. 

6. Oeser and Emery, Op. Cit. 
7- H. Meltzer, "Talkati\'cncss about, in rc:htion to knowkdge of. S"cial 

Concepts in Children," Pcd. Scm., 33. rq26, pp. 497-:;n;. 
8. M. Bloch, The Historian's Craft (~cw York: Knopf. ICJ')')). pp. 3q-

41. I am indebted to Prof. S. Diamond for bringing this reference to 
my attention. 

9- A. Inkeles, "Social Change and Social Character: The Role: of 
Parental Mediation," f. Soc. Issues, XI, #2, ICJ55. PI'· 12-23. :\ similar 
design was employed by the Lynds in !1/iddlc·tort•n and is discussed 
below (see p. 124). 

10. Thus, Mannheim in his essay on the problem states on t\\'o separate 
occasions that he will ignore one aspect of the problem, that of 
"aging." While it is possible to ignore such an aspect when one 
limits himself to a spcculati\'c or analytic discussion, ignoring the 
fact docs not prevent its intrusion when one deals with empirical 
data. See K. Mannheim, "The Problem of Generations," in Essavs in 
tlze Sociology of K11owledgc (New York: Oxford Univcersity Press, 
1952), Chapter VII, especially pp. 293. 2g6. 

II. On occasion, the inference as to which factor is at work is fairly 
easy to make on the basis of sheer reflection. Thus, Cavan, ct a/., 
document a marked decline in political participation (membership in 
organizations, attendance at meetings and ofliccs held) and in interest 
in such paritcipation when groups ranging from age 6o to go plus 
arc compared. The likelihood is great that this decline represents the 
component of physical aging with failing vitality and illness rather 
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. : ... :: .· :!'. c- .• :llc-r gcncr;Jtion:Jl difTerenc~s in participatio~. See, ~van, 
j. :~.·r .. r: .J. J'rrvmul .·tdjrutmfnl mOld Ag~: (Chtcago: Science 
}{r ~· o: !1 .\<<o...:i.llc,, IC)..;C)), PP· 48·5°• , 
..., i'~r·.·n. ··< :h.1 n~c' from 19.23 to 1943 m the Attitudes of Public 
:-.. : . .tl•! l 'n 1\ ;r,uv Students," f. Psycho/., 21, 1946, PP· 173·188. 
·--.-- .. : , 11 1, <ul•-.c,p 1 cr~t study which followe~~ the process for the next 
,:r .. :- tq• ,,, '''"~· S. Pressey ;~nd :\.Jones, 1923-1953and2o-6oAge 

:t~(""·, 1n ~{ .. r.d Codes. Anxieties ;~nd Interests, As Shown by the 
··: 1 1 .Tr·.r ... ·" f. l'J\Chol., .W-40, 1955, PP: 485-502. . 

, .:1!1- .• 1 rrc.1t;ncnt nf the problem m the largerfieldofattllude 
:: .r., . :: c-: 11 , 111 • -cc ~1urphy, Murphy, and Newcomb, Op. Cit., pp. 
1, , • • • • • , ..... , ,. d. :\ 11 sorts of possible designs can be elaborated to 
:: r . .r • ·! till\ gene-rational problem ;~nd the specific measure of social 
• :: .. n_.;c- I·.~. h n~o1y rcsol\"e a gi,·en problem, but may have limitations 
1n , .:!1rr rc-<I'C'.:h. Thus, for ex:.1mplc, one could use cultural artifacts 
.•.. lll•lhc-< .. i .l!titudin;ll change. Then by trend data on changes in 
t!~r·.,- .tr!lt".lc"t< one presurn:.1bly measur~s changes which correspond 
r •• :he- .:.o.:.i.·r<; .. ·.1:r roruJ,uions li\'ing in dtffcr.cnt eras apart from factors 
1 •! ·-hrc-r .1g111g. But what is confounded IS> .possible changes in the 
-'~;r .-. •lnpmition of the populations of the different eras, and if the 
tunr pu1nts .He f.1irly close one may be dealing with a portion of the 
• •r1.~111.d l'"l'ul.l!ion which has aged. For such an approach see Hornell 
I Lrr. "( :h.mging Social Attitudes and Interests," in Recent Socia] 
Tto:ds ,; tl1r l !mfc'd Statu, 1933· 
S Stc >~rlfcr. Communism, Conformity and Civil Lib~:rti~:s (New York· 
I >, >~ rl ·lc, 1.! \". r q')<;). p. 9.2. The data are grouped into gross categori~ 
(, •r • •tlr illmtr.1tion purposes. (Unfortunately, the number of cases in 
c.1, h .,j the ;1gc groups is not reported.} Similar figures are reported 
f<~r .111 c.1rlicr time period, 1940, by the Twentieth Century Fund. 
\\'hilt· rwt as striking, they show the great increase in formal edu. 
'.Ilion in the younger generations in the popt:lation. Thus, if one 
cx.u11incs median years of schooling completed, beginning with the 
group 7'5 years of age or more, and going down the age structure to 
~·.,ung adults, in their twenties, the increase is progressive, going 
fr~1111 a median of 8.0 years to a median of 11.2 years. The proportion 
wuh some college approximately doubles over this same span frotn 
oldt·st to youngest generation. See Am~:rica's Ne~:ds and Resources 
( NC'\\' York: Twentieth Century Fund, 1947}, p. 301. 
Op. Cit., p. 8g. 
I hid., p. 94. 
R. P. Hinshaw, "The Relation of Information and Opinions to Age" 
(unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, Princeton University, 1944). 
Op. Cit., p. r6g. It should be noted that the difficulty mentioned 
earlier that aggregates of individuals differing in age may well differ 
m social composition is probably operative here. Thus, for example, 
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while the sample is homogeneous in occu p:1 1 ion. ulder :1u tllrnohi k 
workers may well be of different ethnicity :111d ethn1cit~· h.1, dlc<"h ,,n 
authoritarianism. 

