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FOREWORD 

This monograph is one of a series of publi
cations, coming from the Survey Research Center of the 
University of Michigan, concerned with the political behavior 
of the American electorate. It presents the results of the 
third study of national elections undertaken by the Center 
since 1948-

A l l Survey Research Center studies depend on the skills 
and efforts of many people. The sample on which the pres
ent report is based was designed and selected by Dr. Leslie 
Kish and his staff in the Center's Sampling Section. The 
interviews were gathered by the Center's far-flung field 
staff, directed by Dr. Charles F. Cannell. The coding 
was supervised by Mrs- Jane S. Benjamin. Mrs. Evelyn 
Stewart, editor of Institute for Social Research publications, 
prepared the manuscript for printing. Mrs. Virginia D-
Nye and Mrs. Marion T. Wirick provided essential secre
tarial services. The authors hope that all of these fellow 
members of the Center's staff will feel some satisfaction 
in this final product of their work. 
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I 

INTRODUCTION 

The fact that major segments of the national 
electorate differ in their political attitudes and votes is one of 
the basic realities of this country's political life. Candidates 
are selected, platforms written and campaigns waged on the 
assumption that people of different economic, religious, ethnic, 
racial, occupational and regional status have characteristic 
political views and predilections. To a considerable degree the 
whole electoral process centers around a struggle for the favor 
of these large groups. 

This "fundamental question of the relation between political 
attitude and social position"1 has attracted the interest of many 
students of politics. The election statistics themselves are suf
ficient to show the biases of any segment of the population which 
can be associated with the political divisions from which votes 
are reported—states, districts, counties, or precincts. Thus, 
successive studies over the past thirty years have used election 
data to demonstrate the voting preferences of a variety of the 
major groups that make up the electorate.2 

The first use of interview surveys in the study of voting 
behavior appears to have been made by Merriam and Gosnell3 

in their analysis of non-voting in Chicago in 1923. This pioneer 
study suggested something of the analytical power which the 
survey technique possesses when applied to the study of politi
cal behavior. In 1932 a major step forward was taken by 

1. Tingsten, H . , Political Behavior, London: P. S. King, 1937. 
2. For a review of these studies see Eldersveld, S . , Theory and 

Method in Voting Behavior Research, J. of Politics, 13, 1951, 70-87. 
3. Merriam, C. E . and Gosnell, H. F . , Non-Voting, Chicago: Uni

versity of Chicago Press , 1924, vii-287. 
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Robinson1 who was able to demonstrate, through use of a national 
—although non-random—sample, that the major population group
ings differed not only in their votes in the election of that year 
but also in their attitudes regarding a wide array of political 
issues. Similar findings were reported subsequently by the 
various polling agencies which came into prominence during the 
ensuing years. 

The presidential election of 1940 provided the setting for 
the well-known study by Lazarsfeld, Berelson, and Gaudet2of 
the vote in Erie County, Ohio. This study brought to explicit 
focus the concept of group determination of the vote, placing 
particular emphasis on factors of religion,socio-economic status, 
and urban or rural residence. It also introduced the concept 
of "cross-pressures" resulting from overlapping group mem
berships, and showed their relation to political attitudes and 
votes. The 1948 study by Berelson, Lazarsfeld, and McPhee3 

of Elmira, New York, also was largely concerned with the 
implications of sociological setting on individual political behav
ior. 

The first national study of the presidential vote based on 
probability sampling was carried out by the Survey Research 
Center4 in the fall of 1948. This was a rather limited research 
undertaking, both in scope and in sample size, but it was suf
ficiently inclusive to provide a detailed record of the vote of 
most of the major population groups that make up the national 
electorate. In 1951 the Center explored the concept of "party 
identification" as an aspect.of political motivation which had not 
been considered in the earlier studies.5 In 1952 the Center 
undertook a more ambitious project, concerned primarily with 
the analysis of the motivational variables associated' with par
ticipation and partisanship in the presidential election of that 
year.6 This national survey also recorded the voting prefer
ences of the important subgroups of the electorate. 

1. Robinson, E . S. , "Trends of the Voter's Mind," Journal of Social 
Psychology, 1933, 4, 265-284. 

2. Lazarsfeld, P. , Berelson, B. and Gaudet, H - , The People's Choice, 
New York: Columbia University Press , 1948. 

3. Berelson, B . , Lazarsfeld, P. and McPhee, W., Voting, Chicago-
University of Chicago Press , 1954. 

4. Campbell, A. and Kahn, R. L . , The People Elect a President, Ann 
Arbor: Institute for Social Research, 1952. 

5. Belknap, G. and Campbell, A . , "Political Party Identification 
and Attitudes toward Foreign Policy," Public Opinion Quarterly, 1952, IS, 
601-623. 

6. Campbell, A . , Gurin, G. , and Miller, W. E . , The Voter Decides, 
Evanston: Row, Peterson St C o . , 1954. 
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In the fall of 1954 the Center had a limited opportunity to 
extend its inquiries into the behavior of the national electorate. 
In October that year we were preparing to conduct one of our 
periodic economic surveys and it was possible to add to the 
questionnaire a few questions of a political nature. 

Within this severely limited scope we could not carry for
ward the study of "intervening variables" on which our 1952 
study had concentrated. It was feasible, however, to obtain 
data which would make possible a more detailed analysis than 
had previously been available on a national scale of the rela
tionship of group membership to voting preferences and to atti
tudes regarding political issues and personalities. 

The present report, therefore, focuses primarily on group 
differences in political attitudes and in voting. The groups we 
are considering are not the various face-to-face membership 
groups to which most Americans belong but the broad population 
categories which make up the national electorate- These include 
not only the basic socio-economic, religious, and racial group
ings but also labor unions and political parties. These large 
social aggregates are not "groups"' in the narrow sense of the 
term, although they are commonly referred to as such in politi
cal discussion. We wil l use the term "population groups" in 
.the present report in order to imply the broad dispersed char
acter of the social categories we are considering. Similarly, 
the term "membership" as we are using it merely implies in
clusion in the particular population group in question. Only In 
the case of political parties are we able to speak of sense or 
degree of group identification. 

Because our study was so restricted in the number of ques
tions that could be asked, we had to represent broad Issues of 
policies and personalities with a single question—never a desir
able procedure. Moreover, we were unable to get a post-election 
report of the respondents' votes and had to rely on their pre
election statements of intention. This necessitated a procedure 
of correction which wil l be discussed in the ensuing pages. 
These are demerits for which the reader wil l have to make al
lowance; they were unavoidable within the resources available. 

Fortunately we do not have to apologize for the sample on 
which the data of this report are based. Although it was not 
large (1139 cases) it was drawn by the Center's highly developed 
methods of probability sampling. Within the limits of sampling 
error i t represents the adult population living in private house
holds in the United States at the time of the survey. The 
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sampling errors of all the data can be calculated and the reader 
may inform himself as to the reliability of the difference be
tween any two percentages given by referring to the Appendix 
on the Sample in the back of this report. 

The reader wi l l find that the data of this study are reported 
in much fuller detail than is usually possible in printed publica
tions. This is done because some of the conclusions drawn 
from the study require reference to a wide range of tables. 
In order to lighten the burden for the reader, however, many 
of these tables are deferred to the Appendix. 

4 



II 

THE OBJECTIVES AND THE VARIABLES 

Our study has two general objectives. One is 
to provide a description of the political acts and attitudes of the 
major population groups in the congressional election of 1954. 
The other is to ascertain such relationships as our data may 
reveal between the characteristics of these groups and the na
ture of their political behavior. 

Descriptive analysis has significance only insofar as the 
event being described has significance. It is our belief that the 
national elections in the United States are sufficiently important 
to warrant description as specific events, especially if such 
description is systematically repeated so that the analysis of 
successive elections becomes possible. Inasmuch as the present 
study follows two earlier studies of presidential elections carried 
out by the Survey Research Center, the descriptive data from 
the 1954 election have more than ordinary interest. 

To go beyond the specifically descriptive aspects of our data 
we must represent in conceptual terms the properties of the 
groups we are studying and the basic character of the behavior 
they express. On the basis of such hypotheses as seem promis
ing we wi l l then examine the interaction of these two sets of 
variables. 

We begin with the assumption that the population groups we 
are studying wi l l vary in the extent to which they differ politi
cally f rom the electorate at large. Some may have no distin
guishing characteristics politically; others may differ greatly in 
some particular attribute; others may have a pattern of attitudes 
and behaviors that distinguishes them from the rest. 

5 



We assume further that a population group may acquire 
political individuality through either of two mechanisms. I t may 
come about coincidentally through the fact that many individual 
members of the group are reacting similarly but independently 
to some outside factor which affects them differentlythan i t does 
the rest of the population. Thus, if a hard-pressed federal ad
ministration were to levy a special head tax on all Americans 
of Scottish descent, there would undoubtedly be a wide-spread 
reaction of disapproval among such people- In such a case, the 
group itself has no effect on the membership but a group posi
tion is created by the independent responses of the individual 
members-1 

A group position may also come about as the result of direct 
group influence on the membership. Groups having high mem
bership identification, that is, groups to which the individual 
members feel a strong attachment, have the power to affect the 
behavior of their members. These "group effects," resulting 
from the wish — conscious or not — of individual members to 
conform to the standards they perceive their group to hold, have 
been the subject of much interest in the study of small face-to-
face groups.2 We assume that a similar phenomenon may occur 
in connection with the larger population groups, provided that the 
essential relationships between the individual and the group are 
present. 