19. W. MacKinnon and R. Centers, '":\uthuriuri:llli'm :IIHl l"rlun Str:lti­
fication," A mer. f. Social., 6 I, HJ55·5l>, pp. 6 I o-6..:oo. 

20. H. Webster, "Some Quantitati\·e Results," /. Soc. lsmcJ. I..:o. #-t. 

1956, p. 31. 
21. S. Fisher, Op. Cit., pp. 52·5-l and especi:dly T1hlc 12. llimelhud1 

presents evidence that his subjects .1s :1 group were much less 
ethnocentric and authoritarian than the generation of p.trcn ts. ( J {'· C1 r. 

22. E. Nelson, "Persistence of Attitudes of College Students F .. unccn 
Years Later," Psycho!. Mono g .• 6X, # ..:o, I<J5-l· 

23. H. Toch, "Attitudes of the 'Fifty Plus' :\ge (;roup: Prclimin.1n· 
Considerations toward a Longitudinal Sun·ey," !'teN. Orin. tJJc.;rt .. 1 ;. 

1953. pp. 391-394· 
24· R. Centers, The Psychology of Soci.J! C/a.i.il".i (Princeton: Princctlln 

University Press, 1949), pp. 165-168, cspeci:dly T1hle 60. 
25. R. Centers, lntcnzat. f. 0 pin .. ·1 ttit. R.c·s .. () p. !.it. 
26. Ibid., p. 325. This is a sub-scale dealing with go\Trnment o\\·ncrship 

and control essentially. 
27. Op. Cit., p. 164, Table 68. 
28. Op. Cit., pp. 216 ff. 
29. Op. Cit. 
30. I. Lorge and K. Hclfant, "The Independence of Chronologic:d :\gc 

and Socio-Political Attitude," f .. ·1/morm. Soc. /'syd/(}1 .. -tH. 1053. 

p. 598. 
31. 0. Pollak, "Conservatism in Later Maturity and Old Age," .·1ma. 

Social. Rev., 8, 1943, pp. 175-179. 
32. Op. Cit., p. 37, Table 7· The contradiction with Centers' finding is 

difficult to resolve. Other studies to be presented now seem more in 
support of Maccoby, but the contr:1diction still remains. \\'hik 
sampling and technical considerations may enter, the writer is in­
clined to the view that the effect of education may well be specific 
to the conceptual aspect of orientation studied. Thus Centers treated 
"collectivism," Maccoby party aflilia tion; Newcomb still :mother 
dimension. 

33. Campbell, et al., remark in their discussion of party identification 
on the same possibility, that formal education inclines to greater 
rationality, subjects the individual to more information, perhaps 
makes him more selective with respect to specific candidates, and 
gives him greater competence in manipulating the complexities of 
split-ticketing. See their long footnote on p. 96, The Vota Dccidc·s, 
Op. Cit. 

34· See T. Newcomb, "The Influence of Attitude Climate upon some 
Determinants of Information," f. Abnorm. Soc. Psyclwl., 41, 1946, 
pp. 291-302. 
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Case St11tlies of 

Political Behavior anti 

the Bole of Idiosyncratic 

factors ill Socialization 

7. our lengthy discussion of learning and socializa­
tion, we have suggested the operation of many factors. Never­
theless, our concern was with a general formulation. Even 
where we talked of individual differences, we still talked of 
factors that might well characterize a considerable number of 
individuals. All of this should be recognized as an oversimpli­
fication-admittedly a true picture, but one that glosses over 



POLITICAL SOCIALIZATION' 

: 1 1 c c: 11 !lc,, v ;m.1t wns i 11 human beings and their experiences 
·.•. i1z, h .c.td t" cndlc-. ... numbc:rs of ditTerent socialization proc­
c ... , ·. :r 1:., i''.!ltll .... The simplification was desirable in order to 

.1· h:c-.T "1mc ()rdn and wt: usc:d a lens that would not magnify 
: b· · .. " :. t::, JIJ,. J-: u t. if we so-tu-spc;.lk increase the power of our 
I!J:· : ... "i'<'. we will nuw set: tht: variety. And depending on 
11, .·.•. , .tr ''·<' 1 nlrc.1-.c the power of our instruments, we get closer 
.t: t• i , : •... n 111 the idiosvncratic. Thus, for example, one may go 
!~.t!: ·.• .. 1-. .1111! .lr.l!tH· rha.r rht: process of socialization into politics 
, J,, ·. r~< .: r .. lJ .. ,\. llnc bw for all individuals, but follows several 
l.tw·. l"i d1rTcn·nt -.uh-dasses of individuals. Here, by contrast 
''· ::h "llr c.11·lH·r di,cussion. one: places the formulation by Ries­
IIL1t1 "' rll<' \\·,1~· in which politics shows different developmental 
'\' In 1 n the middle class as contrasted with the working class. 
H.w·.rn.IIJ l·,,nvcys rhc point in the following way for the di­
rtwr1'!"11 of l'olirical participation. 

"In rill' middle class many people arc radical or at least con­
' c·r rwd ;Jhuut politics in their youth, and the campus offers 
r'l'l'"rrunitics for learning the political game; thereafter, one 
rend-. 111 hn·c1rnc absorbed in business and professional life. In 
rh.tr life plllitics is unimportant and, if attended to, is dealt 
with ;ts an agend:t of the group into which one has moved­
like gi"ill,L! to charity or l'lClonging to professional associations. 
ln rill' wc•rking dass. if politics becomes an issue at all, it is a 
fund ion uf rhc group into which one has moved after leaving 
sl11oul, when one starts work and joins a union. In the union, 
he •wnTr. politics tends not to be an other-directed status con­
cern. hut rather an cxpcricncc-oricntcd class activity, where one 
(·ncourners not only economic experiences but their direct link-up 
with politics through strikes, clashes with management, union 
can\'assing. etc." 1 

I Ierc one would also place studies establishing the fact 
that parental transmission of politics varies in character for 
di fTerent socioeconomic classes. A number of studies document 
such v:1riations on our general model and, by induction, one 
could explore the multiple factors accounting for the specialized 
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processes. Thus, for eample, in Newcomb's early -.tudy oi p.11 cnt 
child resemblance in attitude, corrdatiuns computed "C!'·'r.ttch 

by occupational level established that such transrni.,sion 1., ~~ 11 111g 

est in the lowest classes.2 The reasons arc not esLlhli-,hc.l. h(lw 
ever. The Lynds in their analyses also document v;nll'll' l.ldl•t' 
suggestive of class differences in political .,ocializ;ltt<lll. Thu-.. 
the lower class parents have less time to devote tu their lhil 
dren due to obvious pressures of work, while the hw.inn.., ~ J.t.,., 
parents have more competing leisure time inten:-;t<; of thctr 
own. The net effect appears to be less opportunity for lower 
class parents to transmit their influences, but this goe-; lont r;11 ~· 
to the actual finding that Newcomb reports on parent t: hi ld 
resemblance. Another factor highlighted by the Lynds mav 
eJcplain why parental transmission might be less intense ;It 
higher class levels. Such mothers seem to be more attunnl to 
cultural change and innovation and thus might he lc.,s prone 
to indoctrinate in the parental view .3 

However, if one pushes the analysis to still more mtrro­
scopic levels, the ideographic or idiosyncratic is rcveakd. and 
thus Riesman follows the formulation above with the remark 
about one of his subjects (Pizzeri): "Such considerations. how­
ever, useful as they may be in general, tell us little about dw 
Prospects for Pizzeri in particular." 

A number of studies of political behavior arc appropriate 
to this ultimate level of description and analysis. These arc all 
studies somewhat clinical in approach, exploring the genesis of 
~olitics in a small number of individuals by methods of detailed 
Interview and case study. One generalization may be drawn 
from these studies, and while it may appear obvious and nega­
tive in tone, its significance should not be underestimated. It is 
that no single formulation, even so complex and elaborate a 
formulation as earlier presented, will do justice to the range of in­
dividual processes. The phenomena treated in such studies, the 
reader will note, may be rather approximate to the political 
realm since the studies employing methods appropriate for our 
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purpu"c' arc so few 111 number that we cannot be too particular. 
Let ll'> dlthl Ltlc '>omc of the findings. 