These underlying suppositions lead us to a series of hy
potheses regarding group differences: 

1. Groups having high membership identification and strong 
group standards in the area of politics wi l l be the most 
distinctive in their political characteristics. 

2. Groups of high membership identification but without 
group standards regarding political attitudes or behavior, 
and groups of low membership identification wi l l not be 
politically distinctive unless there is some outside factor 
which evokes a common coincidental response from the 
group's members. 

1. Contrary to a statement by Berelson et al , we do not believe 
that "Contact is a condition for consensus," at least not as we under
stand the term "consensus." 

2. See Cartwright, D. and Zander, A . , Group Dynamics, Research and 
Theory, Evanston: Row, Peterson & Co. , 1953-
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3. In groups of high membership identification and strong 
group standards of political behavior, those members 
with strongest group identification wi l l be most politically 
distinctive. 

4- Overlapping group membership wil l result in either rein
forcement or diminution of the partisan characteristics 
of the original groups, assuming both groups have parti
san characteristics and depending on whether these char
acteristics are congruent or in conflict. 

Unfortunately our .data are not adequate to test all these 
hypotheses fully. However, we wi l l keep them in mind as we 
examine the data which are presented in the following chapters 
and return to a discussion of them in the concluding chapter. 
The specific measures which were used to obtain the data are 
described below. 

THE VARIABLES 

To accomplish the purposes of the study it was necessary 
to assemble three types of information from each of our 1139 
respondents. We needed to know (1) how each respondent1 voted 
in the 1954 congressional election, (2) how he stood on the 
political issues important at the time and (3) what population 
groups he belonged to. 

The Vote 

As we have stated in the Introduction, the interviews on 
which this study is based were taken in October 1954, Just prior 
to the congressional election. We did not have a post-election 
re-interview and consequently do not have a direct report from 
the respondents as to whether they voted and, if so, for whom. 
In order to compare our 1954 data with the voting data from 1948 
and 1952, however, it is necessary to convert our reports of 
intention into estimates of probable voting behavior. 

We know from our. earlier studies that a simple pre-election 
statement of intention to vote cannot be accepted at face value 
as a predictor of ultimate voting behavior. Typically a consid
erably higher proportion of respondents say .they expect to vote 
than actually get to the polls. Our present study has proved no 
exception to this rule. When our respondents were asked in 
October: "Do you expect to vote in the election next month, or 
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do you think you probably wi l l not vote?", 69 percent of them 
answered that they expected to vote, whereas the ratio of total 
House of Representatives vote to the census estimate of adult 
population in November 1954 indicates that only about 42 percent 
of the adult population actually voted. 

The fact that a large proportion of respondents who intend 
to vote fail to go to the polls seriously distorts estimates of 
turnout; it also introduces a partisan bias in the estimated vote. 
By comparing respondents* pre-election statements of intention 
to vote with their post-election reports of vote or of failure to 
vote, the 1948 and 1952 Survey Research Center studies found 
that in both elections the group of intenders who failed to vote 
contained a higher proportion of Democrats than was true of the 
group of intenders who actually voted. If we assume that the 
same was true of the pre-election data of the 1954 study, then 
we should expect that the use of the "intention-to-vote" report 
without qualifying criteria would over-state the actual turnout 
and over-estimate the Democratic vote. 

In order to overcome these weaknesses of the "intention-td-
vote" measure it was necessary to "correct" this raw intention 
score by the use of some other information regarding the in
tenders which might be assumed to be correlated with the prob
ability of actual vote. Following the simple logic of persistence, 
the obvious basis of correction would be the frequency of voting 
in previous elections. In order to obtain this information we 
asked our respondents if they had voted in previous national and 
state elections and, if so, how often. 

Our assignments of probable vote or non-vote were made on 
the basis of responses to the following three questions: 

"In the national and state elections since you have been 
old enough to vote would you say you have voted in all 
of them, most of them, some of them, or none of them?" 

"Do you expect to vote in the election next month or do 
you think you probably wi l l not vote?" 

"Of the two candidates for Congress (Representative) 
which one do you think you wil l vote for?" 

Our 1139 respondents were classified as probable voters or 
probable non-voters according to the following specifications: 
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Probable Democratic Voters: Have voted in all or most past 
elections for which eligible, intend to vote in 1954, will 
vote Democratic for Congress. 

Probable Republican Voters: Have voted in all or most past 
elections for which eligible, intend to vote in 1954, wil l 
vote Republican for Congress-

Probable Non-Voters: Any one of the following—have voted in 
some or none of past elections for which eligible, or wi l l 
not vote or do not know whether wi l l vote in 1954, or un
decided for whom to vote for Congress. 

As Table H - l demonstrates, these definitions divided our 
sample into 24 percent probable Democratic voters, 22 percent 
probable Republican voters, and 54 percent probable non-voters. 
The division among voters alone was 52 percent Democratic and 
48 percent Republican. A comparison of the survey with the 
official returns shows that our definitions not only procured ap
proximately the right proportions of voters to non-voters, but 
that the voters obtained also gave as their vote intentions pro
portions which are quite close to the true Democratic-Republican 
vote division in 1954. (And if we were to subtract from the 100 
million adults of voting age the several million non-voting adults 
in institutions, transients, and members of the Armed Forces 
included in the census figure but not sampled by our survey, the 
proportions of voters to non-voters in our sample would be even 
closer to the official figures.) 1 

Our confidence in this method of assignment is considerably 
strengthened by the results obtained when we apply the same pro
cedure to the data of our 1952 study. In that survey a similar 
question regarding previous voting was asked. By using a simi
lar although less severe screening process a proportion of 
"probable voters" comparable to the actual voting turnout of that 
year can be selected.. When the post-election voting reports of 
these "probable voters" are checked we find that 92 percent of 
them reported having voted. Of those, five percent reported 
switching their vote from their pre-election choice to the other 
candidate—about equal numbers in each direction. Of the "prob
able voters" 57 percent intended to vote for Eisenhower; of the 
actual voters 58 percent voted for Eisenhower. 

1. See The Voter Decides, page 4, for a discussion of this discrepancy 
between survey and census populations-
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Table H - l 

COMPARISON OF "PROBABLE VOTE" ACCORDING TO SURVEY 
FINDINGS WITH OFFICIAL ELECTION RETURNS FOR 

1954 VOTE FOR HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Total sample or 
all U.S. adults 

"Probable vote" 
from 

survey 

Actual vote 
from 

official returns 

Democratic voters 24% 22.1% 

Republican voters 22 20.0 

Other party voters — 0.4 

Non-voters 54 57.5 
100% 100.0% 

Total sample and 
census estimate 1139 100,223,000 

Voters only 

"Probable vote" 
from 

survey 

Actual vote 
from 

official returns 

Democratic voters 52% 52.1% 

Republican voters 48 47.0 

Other voters -- 0.9 
100% 100- 0% 

"Probable voters" and 
official vote total 523 42,579,977 

We cannot assume, of course, that the correspondence be
tween "probable voters" and actual voters would be as high in 
every national election as it apparently was in 1952. Our 1948 
data indicate that the relationship in that year would have been 
less close. There is reason to believe, however, that a con
gressional election would be less subject than a presidential 
election to discrepancies resulting from the activation of infre
quent voters and late switching from one candidate to another. 

10 



In any case, i t is apparent that our procedure of selecting, 
"probable voters" has certain errors implicit in it . If we were 
interested in the analysis of individual voters these errors would 
be a matter of serious concern. Since this report deals entirely 
with population groups, however, it does not appear that our 
analysis can be seriously biased by our use of "probable" rather 
than actual voters. 

Issues 

While the vote may be regarded as the ultimate act of polit i
cal behavior, the positions the electorate take on the important 
issues of the day are in some respects a more interesting area 
for political analysis. The categorical character of the vote 
disguises much of the complex interplay of political factors which 
lies behind the voter's choice. The study of issues illuminates 
these areas of perception and attitude and makes possible a more 
penetrating analysis of the citizen's political life-space. 

The range of issues which might be the subject of inquiry 
is of course very broad. Our selection was purely judgmental. 
The questions we asked were intended to meet the objectives of 
this particular study and cannot be thought of as representing the 
entire range of possible questions that might have been asked. 
Eight questions were asked of our 1139 respondents, covering a 
variety of political subjects. 

The first issue area concerned the performance of the Re
publican Party in its two years of tenure in Washington. Each 
respondent was asked two open-ended questions pertaining to the 
activities of the new administration. They read as follows: 

"What would you say is the best thing the Republican 
party has done since it took over the government two 
years ago?" 

"What would you say is the worst thing the Republican 
party has done in the last two years?" 

The second issue area concerned the performance of Presi
dent Eisenhower. The first of the two questions pertaining d i 
rectly to the President requested an absolute judgment in terms 
of satisfaction or dissatisfaction with his activity in office. The 
second asked the respondents to compare Mr. Eisenhower's per
formance with that of previous presidents. The questions read: 
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"Has Mr. Eisenhower turned out to be as good a presi
dent as you thought he would or have you been disap
pointed in him?" 

"Would you say Mr. Eisenhower has been a better-than-
average president, just about average, or not as good 
as average?" 

The fif th question inquired into the respondents' expectations 
concerning the effect of the election outcome on their personal 
financial situation. This same question had been asked in our 
1952 survey. 