Ji..,:tgcr :tdmini~tcrnl a questionnaire to a group of 76 men and 
\\'()11\Cll r.m.~..:ing in :1)-!e from 17 lU 35· resident at International 
l'•·•·jdc·, <:"lkgl· in lknnurk."1 The indi\'iduals were asked tore­
l'''rt <•II tlw l.iLit•r'> which intlucncnl their lc\'cl of political irlterest 
:\ .c:r,·.tl '.trlt"t\ ()t" f.1c"tors were rcportc(~ ~vith main emphasis gain~ 
''' tlw 1td\,,,.,.lrlg: rcHltng ~ts a sourCl: olmAuencc, parents and to a 
1,-, .. ,.r 'l··.~:rtT 1 rll"nd~ :1'> a source, and "reasoning" as an influence. 
!1'-.1~:• r. 111 .ld,lttit>II, l-,,\kLtcd autobiographies and analysis of these 
,\. 1t. 1 _,,\.k,\ ''' the .i\H>\t' list oi sou~ccs 11110ther 36 contributi11g 
1 _;, :"' , .. l.hc 1111 ,,, t rcqucnt pattern of mHuences among the subjects 

"" 1111 ,nl 1,_1ttnn" in which a \'arict\.' of factors were present. 
\', .I"• .l 

.\ 1111111 \l("r 1d lither tindin~s arc reported. Interpersonal in,_ 
tl 1w 11 , ,., were f,, 1111 d to he most, important. Parallel to our earlier 
.!1'' 11"1<>11. ,,., 111 ,. 11 rcp"rtnl more parental influence in the formation. 
<>I rlwrr \ 1n''· .\d,.!nlTih"l' w;ts reported most frequently ~s the age 
.1 r ,., 11,, h 1 ... 1, r 11 :d , inn were first formed. About onc-thtrd of the 
.:~r<>liJ' r<"J"•rt•·,J su!J,cqucnt changes from their initial views, attribu_ 
t 111.~: ,,1, l1 , h.tnl,:c~ nuinly to dramatic incidents . 

.\lurr.l\· :1nd .\lorg;tn conducted an intensive clinical study of 11 

I Lin·:nd . undn.L:r;Iduatcs in Il).J 1 ." The inquiry in its coverage of 
.,, "r:d :tt t nudes \\";Js c(Jnccrnnl mainly with sentiments about World 
\\'.tr II ;111d rcl.ttin·ly little \\'ith the usual range of political views. 
1(,,\\T\n, \\l' ... h.dl rcg;nd this ideological realm as analogous to the 
;1 r(';\ ()I f'()/Jtl, ,;/ oncntc1tion. Ccncralizations arc not emphasized· 
r;1 the r e;ll· h cJ.,t' is presented in its entirety so as to convey the rich 
,kt:til "f the indi,idual processes observed to lead to the particular 
ori('nL\t ior1 of each undergraduate toward the War. Their general 
findin~ dc111nnstrates an intimate relation between personality struc­
r u rc :1 ;HI idc()lo~v, hut granted this model. what must be emphasized 
is the g rc:lt '";1 ~i.et y of de\'clopmental processes and the varied con­
nect j, •ns between aspects of personality and ideology. 

Arwtlwr study, \'cry simibr in design, was conducted at Swarth­
Ill' >rc ( ~()lkgc. hy V. V. French. Twenty women undergraduates and 
fifteen Lll·tdry mcmhcrs of hoth sexes were studied by intensive 
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clinical means. Interview, personal history. \'arious other pt·rsiHLtl 
documents, and such tests as the TAT and Study of Yalun wnc 
used to reveal processes underlying the iormation of ''philosophic­
religious scntiments."° For the subjects as a group. the major general 
ization with respect to growth of ideology was that dcn·lopnwnt 
began in early childhood due to a t'anctr of experiences :md pro­
ceeded gradually; in some inst:mccs. hm\Tn·r. dramatic t·xpnietllTS 
were significant. Thus far. the findings SlTill much in accord with 
our earlier formulation. A \"arietv of factors arc shown to he of 
significance in development: paren.ts and patterns within the f.unily: 
exemplars outside of the family such as teachers. rebtin·s. leading 
individuals; reading and formal nlucational work. etr. This com­
plex of factors, however, is found to operate in terms of sc\Tral l·~>n­
trasted processes of development which characterize sub groups of 
subjects. Upon contrasting sub-groups in a rather unusual way. 
French reveals these processes. In an earlier preliminary inquiry. 
French had ordered her subjects by rdnence to how lngldr or­
gatZized their sentiments were. This distinction dot·s not in\'ol\'t· the 
direction or content of the ideology. hut is a formal dimension. ix .. 
atheists and religious individuals might both ha\'e in common highly 
organized sentimcnts.i When indi\'iduals of contrasted degrees of 
organization arc examined, differences in de\'dnpmcn ta I processes are 
observed. Thus, among the group with poorly organized sentinwnts. 
resemblance to parents is much greater. Similarly. the correlations 
between sentiments and other independent \'a ria hies tl'it lz in "the 
family region" vary for the two groups. Only for those indi,·iduals 
with a high degree of organization, arc sentiments correlated in any 
important way with factors "outside of the family region." e.g .• 
college work and reading, non-family exemplars. 