"Do you think it wil l make any difference in how you 
and your family get along financially whether the Demo
crats or Republicans win?" 

One question was then asked about foreign affairs. It con
cerned the relationship of the United States to the other nations 
of the world. We had also asked this question in our 1948 and 
1952 surveys. 

"Some people think that since the end of the last world 
war this country has gone too far in concerning itself 
with problems in other parts of the world. How do you 
feel about this?" 

The next question asked the respondents their opinions con
cerning the degree to which the Federal Government should under
take social legislation. The wording was identical with that of 
a question asked in our 1952 survey. It read as follows: 

"Some people think the national government should do 
more in trying to deal with such problems as unemploy
ment, education, housing, and so on. Others think that 
the government is already doing too much. On the 
whole would you say that what the government is doing 
is about right, too much, or not enough?" 

The last of the issue questions dealt with Senator Joseph R. 
McCarthy. The senator had been a highly controversial figure 
during the year preceding our study and our respondents were 
asked to indicate their reaction to him. This was done indirectly 
by proposing a hypothetical election situation in which the senator 
was proposed to be supporting a particular candidate. The ques
tion was stated in the following terms: 
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" I f you knew that Senator McCarthy was supporting a 
candidate for Congress, would you be more likely to 
vote for that candidate, or less likely, or wouldn't it 
make any difference to you?" 

These eight questions provided the data which we wi l l use 
in our analysis of differences between population groups in their 
stands on political issues- It is not an inclusive list by any 
means; we would have preferred a much more detailed question
naire. The questions were asked in the order in which they 
have been presented here. The distributions of answers are 
shown in the "total" columns of the appropriate tables in Chapter 
m. 

Population Group Membership 

As we have seen in the Introduction, the analysis of the 
voting of the major population groups is a familiar procedure 
both for practical politicians and for academic scholars- The 
groups which are most commonly considered are those differing 
in sex, age, race, religion, education, income, occupation, lo
cation, and ethnic background. Al l of these variables are in
cluded in our present study except ethnic background, the ethnic 
groups being too small in most cases to be reliably represented 
in a sample of 1139 respondents. We have also included two 
additional variables which have particular political significance. 
They are labor union membership and political party identifica
tion. 

The questions which were used to place our respondents in 
their proper population groups are given below. Except for oc
cupation, labor union affiliation, and income, the characteristics 
recorded are those of the respondent, not of other members of 
the family. 

The sex and race of the respondent were recorded by the 
interviewer after the interview was completed. Age was de
termined by the question, "What year were you born?" The 
respondent's religious preference was obtained by the question, "Is 
your church preference Protestant, Catholic, or Jewish?" 

The communities in which the respondents lived were classi
fied into three types—metropolitan, cities and towns, and rural. 
Seven metropolitan communities (over one million in population) 
were included in the sample. The definition of metropolitan 
included the central city, suburbs of 50,000 and over, suburbs 
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DISTRIBUTIONS OP THE POPULATION GROUPS 

Sex 
Men 
Women 

Age 
21-24 
25-34 
35-44 
45-54 
55-64 
Over 64 

Religion 
Protestant 
Catholic 
Jewish 
Other or none 

Race 
White 
Negro 
Other 

47% 
53 

100% 

6% 
26 
22 
21 
12 
13 

100% 

75% 
19 
3 
3 

100% 

90% 
9 
1 

100% 

Type of community 
Metropolitan center 15% 
Metropolitan suburb 13 
City or town 53 
Open country 19 

100% 

Education 
Grade school 37% 
High school 45 
College 18 

100% 
Occupation of family head 
Professional - technical 7% 
Business - managerial 14 
Clerical 5 
Sales 4 
Skilled labor 30 
Unskilled labor 13 
Farm operator 9 
Retired 9 
Housewife 5 
Unemployed 3 
Other 1 

100% 
Labor union member in family 
Member 28% 
No member 71 
Not ascertained 1 

100% 
Total family income 
Under $1000 8% 
$1000-1999 11 
$2000-2999 12 
$3000-3999 17 
$4000-4999 13 
$5000-5999 13 
$6000-7499 9 
$7500-9999 6 
$10,000 or more 7 
Not ascertained 4 

100% 
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of 2,500 to 50,000, and rural suburbs in the metropolitan area. 
Central citieB and suburbs are reported separately in some of 
the tables of this report. The category of cities and towns in
cluded cities of 50,000 or over (but not more than one million), 
cities of 2,500 to 50,000, and rural towns and congested areas 
under 2,500. The rural category included only rural blocks and 
open country. 

Education was determined by the following series of ques
tions: "How many grades of school did you finish?" If the 
answer was more than eight, the respondent was asked, "Have 
you had any schooling other than high school?" If he said yes, 
"What other schooling have you had?" If he said he had attended 
college, he was asked, "Do you have a college degree?" In our 
present analysis the respondent's education was classified as 
grade, high, or college. The category "grade" included those 
persons who did not attend school at all or who attended no more 
than eight grades. "High school" included those who completed 
or had some high school and who may or may not have had 
further non-academic training. "College" included those who 
had college degrees or who attended college but were not gradu
ated. 

The occupation of the family head was classified according to the 
following questions: "What is your (the head of the house's) 
occupation? I mean, what kind of work do you do?" If em
ployed, "Do you work for yourself or for someone else?" If 
unemployed, "What kind of work do you usually do?" If retired, 
"What kind of work did you do before you retired?" 

In general, the responses to the above questions were coded 
into the standard categories listed in the Alphabetical Index of Occu
pations and Industries published by the Bureau of the Census, U.S. 
Department of Commerce and based on the 1950 Census of Popu
lation. In our system of classification the business-managerial 
category consisted of self-employed businessmen and artisans; 
managers, officials, and proprietors; and farm managers. 
Skilled labor included craftsmen, foremen, and kindred workers; 
and operatives and kindred workers. Unskilled labor included 
laborers, service workers, and farm laborers. The other cate
gories are relatively self-evident. In all cases the occupation 
used was that of the family head, whether that individual was 
Our respondent or not. 

The labor union affiliation of the head or respondent was ob
tained by answers to the questions: "Do either you (or other 
member of your family) belong to a labor union?" If necessary, 
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"Who is it that belongs?" The respondent was classified as a 
union member if either the head or the respondent (if not the 
head), or both, belonged to a union. A l l kinds of labor unions 
were included—professional and other white-collar as well as 
industrial. 

The total family income was determined by the following ques
tions: "The next question applies to all the members of your 
family. Could you tell me how much you and your family expect 
to be making this year, 1954; I mean, your entire income before 
taxes during the calendar year 1954?.. . . Does that include the 
income of everyone in the family?" In case of question, the 
"family" was defined as persons living within the respondent's 
dwelling unit whom he considered to' be members of his family. 

. Identification with political parties is a concept in which the Survey 
Research Center has a strong and continuing interest. We have 
defined party identification in our earlier studies1 as the sense 
of personal attachment or belonging which an individual feels 
toward a given political party. The concept is perceptual, not 
behavioral, in that i t is based on the degree to which the re
spondents perceive themselves as belonging to political parties, 
rather than upon the frequencies of various types of political 
participation in which they might have engaged. The specific 
questions asked to measure this variable were: "Generally 
speaking, in politics, do you usually think of yourself as a Re
publican, a Democrat, an Independent, or what?" If the re
spondent's answer was "Republican" or "Democrat": "Would you 
call yourself a strong (Republican or Democrat) or a not very 
strong (Republican or Democrat) ?" If his answer was "Independ
ent": "Do you think of yourself as closer to the Republican or 
Democratic party?" 

It w i l l be observed that in contrast to the questions regard
ing the other population groups those regarding political parties 
asked the respondent not only to place himself in the proper 
party category but also, to indicate his degree of attachment to 
the party of his choice. On the basis of his responses to the 
f i rs t and second or f i rs t and third questions above, each re
spondent was classified under one of the headings of Table H-3. 
Somewhat less than half of our respondents called themselves 
strong or weak Democrats, whereas a little more than a quarter 
identified themselves as strong or weak Republicans. Approxi
mately one fifth of the population classified themselves as 

1. A fuller discussion of the concept of party identification appears 
in The Voter Decides, Chapter V. 
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Independents. A very few respondents were so non-political that 
no such party classification could be made.1 

The characteristics of these different party groups will be 
reviewed in detail in Chapters TV and VI . However, it is use
ful at this point to observe the high stability of the distributions 
of party identification reported in Survey Research Center studies 
between 1952 and 1954. The three samples reported in Table 
H-3 were drawn from the national population by similar methods 
at year intervals. It is apparent that there was virtually no 
change in the proportions of people giving themselves the differ
ent party labels during that time. 

Our data do not tell us, of course, if any of our respondents 
changed their political labels from one year to the next. It is 
reasonable to assume that some did. Such shifting as may have 
occurred appears to have been random and therefore compen
sating. It is of interest that, despite the change in the Federal 

Table II-3 

PARTY IDENTIFICATION 

October September October 
Party identification 1952 1953 1954 

Strong Democrat 22% 22% 22% 
Weak Democrat 25 23 25 
Independent Democrat 10 8 9 
Independent 5 4 7 
Independent Republican 7 6 6 
Weak Republican 14 15 14 
Strong Republican 13 15 13 
Apolitical, don't know 4 7 4 Apolitical, don't know 

100% 100% Too% 

Number of cases 1614 1023 1139 

1. In considering these and subsequent data regarding party identi
fication the reader must keep in mind that approximately 30 percent of 
our national sample i s located in the Southern States and that in the 
South Democrats, as we define them, outnumber Republicans more than 
four to one. 
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Government in 1952 and the concurrent rejuvenation of the 
Republican party, there was no shift of public loyalties toward 
the Republican party during the period between October 1952 
and October 1954. We know very little about how party identi
fication is created or how it is changed. Our data show us, 
however, that if there was any conversion of Democrats or Inde
pendents to the Republican fold during the f i rs t two years of the 
Eisenhower administration, the loss was fully replaced by move
ments in the other direction. 