Breslaw conducted an intensive inquiry into the life histories of 
a group of 47 radicals and a group of 47 conservatives matched in 
many respects.8 In general, no single factor or constellation of factors 
will account for the genesis of ideology in his subjects. Breslaw docs 
find that when the totality of social influences were conservative or 
radical, a corresponding ideology is formed; and that the combination 
of experiences early in life are important. Since no single factor or 
simple pattern of factors is important, he therefore sees the process 
as highly variable in nature and dependent essentially on the numher 
of influences of conservative or radical tone and on the sequential 
ordering of these in the life cycle. 
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f 11 ;1 ~eric~ of f'af1Crs, Queener reportS findings of another study 
· o Lo · · on the < •II t lw de\ cJ, •pment of politic:1l orientatiOn. . ng mtervteWS . 

dn cl"f"ll<'llt of intcrn:ltion:llist-n:ltionalist attitudes Were held With 
'1" lllcn. dr.1wn mainlv from the upper niiddle classes in New E~g­
l.tnd :tnd h .• , ll1L: a nH:,·Ii:111 age of 53· \Vhilc the data are retrospective 

· 1· · J · · h study .tnd II!Illtcd ro rhis (>llt" dimension of po Jttca onentatiOn, t e 
i-. unti~tLtl in pro,·iding a test of a specific, well-formulated theory 
,,f :lttittld(' form:Jtion in addition to rich and concretedataonde­
\Ti< 'Jllllt'll(. 

()!ItTner's subjects report, in accordance with our earlier dis­
l ll'><>i<•n. " c·,,rrc·t\ of souras which influenced their attitudes. Many 
of thew sources. arc intcr-pcrson:1l, individuals acting as models _for 
rlw child. who provide "cues" and who arc at the same time 
"pre<;~ igious" lor the child. Such individuals included family m~m­
hcr., :md outsiders in positions within v:1rious prestigious institu­
tions. churches, schools, and organiz:Itions. The concepts "prestige" 
:m.d "cues" and their subsequent cbboration in the form of pr~p­
osu ions k:His ()ucener to predict rulzic/z sources shall be the operative 
<>ncs in soci:dization and to test this theory against his data. Herein 
lies the special ,·irtucs of the study. 

I I is thcorv is that the individual imitates some model or in­
dividu:tl who jHovidcs the cut·s for attitude formation. The model is 
11_0 t f()llowcd. however, unless he h:1s prestige, which ultimately de­
;1'"<·s fr()rn the reward or punishment Rowing from such behavior. 
ro usc ()uct:ncr's terms, the "subjects' attitudes vary directly with 
t~c prcstigt: of sources holding a given attitude and inversely with 
t c non-prestige of those sources."10 