We wi l l see in later chapters that party identification, as 
we have conceived and measured it , is one of the most powerful 
variables we have available for the analysis of political behavior. 
Not only is it more meaningful psychologically than such tradi
tional variables as education, age, income and the like; it also 
has greater ability to order political data. It is not a new con
cept; politicians have thought in such terms since time out of 
mind. It is relatively new to quantitative analysis, however. 
Because we feel that this variable has not been given adequate 
attention in earlier studies of political behavior our measure of 
party identification is given considerable prominence in this re
port. 
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Ill 

THE VOTES OF THE POPULATION GROUPS 

The first step in our analysis of the political 
implications of membership in the major population groups is a 
comparison of their voting records. 

Chapter n i describes the population characteristics of the 
1954 vote. This description is given increased depth and mean
ing by the-inclusion in the tables of this chapter of comparable 
data from our 1948 and 1952 studies. A word of warning is 
necessary concerning these three sets of data. The 1954 study 
differs from the 1948 and 1952 studies in two important respects: 
First, the 1954 study refers to total House of Representatives 
vote, whereas the 1948 and 1952 studies considered total presi
dential vote. Second, the 1954 tables use "probable vote" (as 
defined in Chapter H) obtained from pre-election interviews, 
whereas the 1948 and 1952 tables deal with "actual vote" as re
ported during post-election interviews. These differences must 
be kept in mind while interpreting the meaning of the compari
sons. 

In the 1948 post-election study, the classification of a re
spondent as a "voter'1 or "non-voter" and the determination as 
to which presidential candidate he voted for depended upon his 
answers to the following two questions: 

"In this election about half the people voted and half of 
them didn't. Did you vote?" 

(If "yes"): "Whom did you vote for?" 

In the 1952 post-election study the following version was used: 

"In talking to people about the election, we find that a 
lot of people weren't able to vote because they weren't 
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registered, or they were sick, or they just didn't have 
the time. How about you, did you vote this time?" 

(If "yes"): "Whom did you vote for for president?" 

In both these studies, as in the 1954 study, the questions 
pertaining to voting were worded in such a way as to avoid the 
implication that failure to vote meant dereliction of duty, and to 
relieve any embarrassment resulting from voting for the losing 
candidate-

Keeping in mind the definitions of "voters" and "non-voters" 
for the elections of 1948, 1952, and 1954, we are ready to 
compare the voting records of the groups in which we are inter
ested and to consider the shifts which took place in these three 
elections. 

Men and Women 

Table IH-1 shows that in 1954 men gave a substantial ma
jority of votes to Democratic candidates for Congress, whereas 
a small majority of women's votes went to Republicans. In each 
of the 1948, 1952, and 1954 elections larger proportions of 
women than men voted'Republican. As we wi l l see later this 
persistent discrepancy apparently derives from socio-economic 
factors underlying the vote, women in those social categories 
most heavily Democratic being less likely to vote than women 
in the categories which are predominantly Republican. 

As might be expected the proportion of women reporting not 
voting is higher than that of men in all three elections. Because 
of the fact that there are more women than men in the adult 
population the contribution of the two sexes to the actual vote is 
about equal and varies only slightly from one election to the 
next. The women's vote made up 51 percent of the total in 
1948, 51 percent in 1952 and 48 percent in 1954. 

Age 

In Table TH-2 we find a steady increase in the proportion 
of votes going to Republican candidates as we move from the 
youngest to the oldest group. Table ITI-3 compares various age 
groups for the 1948, 1952 and 1954 elections- For each election 
it wil l be noticed that as age increases the ratio of Republican 
to Democratic voters increases. 
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Table m- l 

VOTING BEHAVIOR OF MEN AND WOMEN 
IN THREE ELECTIONS 

Men Women 
1948 1952 1954 1948 1952 1954 

Voted for: ** 
Democrat 36% 34% 30% 29% 28% 19% 
Republican 28 44 23 26 41 22 
Other 1 1 — 2 « — 
Not ascertained 4 — -- 3 --
Did not vote 31 21 47 40 31 59 
Not ascertained * -- — * -- — 

100% 100% 100% 100% Bo% 100% 

Number of cases 303 738 532 356 876 607 

*The asterisk is used to denote Less than one-half of one percent 
in this and all succeeding tables. 

**In this and all succeeding tables "voted for" in the 1948 and 1952 
columns refers to actual presidential vote as reported in post-election 
interviews; in 1954, to "probable vote" in the House of Representatives 
vote. 

TableIII-2 

RELATION OF AGE TO PROBABLE 1954 VOTE 

21-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65 & over 

Probable vote: 

Democratic 14% 23% 27% 27% 24% 22% 

Republican 9 14 22 30 27 27 

Probable non-voter 77 63 51 43 49 51 
100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Number of cases 74 292 247 238 135 146 
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to 

Table TJI-3 

RELATION OF AGE TO VOTING BEHAVIOR IN THREE ELECTIONS 

21-34 35-44 45-54 55 & over 
1948 1952 1954 1948 1952 1954 1948 1952 1954 1948 1952 1954 

Voted for: 
Democrat 32% 31% 21% 38% 34% 27% 33% 33% 27% 27% 27% 23% 
Republican 18 37 13 24 41 22 37 45 30 31 48 27 
Other 2 * — 1 1 — 3 1 — 2 2 — 
Not ascertained 3 — 3 — -- 2 — — 5 — — 

Did not vote 44 32 66 33 24 51 25 21 43 37 23 50 
Not ascertained 1 — — 1 * — — 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Number of cases 198 485 366 174 381 247 126 284 238 156 442 281 



A second point of interest is that in each election the 45-
54 age group has the smallest proportion of non-voters and that 
the 21-34 age group has the largest proportion. 

The data suggest that the motives that impel the individual 
voter to the polls are weakest during the first years of his eli
gibility, that they increase as he matures into middle age and 
its attendant responsibilities, and that they weaken again as he 
moves into his later years. 

Religion 

We see in Table ITJ-4 that in 1954 the Protestant vote was 
evenly split between Republican and Democratic candidates. The 
greater tendencies of Catholics and Jews to vote Democratic 
contributed to the Democratic victory. Table III-4 also demon
strates that the Catholic vote, which had been two-to-one Demo
cratic in 1948, fell to an even division in 1952 and then returned 
to a sizable Democratic majority in 1954. Also to be noticed in 
Table m-6 is the fact that in each election a higher proportion 
of Catholics than Protestants voted. 

Table ID.-4 
RELATION OF RELIGION TO VOTING BEHAVIOR 

IN THREE ELECTIONS 

Protestant Catholic Jewish' 
1948 1952 1954 1948 1952 1954 1952 1954 

Voted for: 
Democrat 25% 26% 22% 49% 43% 33% 64% 3a% 
Republican 28 45 22 25 41 23 27 21 
Other 2 1 -- • 1 2 --
Not ascertained 2 — — 5 — — --
Did not vote 43 28 56 20 15 44 1 47 
Not ascertained • _ _ -- 1 

Too5b 165% 
Not ascertained 

100% 756% T00% Tool T65% To6% Too5b 165% 
Number of cases 461 1156 857 140 343 216 45 34 

The Jewish sample In 1948 wag not large enough to Justify consideration. 

It must be kept in mind that the division of the electorate 
into religious categories is contaminated by important related 
factors. The relatively high turnout of Catholics, for example, 
is undoubtedly influenced by the fact that most Catholics live in 
urban centers in the North—communities in which the turnout of 
all groups is relatively high. Conversely, the Protestant record 
is depressed by the fact that this group includes most Negroes 
and most southerners, both groups with poor voting records. 
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Race 

Table m-5 shows that the Negro vote in 1954 was heavily 
Democratic, much more so than the white vote. The al l -over 
effect of the Negro vote is l imited of course by the fact that 
Negroes constitute only one-tenth of the total population and 
f o u r - f i f t h s of them failed to vote in 1954. In contrast, approxi
mately half of the much larger white population turned out and 
voted. 