. Queener reports that his data follow without exception the re­
t]utrcmcnts of the theory. "Mere number of attitude cues does not 
sccn1 to form attitude. Mere exposure to an attitude does not even 
g~arantee that it will attenuate the opposite attitude. In none of the 
h_tstorics did multitudes of persons or groups holding a given at­
titude form respondents' attitude if their prestige was of an inferior 
g~·adt· to that of even a few persons or groups holding counter 
vIews "1 1 Q h . h I 'd . · ueener notes t e mstance w ere severa sources, provt -
~~~ different cues, may be equal in their prestige. Under such con-

lttons, he obsen'es that the more proximate source takes precedence. 

fi _In addition to this general formulation and the corresponding 
ndings, data relevant to our discussion of the process of attitude 
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~ormation are presented. Thus, <Jucencr arl!ues th;ll allitudes furmnl 
In accordance with this model arc usualh: discrete in l·h.1r.1lln. lh 
and large, the cues provided hy the pres.t igious models .nc .• {'n 'ri; 
and the transfer is in turn specific. lluwncr, nen with cor;, rC"tc· 

cue~'. general constellations did dnclop in two areas. tlut of st>;.·it> 
poh~tcal conceptualizing and that area haYing to d11 with the uking 
of hfe. In addition, a constellation mav han-'lKen dnclopnl hc,·.1usc th . . . 

e presttgiOus person who was imitated happened to hold 1 he 
total constellation. Queener finds that the cues from tlw mode\ ;nc 
rarely presented to the child in didactic form. They arc g1n·n 111 ex· 
pressive form, through the practices of the model. and absorbnl on 
this basis. 

It is implied in the discussion that the familY mcmlwrs arc 
~sually the prestigious individuals in early childiH;od. Then with 
ttme, love seems to be diluted by emerging sentiments of respcd or 
~ack of respect, and the older sources may he dropped as models. It 
IS very prominent in the later histories oi the suhjerts tlut lTrtain 
kinds of behavior become evaluated in terms oi the growth of 
s~~al ideals: " ... new prestige-em: sources impinge up~m the in­
dlVldual from various societies so that act]Uired drin·s ( s1x-ial ideals) 
arise and the older sources begin to be reevaluated accordingly." 

A set of clinical studies which document the dvnamics of politi­
cal development are those of Riesman and (~lazer.i:.! I·lere, the ;lllu­
sionisnottothe primary theoretical work, The· Lunl'lr Crowd. hut 
to the subsequent volume of detailed case studies which document 
the earlier theory. In these case studies, the mode of treatment is 
typically not a longitudinal or developmental treatment; rather it in­
volves a structural analysis or interweaving of factors giYen in the 
contemporary field. However, the temporal ordering of the factors 
is oftentimes implicit, and these studies like the earlier ones cited 
demonstrate again the complexity of political behavior. One of the 
complexities revealed is that while political behavior is seen as 
related to character type, content of behavior is not predicted from 
character, but rather what Riesman and Glazer label "style" and 
"mood" of politics.13 In part this implies the limitation~ of our 
schematization of politics; the contents we have labeled orientation, 
participation, and authoritarianism do not exhaust the domain of 
politics. In part, as Riesman reminds us, his character types relate 
to "mechanisms of conformity," and it is the accident of the his-
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:· :: .t~ ·.:r\:.\lt~>It \\htch determines the contents towards which there 
. •·::: •. :::!!:\. ~nnthckss. this latter argument plus his other 

:··::: .• :~.·. ,, 11 ·the tenuous relation of character and politics, suggest 
:!: .• · 1,., .... It.d:tv t.td<•rs do not 11ow in any obvious, simple way 
... , , .·i ... :::. 1, ,·fill'- Pl poltti(al hcha\'ior.11 

[ i,·· :::• of(' 'f'C• till lc.ttllrcs oi the case material document the 
, , ·::.; :- ... :·., n c·n :nc •rc. Ricsman and his associates conducted their 
. , . r,.. :::: c r .. : n•. , w t t h ;d)( 1t1 t t8o respondents, so chosen that par­
t:. 1;:.1r , ~. 1 ". cthnk and ~o\·i:d groups were represented. In general, 
···:lfr.t·.··., J,.,,·nc•l ,!J.,\\' th.tt the tic-l'elopmentofpoliticsfollowsdif­
:• :• 1:· i.z,,.d·"c' .!q•cndcnt on the subcultural context, and further 
r i1.~t t lw -..1:nc j•hcrtontcnon. e.g .. apathy, in\'olvement or participation, 
l!.l .. !itir·rcr 1 t Inc.tnin)..!s and origins in these different groups. Yet, 
"·. c II \'. 1: h 1 n .t nt< 1st lwmogeneous social group and setting, in­
d:.,!.!u.t! .!ttTcrcill'CS :trc widespread, presumably representing ideo­
.::I.tf·L:. !'f''''''"n. For cx:unple, 23 interviews were conducted in 
.1 Itt< •'.! , lc!'fcs..;cd :nc:t of I:..ast Harlem, New York, with Negro 
r ,.,! ·· •II• kni '· m.tinly \\'omcn. 1 r. Earlier it was noted that the literature 