Table m-5 

RELATION OF RACE TO VOTING BEHAVIOR 
IN THREE ELECTIONS 

White Negro 
"1948 1952 1954 "1948 19~52~~ 1954 

Voted fo r : 

Democrat 33% 31% 25% 18% 26% 15% 
Republican 29 47 24 10 6 6 
Other 2 1 — * 1 --
Not ascertained 2 — — 8 — — 
Did not vote 33 21 51 64 67 79 
Not ascertained 1 -- * -_ 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% Too% 
Number of cases 585 1453 1022 61 157 103 

In a l l three of the elections under comparison a higher pro
portion of the Negro than white vote was Democratic. Negro 
support of the Democratic presidential candidate in the Republ i 
can year of 1952 is str iking; Negroes were one of the very few 
population groups that did not shift toward Eisenhower. This 
adherence of the Negro voters to the Democratic party presents 
a very interesting example of reversal in the poli t ical orienta
tion of an important population group. The Negro voter, once 
f i r m l y attached to the Republican party by the events associated 
with abolition and the C i v i l War, is now, a hundred years later, 
one of the most dependable supporters of the Democratic stand
ard. We w i l l return to this question of group change at the end 
of this chapter. 
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Type of Community 

The division of party votes in areas of different population 
density is given in Table HI-6. Perhaps the most interesting 
feature of this table is the contrast in party preferences in the 
metropolitan centers and their suburban areas, with the former 
clearly Democratic and the latter strongly Republican. The i n 
creased Republican strength in the suburbs in 1952 was noted 
by H a r r i s 1 with the suggestion that people moving to the suburbs 
were being converted into Republicans by the Republican atmos
phere they found there. There is reason to believe, however, 
that most of the Republican gain in the suburbs is due to the 
fact that most of the people who move to the suburbs are Re
publicans before they arr ive there. 

Table in-6 

RELATION OF TYPE OF COMMUNITY TO 
PROBABLE 1954 VOTE 

Metro Metro City or Open 
centers suburbs town country 

Probable vote: 

Democratic 26% 
Republican 21 
Probable non-voter 53 

100% 

Number of cases 169 

22% 25% 20% 
31 23 15 
47 52 65 

100% 100% 100% 

150 601 219 

While the metropolitan vote (as we define it) is exclusively 
northern, the smaller-ci ty and ru ra l votes include the South. 
This contributes a higher Democratic weighting to these two 
columns than we would f ind if the Southern vote were omitted. 
I t should be remarked that only about half of the ru ra l residents 
can be classified as farmers and, as we shall see in Table I I I - 9 , 
fa rmers were more l ikely to vote Republican in 1954 than were 
r u r a l non-farmers. 

Table m-7 presents comparative data for the 1948, 1952 
and 1954 elections. The metropolitan areas (centers and sub
urbs combined) voted heavily Democratic in 1948, substantially 

1. Harris, L . , Is There a Republican Majority?, New York: Harper and 
Bros. , 1954. 
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Table I I I -7 

RELATION OF TYPE OF COMMUNITY TO VOTING BEHAVIOR 
' IN THREE ELECTIONS 

Metropolitan City or Open 
area town country 

1948 1B"55 1954 ~T94§ 1555 1954 T&48 l552 1954 

Voted for: 

Democrat 48% 33% 24% 27% 31% 25% 24% 25% 20% 
Republican 32 44 25 30 42 23 12 42 15 
Other 1 2 — 1 • -- 3 1 
Not ascertained 4 -- — 3 — — 1 — — 
Did not vote 17 21 51 36 27 52 59 32 65 
Not ascertained 1 — — 1 

"TO5% 100% 100% 155% T05% T05% T00% 155% 105% 
Number of cases 181 43B 319 354 928 601 127 248 219 

Republican in 1952, and about even in 1954. Cities and towns 
were near an even balance in 1948, swung strongly Republican 
in 1952, but returned to an even division in 1954. Rural areas 
were sharply Democratic in 1948, equally sharply Republican 
in 1952, but Democratic again in 1954. 

As for voting turnout, the trend over three elections is that 
of higher voting rates as community size increases. People 
l iv ing i n the open country have clearly the poorest voting record 
over this period, although the increase in their turnout in 1952 
over 1948 was remarkable. 

Education 

Table m-8 presents the probable 1954 votes of people of 
d i f ferent educational status. Voters with less than a college 
education voted Democratic in 1954, whereas those voters who 
attended college preferred the Republicans. Also to be noted is 
that a higher percentage of the college-educated went to the 
polls- Although a higher proportion of the college-educated 
voted, the total vote of the grade and high school populations 
was considerably larger, since as Table U-2 indicates, less 
than one-f i f th of our adult population has attended college. 

If we divide the sample into different income brackets and 
look at the votes of people of different educational levels within 
each bracket (Table B - l ) , i the college-educated are found to have 

1. A l l tables labelled with the letter B are in the Appendix. 
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Table II I -8 

RELATION OF EDUCATION TO VOTING BEHAVIOR 
IN THREE ELECTIONS 

Grade School ' High School College 
1948 1951 195? 1948 1952 1954 1948 1952 1954 

Voted for: 
Democrat 35% 30% 22% 34% 34% 25% 17% 24% 25% 
Republican 16 31 16 29 46 22 55 65 35 
Other 1 1 -- 1 -- 3 1 --
Not ascertained 3 — — 3 -- 5 — — 
Did not vote 44 3B 62 33 20 53 20 10 40 
Not ascertained 1 -- — • 

T55% T00% 156% T5o% 100% 100% 155% 100% 
Number of cases 3B3 660 415 266 712 517 99 238 202 

been the most Republican at a l l income levels while those voters 
with high or grade school education showed a Republican major 
ity only i f they f e l l in the upper-income brackets. Non-college 
persons with incomes less than $6000 gave substantial margins 
to Democrats. When labor union membership is controlled 
(Table B-2) , the data suggest that the size of the margin given 
to Democrats by union members was independent of educational 
level , but that non-members changed f r o m a slight Democratic 
ma jo r i ty to a substantial Republican major i ty as educational at
tainment changed f r o m grade to college level-

When community size is controlled (Table B-3) , the data 
show that in metropolitan areas and in cities and towns the pro
portion of the Republican vote increased as education increased, 
but that in ru ra l areas the vote remained slightly Democratic 
regardless of the educational level reached. 1 

The correlation of education with party preference also ap
peared i n both of our earlier studies- I t is one expression of 
the general tendency of higher-status population groups to sup
port the Republican party. Succeeding tables give other evi 
dences of this same aspect of American pol i t ical l i f e . 

1. The failure of rural voting preferences to correlate with this 
and other demographic variables is consistent with the findings of Duncan 
MacRae, J r . reported in "Occupations and the Congressional Vote," 
1940-1950, American Sociological Review, June, 1955. 20, 3, 332-340. 
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I t is a matter of interest that the educational differences in 
party choice were sharper in 1948 than they were in either 1952 
or 1954. This is also true of the other class-related variables 
(income, occupation, union membership). It appears that the 1948 
election was more "class-angled" so far as the voters were con
cerned than either of the other two, no doubt reflecting the d i f 
ferent issues and personalities involved in the different years. 

High-education people not only vote more Republican; they 
vote more often. The relation of turnout to educational level 
is clear in a l l three elections. It is interesting, however, that 
the variations in turnout f r o m year to year do not d i f fer greatly 
f r o m one educational group to another. 

Occupation of Family Head 

The occupation of the family head is also an important 
correlate of voting (Table I I I -9 ) . Respondents belonging to p ro
fessional, business or managerial, and sales famil ies voted 
Republican to varying degrees in 1954, whereas skilled and un
skilled labor and the unemployed voted Democratic. Farmers 
and c le r ica l personnel divided their votes between the two 
parties. 

Table HI-10 shows that professional and managerial people 
voted heavily Republican in the 1948, 1952, and 1954 elections, 
but that the trend of their vote has been toward reduced Republi
can major i t ies . The remaining white-collar vote did not favor 
either party in 1948 or 1954 although along with most other demo
graphic groups i t swung to Eisenhower in 1952. Skilled labor, 
on the other hand, has consistently produced Democratic ma
jo r i t i e s , but those of 1952 and 1954 were light compared with 
that of 1948. Unskilled labor recorded Democratic major i t ies 
of a f a i r l y constant size in a l l three elections. The f a r m popu
lation has varied more than any of the other groups; in 1948 i t 
voted Democratic by a substantial margin, in 1952 it supported 
the Republicans even more impressively, and in 1954 farmers 
came back to an even division. 

Labor Union A filiation 

The "Total population" columns of Table I I I -11 show that 
union members and members of their families voted heavily 
Democratic in 1954, whereas famil ies without a union member 
gave a majori ty of their votes to Republican candidates. 
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Table I I I -9 

RELATION OF OCCUPATION OF FAMILY HEAD TO PROBABLE 1954 VOTE 

Professional Business Un-
and and Skilled skilled Farm Un-

technical managerial Clerical Sales labor labor operators Retired employed 

Probable vote: 

Democratic 18% 24% 29% 14% 26% 26% 22% 27% 24% 

Republican 27 35 26 25 19 10 23 28 9 

Probable non-
voter 55 41 45 61 55 64 55 45 67 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Number of cases 84 162 58 44 337 144 104 100 33 

CO 
<0 



CO 
O 

Table m-10 

RELATION OF OCCUPATION OF HEAD OF FAMILY TO VOTING BEHAVIOR 
IN THREE ELECTIONS 

Professional 
and Other Skilled and Farm 

managerial white collar semi-skilled Unskilled operators 
1948 1952 1954 1948 1952 1954 1948 1952 1954 1948 1952 1954 1948 1952 1954 

Voted for: 

Democrat 15% 27% 22% 38% 28% 23% 52% 39% 26% 33% 40% 26% 25% 24% 22% 

Republican 57 59 33 39 52 25 15 34 19 12 19 10 13 42 23 

Other 1 2 -- * 1 — 1 1 — * 1 — 2 1 — 
Not 
ascertain ed 2 5 3 5 2 __ 

Did not 
vote 25 12 45 18 19 52 29 26 55 49 40 64 54 33 55 

Not 

ascertained 

Number of 
100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

1 
100% 100% 100% 

4 
100% 100% 100% 

cases 117 333 246 79 155 102 164 462 337 85 174 144 105 178 104 



Table I I I -11 

RELATION OF LABOR UNION AFFILIATION 
TO PROBABLE 1954 VOTE 

Total Skilled and unskilled 
population laborers only 

Union Non- Union Non-
member member member member 

Probable vote: 

Democratic 32% 21% 34% 17% 
Republican 18 24 17 16 
Probable non-voter 50 55 49 67 

100% 100% 100% 100% 

Number of cases 316 808 240 235 

When communities of different population density are com
pared (Table B-4), the tendency of union members to vote Demo
cratic remains f a i r l y constant regardless of community size, but 
metropolitan non-members were heavily Republican whereas r u r a l 
non-members were, i f anything, slightly Democratic. When i n 
come i s controlled (Table B-5), union members at a l l income 
levels voted Democratic (the Democratic vote of union members 
in the $3000-6000 range was especially heavy), whereas non-
members showed a slight Democratic majority when income was 
less than $3000 but shifted to an increasing Republican majori ty 
as income increased above the $3000 mark. 

When education is controlled (as we noted on page 27),the 
Democratic majori t ies of union members remained practically 
the same regardless of educational attainment, whereas non-
members voted Republican in increasing proportions as education 
increased. The union members of each educational level p ro
duced stronger Democratic majori t ies than was true of non-union 
persons at those educational levels. 

When union membership among skilled and unskilled labor 
only is considered, the finding is that union labor voted heavily 
Democrat ic , whereas non-members of the same occupations were 
about evenly divided between the two parties. Another factor 
that stands out in the labor groups is that union membership is 
not only related to heavy Democratic majori t ies, but also to a 
considerably higher incidence of voting. Non-voting was much 
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more common among non-union labor (see "Laborers only" 
columns of Table HI-11). 

When 1954 is compared with 1948 and 1952 in Table HI-12 
we note that in a l l three elections the total union vote was 
Democratic, whereas non-union voting was Republican. In 1948 
especially, union members voted heavily Democratic. In a l l 
three elections a smaller proportion of union members compared 
with non-members failed to vote. It is interesting, however, 
that in the record turnout of 1952 the proportion of union mem
bers who voted increased only slightly—much less, for example, 
than that of professional and managerial people or f a r m oper
ators. 

Table m-12 

RELATION OF LABOR UNION AFFILIATION 
TO VOTING BEHAVIOR IN THREE ELECTIONS 

Union member Non-member 
1948 1952 1954 1948 1952 1954 

Voted for : 

Democrat 56% 43% 32% 25% 26% 21% 
Republican 13 33 18 32 46 24 
Other 1 1 -- 2 1 --
Not ascertained 3 — — 3 -- --
Did not vote 27 23 50 38 27 55 
Not ascertained * 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Number of cases 150 411 316 493 1165 808 

Income 

Table III-13 demonstrates a general tendency for persons 
with low incomes to vote Democratic in 1954 and those with 
high incomes to vote Republican. An exception to this rule is 
that persons with incomes less than $1000 gave a small major i ty 
to the Republicans- I t should be noted that this income group 
is not made up exclusively of poor people in the usual sense of 
the word. It includes a certain number of re t i red people, 
widows, businessmen, farmers and others whose assets are sub
stantial even though their income in any particular year may be 
very smal l . People with very high incomes (over $10,000) were 
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Table HI-13 

RELATION OF TOTAL FAMILY INCOME TO PROBABLE 1954 VOTE 

Under $1000- $2000- $3000- $4000- $5000- $6000- $7500- $10,000 
$1000 1999 2099 3999 4999 59B9 749S 9999 or more 

Probable vote: 

Democratic 11% 25% 24% 25% 28% 28% 25% 23% 19% 
Republican 14 15 19 19 23 21 29 30 46 
Probable 
non-voter 7S 60 57 56 49 51 46 47 35 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 
Number of 
cases 96 129 142 194 150 145 100 60 74 

by far the most one-sided of the income groups in their party 
choice, voting over two-to-one Republican. 

Table IH-14 presents the data for the 1948, 1952 and 1954 
elections. In a l l three elections there is a tendency for lower-
income groups to vote Democratic and upper-income groups to 
vote Republican. As one might expect, the income bracket at 
which votes are evenly divided between Republican and Demo
cratic candidates is constantly moving up, reflecting the general 
r i se in income levels. For the 1954 data the "over $5000" 
category is already unsatisfactory for finding the point of even 
vote division; Table in-13 shows this point to be found at ap
proximately the $6000 level. Despite the shift in income dis
t r ibut ion over these years, the relationship of party choice to 
re la t ive position on the income scale remains about the same. 

A f i n a l point to note in Table III-14 i s that in a l l three 
elections compared, the higher the income level the higher the 
proport ion of voters. Thus, although the persons in the lower 
brackets are more numerous and tend to vote Democratic, .this 
fact is offset by the tendency of the higher-income voters, largely 
Republican, to go to the polls more fai thfully. 

Summary 

A number of general observations may be drawn f r o m the 
tables which have been presented in this chapter. To some ex
tent the data merely document what has been known or presumed 
to be t r u e on the basis of other kinds of information. The tables 
not only give precision to these commonplace generalities, 
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Table HI-14 

RELATION OF TOTAL FAMILY INCOME TO VOTING BEHAVIOR 
IN THREE ELECTIONS 

Under $2000 $2000-2999 $3000-3999 $4000-4999 $5000 & over 
1948 1952 1954 1948 1952 1954 1948 1952 1954 1948 1952 1954 1948 1952 1954 

Voted lor: 

Democrat 28% 23% 19% 37% 31% 24% 34% 35% 25% 34% 41% 28% 25% 28% 24% 

Republican 16 30 14 17 36 19 34 40 19 37 41 23 53 59 30 

Other 1 * 2 1 - - 3 1 3 1 - - * 1 — 

Not 
Ascertained 1 5 — — 2 3 — - - 4 

Did not vote 54 47 67 39 32 57 26 24 56 23 17 49 18 12 46 

Not 
ascertained — — — — — — 1 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Number of 
cases 178 315 225 185 255 142 142 364 194 65 233 150 84 415 385 



however; they also make available information that would be very 
d i f f i cu l t to acquire through other channels. 

Chapter I I I has been concerned with the phenomenon of group 
voting. Our data make i t evident that a number of the major popu
lation categories have a persistent inclination toward one or the 
other of the two parties. The major theme of this group orien
tation in voting i s social class. The prestige groups—educa
tional, economic—are the most dependable sources of Republican 
support while the laborers, Negroes, unemployed, and other low-
income and low-education groups are the strongest sources Of 
the Democratic vote. There are also significant minor themes 
that do not appear to have a clear class-orientation. Jews, for 
example, are strong supporters of the Democratic party although 
they are not a disadvantaged social group. 1 Labor union mem
bership adds a theme of a different kind, introducing an added 
group factor within the working-class population. The regional 
and nationality themes, although not considered in our analysis, 
provide additional dimensions of group voting. 

Although group voting i s clearly present in our data it should 
be remarked that the most partisan of the groups we have con
sidered was far f r o m unanimous in its voting choices- I t may 
be that in local situations, such as a precinct of New York City, 
a part icular segment of the electorate might line up cn masse 
behind one or the other parties. This does not happen on the 
national scale, however, as i t apparently does in some European 
countries. 2 Thus the labor leader who exhorts the national 
membership to turn out in behalf of the Democratic party must 
face the prospect that a th i rd or more of those who vote w i l l 
support the Republican candidate. None of the major population 
groups we have considered is fu l ly committed to either party. 

The ability of these groups to break out of their established 
vote patterns under the stress of unusual circumstances is amply 
demonstrated in the 1952 data. The Korean war and the appeal 
of a personable and widely admired candidate introduced power
f u l new forces on the voters and resulted in a realignment of 
many of the groups we have been considering. Although the 

1. See Fuchs, L. H- for a recent discussion of the Jewish vote, 
"American Jews and the Presidential Vote, " American Political Science Review, 
June 1955. 

2. Rokkan, S. , Party Identification and Opinions on Issues on Domestic and 
International Policy (mimeographed), 1955. 
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groups which had been most strongly Republican or Democratic 
in 1948 s t i l l held those positions in 1952, the absolute values 
of their votes fo r the two parties changed greatly. The 1952 
experience is a convincing demonstration of the hazards of at
tempting to explain the vote solely on the basis of group mem
bership. 

The fact that labor union members, Catholics, college people, 
Negroes and the other groups we have examined differ substan
t ia l ly and consistently in the support they give the two major 
parties need not lead us into over-simplif ications regardingthe 
motivation of their votes. I t i s not necessary to assume, fo r 
example, because Catholics are more l ikely to vote Democratic 
than Republican that Catholics as individuals are conforming to 
a strong polit ical group standard which is forced on them by 
their fellow religionists. 

An alternative explanation might propose that Catholics vote 
Democratic because at the time of the I r i s h , Polish, and Italian 
migrations to this country these groups were captured by the 
Democratic party in the eastern metropolises. As they developed 
into good Americans they also developed into good Democrats. 
They passed their new nationality and their party identification 
on to their children. Their descendants are s t i l l voting Demo
cratic, not because they are Catholics but because they are 
Democrats. 