• •It rite· ··"• t.dt/.ttion of tlw ?'\cgro was almost bare of any discussion 
••t l'"ltrt. -.. llcrc. l~icsm:m tills in some of the gap, by documenting 
tlw 1.1. t t!ut politic.tl inacti\'ity is modal for the group and due to 
rlw 1.11 r th.tt "the conditions of lower-class life do not train people 
1n rite lll<lti\.!lions and tcdmiqucs" necessary. In this setting, the 
.t. tt\ l'>t \\', 1-; the exception, and for him it was necessary to invoke 
• ILtr.ll tcr"l''.l.!it".d Llctors . 

. -\ gr()up of intcr\'icws with youth conducted in Bridgeport, 
< ·, •rl!t., pro\' ide a contrast. Here the social setting was that of a 
\'><.at i()n:tl sdwol, catering to lower-class white individuals of various 
ll!lrlligr.lllt stocks. Fi\T cases arc reported, and it is noted that despite 
the cc ,rnnwn lo\ver class positions, these show considerable variation 
in p()liticd patterns as a function presumably of temperament and 
ctlm il· d ifTcrenccs and idiosyncratic experiences.16 However, if one 
;Ittcmpts to characterize the model pattern, this group also shows 
political indillcrencc, low political competence, and low political 
afTcct. presumably arising from the social conditions characterizing 
their de\'clopment. 

A group of nine interviews with young people in a small 
\' i llagc in Vermont provides dramatic findings showing that simple 
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sub-wltural determinism is too crude: a model. The \'ilhgc w.ts 
chosen for social contrast as a site in which "inncr-dirce!ion" .1s a 
character type would be found. The writers note th:tt the adult 
group, by implication, the parents of thc:se nine: cases. arc often not 
natives of the area. Parryville appears to be a "rdugc for rnidu.d 
inner-dirccteds uncomfortable in other-d irectcd sctt in gs ... , 7 I. i fc in 
Parryville is described as one of "stringencies and sc.trcitics" and for 
historical reasons the "elderly di\'idc: up the a\'ailabk social ;tnd 
political roles." The consequenn: for dn-clopme n t is tlut the n wd .d 
pattern observed among these ,rottth is a "profile of apathy. of in 
hibited aims." Contrary to initi:tl expt·ctation, the political styk of 
the inner-directed is rJot found among the: \'Otwg! The: process may 
be summarized in Ricsman's conclusion that for adults Parry\'ilk 
acts as one of the "inner-directc:d rdugcs where thev ctn lind 
contentment in grousing that uthc:rs migiu lind in can;using. The 
young, however, arc unknowing capti\'CS of this process. deprin·d 
by parental 'opportunity' of their own range of future opportunity."'" 

Other youth interviews, conducteJ in \'a ried sr hool settings 
tapping other social groups enhance the picture of sub-cultural 
variation and corresponding complexity. idiosyncratic \'ariation 
within the homogeneous social setting. and the unexpected and un­
predictcd finding. We shall not expand on the case material :-my 
further for our purposes. 

A final set of case studies is reported by Smith, Bruner and 
White.111 Building on the earlier inquiry by Murray and Morgan, 
intensive clinical analyses were conducted on 10 married, male sub­
jects. The subjects were diverse in background characteristics but 
all were considerably above average in intelligence. Between HJ45 
and 1948, the subjects' opinions about Russia were explored in great 
detail and related to very elaborate data on individual development, 
family background, past personal history and to a long battery of 
measures of personality and intellectual capacities and functioning. 
The published account presents little direct evidence on the develop­
ment of the subject's ideology. Rather, like the Riesman studies, the 
mode of treatment is that of a structural analysis or interweaving of 
personality and present-day ideology. However, the personality realm 
is, in turn, examined as a developmental phenomenon. 

As in all the studies cited, the major finding noted and repeated 
throughout is that of "boundless individual variation."20 Individuals 
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.::::rr : 11 tiu:· c-x.ht pnxcsscs by which the~r s~cific ideologies 
· 1 · 1 ·cal rclauonshtp between con-r::,rr,:r. ~··r :-; t 1c-rc- .1ny snnpe gene· 

:r::r ,·.: :.!r .. ;,._o.:• .111d ;I J';lrlicubr personality factor. Amongthem~y 
r•.; .. 11 ;. 1 ::•·11'· _1,h.uhn1 for this Jack of simple correspondence, Smith, 
r: · . .-, ·.:rr,, .1 new ;wd \';du:~hlc point: "\Vhen one observes the 

• h 1 t d I t f 
'"::.; rr·.·.;o •II 11! fl< h !JldJ\'JdU;d opinionS Jn[O t e yeaS an nays 0 

I"' ·:: .. \ •. r.trl, l . . . 11nc sc- n ~c-s du· rei at i\"ciV narrow range of alternatives 
i··· ·.·.i1:. h lll•!I\Iclu.d opinion can expr~ss itselfon_public_m~tters.It 
1·. ll•• "'Irf•r:-.c 111 rind a pknituJc of Jifferent mouves bnngmgmen 
t• ·.~:rt hr r 111 .1 , umnwn stand on policy. \Vhat strikes one forcibly, 
iJ,,.,.,nrr. 1-. the '"mplnity of attempting to link deeper-lying motives 
·.•. ::!1 i"''•ltt••ll'> ,,n -.u,h spn:itic matters as the Truman Doctine. In 