We have also assumed that a strong pol i t ical major i ty may 
develop within a population group entirely on the basis of inde
pendent decisions by individual members of that group. If ex
ternal circumstances affect a large proportion of the members 
of some large group in a s imi lar way there is l ikely to be con
siderable s imi la r i ty in their response; yet the individual mem
bers may not be aware of any group standard or indeed even 
know of the reaction of the other members. One may speculate, 
for example, as to the development of the Democratic vote 
among Negroes. Li tchfield 's study in De t ro i t 1 demonstrates 
that this was entirely a phenomenon of the Roosevelt era. Some 
individual Negroes must have come to the conclusion f r o m 
watching the New Deal and the Roosevelt fami ly that the Demo
cratic party held more promise for them than did the Republi
can. As they shifted to the Democratic party they moved against 
the traditional Negro attachment to "the party of Lincoln. " It 
is conceivable that a large part of the developing Democratic 

1- Litchfield, E . H. , Voting Behavior in a Metropolitan Area in Michigan 
Governmental Studies, No. 7, 1941, iii-93. 
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major i ty among Negroes resulted f r o m this kind of individual 
decision although i t ia l ikely that as the movement grew group 
effects on individual Negroes also became important. 

The most interesting example of group differences to be 
found in our study, however, does not come f r o m consideration 
of these demographic variables but f r o m a poli t ical variable, 
party identification. We can make a much better prediction of 
how a man thinks and acts poli t ical ly i f we know whether he 
calls himself a Republican or a Democrat than i f we know he 
calls himself a skilled worker, a Catholic, a suburbanite, a 
r i ch man, or a pauper. We consider this factor of party identi
fication and its relation to the 1954 vote in Chapter IV. 
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IV 

THE VOTES OF THE 

PARTY IDENTIFICATION GROUPS 

The population groups which we have considered 
in Chapter IE are a l l fami l ia r categories in poli t ical analysis. 
The fact that a great many Americans cal l themselves Republi
cans or Democrats is also a commonplace observation but i t i s 
an aspect of poli t ical l i fe that until recently has been quite i n 
adequately dealt with in studies of pol i t ica l behavior. 

In introducing this discussion of the 1954 votes of the party 
identification groups i t is necessary to emphasize the distinction 
we are making between party identifiers and voters- Although 
the te rms "Republicans" or "Democrats" are often used in com
mon parlance to refer to the people who intend to vote or have 
voted f o r the candidate of one or the other party, they are used 
here to refer to the individual's self-identification as a "Republi
can" or "Democrat." We regard this party attachment as one 
of the factors that influence attitudes and votes but, as we saw 
in our 1952 study, i t is by no means the only factor. A person 
whom we classify as a Republican may or may not vote; he may 
vote fo r either party. 

The 1954 votes of the party identification groups are shown 
in Table I V - 1 . It is not surprising to find that within each party 
group those people who voted tended strongly to support the candi
date of the party with which they identified. Among these voters, 
however, weak Republicans voted Republican approximately as 
heavily as did strong Republicans, while weak Democrats crossed 
party lines to vote Republican far more frequently than did strong 
Democrats. Thus, the potential Democratic vote majori ty that 
would have occurred in 1954 i f party identification had been the 
only determinant of vote was not realized, in part because many 
more Democrats than Republicans voted for candidates of the 
opposite party. 
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Table I V - 1 also makeB clear another reason for the reduc
tion of the large potential Democratic vote of 1954 to a small 
actual major i ty . Among the population at large, greater p ro
portions of Democrats than Republicans failed to vote at a l l ; the 
percentages of non-voting strong and weak Democrats are greater 
than the respective percentages for strong and weak Republicans. 
Because of the relatively high fa i lure of Democrats to cast bal
lots, the election was much closer than would have been pre
dicted f r o m a knowledge of the distribution of party affi l iat ions 
alone-

Table I V - 1 

RELATION OF PARTY IDENTIFICATIOK TO 1052 VOTE AND PROBABLE 1854 VOTE 

Strong Weak Independent Independent Weak Strong 
Democrat Democrat Democrat Independent Republican Republican Republican 

1952 1854 1952 1954 1(52 1854 1952 1954 1851 1954 1952 1954 1852 1864 

VOtB-

Democratic 63% 51% 42% so% 44% 25% 14% 10% 5% 3% 5% s% 1% 4% 

Republican I I 1 26 10 28 11 57 13 71 40 71 45 SI 69 

Other 1 " 1 - 1 -- 3 

Probable 
non-voter 24 42 31 60 26 64 26 78 22 57 21 61 8 27 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Number o l 
caaea 351 14ft 402 ies I M AT BT 81 114 ee 111 159 tn 146 

Table I V - 1 also presents the presidential votes of the d i f 
ferent party identification groups in 1952. Comparison of the 
1952 and 1954 data makes possible a rough estimation of the 
relative importance of party identification in the two elections. 
I t is clear that Republican party identifiers showed very l i t t le 
inclination to cross party lines in either of the votes. Demo
cratic identifiers on the other hand left their party in favor of 
Eisenhower in 1952 in much greater numbers than they deserted 
their congressional candidates in 1954. It cannot be concluded 
f r o m th i s fact that congressional votes are always more party-
line than presidential votes- The 1948 presidential vote appears 
to have been highly party-determined. The data do indicate, 
however, that the candidate and issue factors which were ins t ru
mental in creating Democratic defections in 1952, although s t i l l 
present to a visible degree, were less effective in the 1954 
election. 
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In this chapter the party identification of the major popula
tion categories w i l l be presented and the voting records of these 
different groups of party identifiers w i l l be examined. This 
w i l l t e l l us whether the party crossing and the non-voting ob
served in Table IV -1 are general throughout the population or 
concentrated in certain special groups. I t w i l l also provide the 
basis of a subsequent analysis of the relative importance of the 
various types of group membership we are considering in the 
determination of pol i t ica l acts and attitudes. 

Men and Women 

Table IV-2 presents the party identification of men and 
women as of October 1954. The members of both sexes identi
f ied more frequently wi th the Democratic party than with the 
Republican, men in slightly greater proportions than women. 
Thus, both categories are Democratic in identification. I t w i l l 
be remembered, however, that women voted narrowly Republi
can in 1954 while men were clearly Democratic (Table m - l ) . 

Table IV -2 

PARTY IDENTIFICATION OF MEN AND WOMEN 

Party identification Men Women 

Strong Democrat 25% 20% 
Weak Democrat 25 25 
Independent Democrat 10 7 
Independent 7 7 
Independent Republican 6 6 
Weak Republican 13 15 
Strong Republican 12 14 
Apol i t ica l , don't know 2 6 

100% 100% 

Number of cases 532 607 

Table IV-3 presents simultaneous data on sex, party identi
fication, and voting behavior. This table shows us that vote 
defections of women were, i f anything, less frequent than those 
of men. The differences are very smal l but they are in the 
same direction for both Democratic and Republican identifiers. 
In 1954 at least, women who voted appear to have been more 
securely held by the factor of party loyalty than were men. 
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The table also shows that fo r both sexes there was a greater 
incidence of non-voting among strong Democrats than among 
strong Republicans, and among weak Democrats than among weak 
Republicans. Non-voting among women was more frequent pro
portionately than among men for each of the corresponding party 
identifications, but Democratic women in particular stayed away 
f r o m the polls. The data make it clear that Republican women 
gave greater support to the party of their choice than did Demo
cratic women. 

Table IV-3 

RELATION OF PARTY IDENTIFICATION TO PROBABLE 
1954 CONGRESSIONAL VOTE.AMONG MEN AND WOMEN 

Men Women 
SD' WD In3 WR SR SD WD Ind WR SR 

Probable vote: 

Democratic 64% 35% 15% ' 6% 8% 50% 25% 12% 1% 1% 

Republican 2 14 21 47 67 1 7 18 43 71 

Probable 
non-voter 34 51 64 47 25 49 68 70 56 28 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 
Number of 
cases 130 132 123 68 64 117 154 123 91 82 

The source of this discrepancy in turnout becomes apparent 
if we keep in mind the demographic location of the Democratic 
and Republican strength. As we shall see, Republicans are 
most numerous among the high-income, high-education, high-
occupational status groups- Democrats are most frequent in 
the contrasting categories. Because of their greater emancipa
tion f r o m the cultural stereotype of the non-political woman, 
women i n the higher status categories are more likely to vote 
than are women of the less favored categories. For example, 
i f we compare the voting of men and women of the grade school 
and college-educated groups we find the following: 

1. In this and some subsequent tables the names of the party 
groups a r e abbreviated in order to save space, i . e . , for SD read 
Strong Democrats, etc-
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Voted 
in 1954 

Did not 
vote 

Grade school only: 

College: 

Men 45% 55 
Women 32% 68 

Men 60% 40 
Women 59% 41 

We see that women at the higher educational level were as 
likely to vote as the corresponding men but at the grade school 
level women were clearly deficient. I f this discrepancy were 
wiped out the Democratic party undoubtedly would benefit. 