lll.tll'. ..... ,\ .... the- \~·li.-ics upon which these men must take a stand 
L,,.,c >tt\c- l\ 1rc-.th to l\o with the substance of their opinions: the 
, 1\:r .:: •• 11 .1:\\.t\s 1·, whether a gi\'cll policy proposal will serve as_an 
.•. !r. i 1:.t1r , J~.~nnc-1 thwu~h which the more amorphous underlymg 

I "''1 •·j·:ri:•·rJ·. 111.1\' I)(" c-xprc·ssn .. -

y, .. ,, rlwrr rs .. 1 con~-:rucnce between personality and ideology. 
H r, .. d lin·· 1.:. Inrn.111's fnrn.lllbtion, the content of ideology is not pre­
'!'' rr-.1 ..,;·~ nll~< h !r"m pcrsonalitv-rathcr the ideological realm re­
tlr-, r·. •n !••rllJ.d rcspcds the m;1re general conditions of capacity, 
1 '"' 1lJ•r·r.•nwnt .. 111d pcrsonalitv srructure. Ideology often reflects dif­
k r r· r" c-.., 111 rl w · \lu;d ita t i vc ~Jsc of mind": it often reflects whether 
rlunklll,l.! \ s. feeling predominates in the individual; it often reflects 
the- .. p rn· .1 i1 in g mood tone." The expressive character of opinion is 
d I w.t r.11nl in many cases. Thus. one subject gifted with high intel­
lc-,tu.d l·.1pal·ities for abstraction revealed an articulate, well.()rga­
n•znl. difTncmiatcd vinv of Russia; another subject generally re­
'olsl..llll to abstraction characteristically avoided seeing broad ideologi­
l a I l·c 111siderat ions \vhen appraising Russia; another subject with 
attitude-s toward Russia that were subtle, elaborate, but somewhat 
disorganized and ovcrstateu. exhibited more general temperamental 
and intellectual qualities of the same nature. 

As previously noted, this suggests that our three dimensions of 
politic a! he ha v ior hardly exhaust the domain of political behavior. 
What is further suggested is that the goals of political behavior, 
e.~ .• authoritari:m ends, liberal ends, etc., need supplementation by 
l_ltnH .. -.n~ions which w_ill convey the "style of individual politics" or the 
l ogn It n·t.· aspects of IUeology. Certainly, our prefatory remarks on the 
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need for a systematic treatment of perceptual or cogniri,c· :md 111 

tellectual factors in political behavior arc underscored ;J_l!.Jin ;1nd .l.t!-1111 

in this inquiry. 

The studies of idiosyncratic factors 111 politicd dcn·lopmcnt 
should not be regarded as obscuring or marring the gcnn.tl 
formulation earlier presented. Rather these stw!Jn cmidt o11r 

knowledge and are a necessary antidote to dlt' mc•rc .l.!cncr .d 
formulation. Intuitively, one would appraise ac; int·,JIId .1 .!.!cncr .tl 
formulation which did not need to introduce the idiosynd.Jtil· 
in a Psychology of Political Development. Individu;J!, ;trc ") 

cialized into politics on the basis of their expcricn(n in .!.!1\Til 
groups and environments, yes, but they arc not vidimiznl h,­
such experience. They learn-they receive: idc:1.~-hur rh(T .J!", 
actively judge the environment and select cxpcricnn·. I\rdtu 
logical analysis involving concepts from rl){_· :Jrc:t of pn npr j" 11 

and cognition and from the area of morivarinn and f!C'r\ull.dtr \' 

would.~e required to com~lctc our trcatmcnr of rlw I\ydt(llug\· 
of Poht1cs. The case stud1es prc.sc:nrcd rcrnincJ 11 .- f rl 1 
for these two future undertakings. 

-' 0 IC IICCc 
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tonelnsion 

In this work, literature relevant to a general formulation of 
political behavior as a product of learning or socialization has 
been summarized. It should be noted that certain specialized 
writings which we have omitted could well be exploited for a 
definitive treatment of socialization into politics. Thus, for 
example, some inquiries into the development of the self have 
explored the growing sense of membership in a class or ethnic 
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: .. ,::. ::.d _~-:r~~up.• Insofar as these memberships have been 
r ·_,:.::-.::r.~ .l .. m.qor ~ourccs of cleavage in adult politics, the 
· ·. · · :-:: :.<· :, : rc.ltnH"rH of this literarure would have been legitimate . 
. , ::: . ·.• ... :::, !. however, h:1vc led us away from our focus on politi-
... : -~ ::., ,_ :• ., ,, , ... wdic-s of the development of the myriad influ­

r:. ,.. . .,., !! :, h ult! nut ely atTcct political behavior. Our concern has 
: ~~:. :.,:hrr w::h ;I general formulation and the supportingevi­
.:~: .. ~ .l.hc t••r:nul.1tion was intendcdtoremindusofaneglected 
; :· ;,:r:n .lrlll ro provide a systematic frameworkforinquiryinto 
·:::·. ;·r··h!c-rn. The tre;Hmcnt or inventory of past and current 
k ::• ···•· >. !_..:< rclc-v.lllt to rhe problem was made extended and de­
:.<:lr.~ c >ttr .1im w;1s to show on what aspectsoftheproblem 
r lwr c r"\.: .. ro; .drc.HJy dctinitive evidence, on what aspects know}. 
r, !_;:• !., .,J.,.rr •. .-h~· .md inconsistent, and to suggest the wide variety 
'.: lllrt IJ, 'lf.:, whid1 arc available to future investigators of these 
I" ••ldrrn ... 
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