Age 

The relationship between age and party identification is 
presented in Table I V - 4 . The tendency to identify with a party 
apparently increases to some extent with advance in age; 80 
percent of our respondents over 65 called themselves strong or 
weak members of one of the two major parties. The ratio of 

Table IV-4 

RELATION OF AGE TO PARTY IDENTIFICATION 

Party identification 21-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 Over 65 

Strong Democrat • 14% 25% 19% 20% 25% 23% 

Weak Democrat 27 29 26 23 28 19 

Independent Democrat 12 9 10 8 7 7 

Independent 9 7 7 8 7 7 

Independent Republican 11 5 7 7 6 1 

Weak Republican 11 12 14 16 10 19 

Strong Republican a 9 11 16 16 19 

Apolitical, dontknow e 4 6 2 1 5 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Number of caaes 74 292 247 238 135 146 
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strong to weak partisans also increases in the higher age groups. 
Advancing maturity appears to be associated wi th increasingly 
clear perception of one's own poli t ical partisanship. 

At each age level more respondents claimed Democratic 
than Republican identification. In general, respondents under 
45 years of age more frequently identified with the Democrats 
than was true of respondents over 45- Our data are not ade
quate to answer the question of whether this age shift reflects 
a long-term aging process in the Republican party or a tendency 
of young Democrats to turn to the Republican party in their later 
years. 

I t w i l l be remembered that voters over 45 years of age 
voted Republican in 1954 whereas voters under 45 gave the 
Democrats a major i ty (Table I I I -3 ) . Table IV-5 compares the 
votes of party identification groups within the younger and older 
age brackets. The data show that people over 45 were s imilar 
to people under 45 in one respect: Strong and weak Democrats 
were less l ikely to vote than strong and weak Republicans at 
both age levels. While the turnout of Democrats over 45 was 
only slightly greater than that of Democrats under 45, the voting 
record of the older Republicans was significantly better than that 
of the younger Republicans, especially among the strongly identi
f ied . Par ty switching was not markedly different in the two age 
brackets; weak Democrats being the most frequent defectors at 
both age levels. 

Table IV-5 

RELATION OF PARTY IDENTIFICATION TO PROBABLE 
CONGRESSIONAL VOTE AMONG AGE GROUPS 

Under 45 years Over 45 years 
SD WD Ind WR SR SD WD Ind WR SR 

Probable vote: 

Democratic 55% 30% 13% 4% 2% 60% 30% 16% 3% 6% 

Republican 2 8 15 40 60 1 13 25 50 74 

Probable 
non-voter 43 62 72 56 38 39 57 59 47 20 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Number of 
cases 132 168 144 78 58 115 119 101 79 87 
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Religion 

Table IV -6 shows the party identification of the major r e 
ligious groups. Jews, Catholics, and Protestants, in that order, 
identify more heavily with the Democratic than the Republican 
party. 

Table IV-6 

RELATION OF RELIGION TO PARTY IDENTIFICATION 

Party identification Protestant Catholic Jewish 

Strong Democrat 21% 23% 21% 
Weak Democrat 25 27 32 
Independent Democrat 7 13 18 
Independent 7 7 6 
Independent Republican 6 5 6 
Weak Republican 15 12 8 
Strong Republican 15 8 6 
Apol i t ica l , don't know 4 5 3 

100% 100% 100% 

Number of cases 857 216 34 

The Protestant vote was evenly split in 1954 (Table m-4) 
despite the heavy Democratic identification shown in Table IV -6 , 
whereas both Catholic and Jewish vote and identification were 
Democratic. Table IV-7 shows the 1954 vote of the variously 
identified people within each religious group. (Jews are omitted 
f r o m Table IV-7 because their numbers are too small to pe r 
mit fur ther division.) There was no clear difference between 
Protestant and Catholic voters in their tendency to cross party 
lines. There was a substantial difference, however, in the 
turnout of Protestants and Catholics of s imi lar party identifica
tion. In every category the Catholics were more l ikely to have 
voted. As we have seen earl ier this fact very probably derives 
less f r o m considerations of religious group membership than i t 
does f r o m the historical accident that American Catholics are 
for the most part a Northern, white, metropolitan group. 
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Table IV-7 

RELATION OF PARTY IDENTIFICATION TO PROBABLE 
CONGRESSIONAL VOTE AMONG RELIGIOUS GROUPS 

Protestants Catholics 
SD WD Ind WR SR SD WD Ind WR SR 

Probable vote: 

Democratic 54% 26% 13% 4% 2% 65% 45% 18% --% — % 

Republican 1 8 20 40 68 2 19 18 60 

Probable 

non-voter 45 66_ 67 56 30 33 36 64 40 - -

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Number of 
cases 184 213 173 128 123 51 58 55 25 18 

Race 

Table IV-8 compares the distributions of party identification 
of the two major races. The Negro population, once regarded 
as adhering to the Republican party, is now clearly attached to 
the opposite camp. Sixteen percent of the Negroes reported 
that they were either "apolit ical" or "didn't know" to which 
party they belonged. 

Table IV-8 

RELATION OF RACE TO PARTY IDENTIFICATION 

Party identification White Negro 

Strong Democrat 22% 23% 
Weak Democrat 25 28 
Independent Democrat 9 6 
Independent 7 5 
Independent Republican 6 6 
Weak Republican 15 5 
Strong Republican 13 11 
Apol i t i ca l , don't know 3 16 

100% 100% 

Number of cases 1022 103 
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The number of- Negro voters in our sample is too smal l to 
permit rac ia l , party identification, and voting comparisons of 
any consequence. 

Type of Community 

The most interesting difference in the party identification of 
people l iving in communities of different population density is 
that found between the metropolitan centers and their suburbs 
(Table IV-9 ) . The metropolitan centers which have long been 
regarded as the core of Democratic strength have in fact the 
greatest disproportion of self-styled Democrats over Republicans. 
The autonomous poli t ical character of the suburbs appears when 
we discover that in these areas two-thirds of the people who 
call themselves Republicans say they are "strong" Republicans 
while two-thirds of the Democrats say they are "weak" Demo
crats. This is a clear contrast to the other types of commun
ity. The metropolitan suburbs are the only area in which strong 
Republicans outnumber strong Democrats. 

These data raise questions of both practical and theoretical 
interest. As we have stated ear l ier , we do not know whether 
the greater Republican strength in the suburbs results f r o m the 

Table IV-9 

RELATION OF TYPE OF COMMUNITY 
TO PARTY IDENTIFICATION 

Met ro  Metro
Party politan politan City or Open 
identification centers suburbs town country 

Strong Democrat 22% 15% 22% 25% 
Weak Democrat 27 32 25 21 
Independent Democrat 11 9 7 10 
Independent 7 5 8 7 
Independent Republican 5 9 7 3 
Weak Republican 11 9 15 18 
Strong Republican 12 20 12 10 
Apol i t i ca l , don't know 5 1 4 6 

100% 100% 100% 100% 

Number of cases 169 150 601 219 
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Table IV-10 

RELATION OF PARTY IDENTIFICATION TO PROBABLE 1954 CONGRESSIONAL VOTE 
WITHIN TYPE OF COMMUNITY 

Metropolitan 
centers 

Metropolitan 
suburbs City or town Open country 

SD WD Ind WR SR SD WD md WR SR SD WD Ind WR SR SD WD Ind WR SR 

Probable 
vote: 

Democratic 59% 33% 18% --% --% 55% 25% 24% --% 3% 62% 32% 11% 4% 44% 26% 9% 5% 5% 

Republican 18 71 6 29 80 14 20 44 67 2 2 12 33 59 

Probable 
non-voter 41 60 64 29 45 69 47 17 36 54 69 52 27 54 72 79 62 36 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Number of 
cases 37 45 38 18 21 22 48 34 13 30 134 149 132 88 73 55 46 43 40 22 



in-migrat ion of people of Republican inclination or f r o m the i n 
fluence of Republican community standards on the in-migrants 
after they ar r ive . I t would be of great interest to know whether 
the large proportion of weak Democrats we see in the suburban 
column of Table IV-9 are relatively recent a r r iva ls whose at
tachment to the Democratic party is fading and who are on their 
way to becoming Republicans. 

One piece of evidence which suggests that this may not be 
the case is seen in Table IV-10 where we find that Democrats, 
both strong and weak, were about as likely to vote f o r their 
own party 's candidates in the suburbs as they were in the met
ropolitan centers. If their party loyalty was under serious 
pressure f r o m a Republican atmosphere in these suburban com
munities we should expect to f ind them crossing party lines in 
their votes more commonly than their Democratic fellows in 
the metropolitan centers. 

Although the columns in Table IV-10 are based on very 
small numbers of cases there is some suggestion that the great
est Democratic defections were not in the metropolitan areas 
but in the smaller cities and towns. In contrast Democrats in 
the open country were least l ikely to abandon their party's 
candidate, a very interesting change f r o m 1952 when this group 
broke heavily to the Eisenhower ticket. 

As we have seen in the earl ier tables the Republican party's 
greatest advantage in 1954 was not i ts gains f r o m Democratic 
defectors but the fact that i ts followers went to the polls and 
voted in greater proportion than did the Democrats. A close 
examination of Table IV-10 w i l l show that every comparison of 
Republican and Democratic party ident if iers , strong or weak, in 
a l l four types of community, reveals this discrepancy in turnout. 
Although the Republican party is a minori ty party in terms of 
the labels people attach to themselves, i t appears to make more 
effective use of i ts strength than does the Democratic opposition. 

Education 

As Table IV-11 makes clear, party identification d i f fe rs 
substantially among people of different educational levels. Re
publican identification increases progressively as years of fo rmal 
education increase. When intensity of identification is considered, 
moreover, the proportion of Democratic identif iers who call 
themselves "strong Democrats" declines as educational level i n 
creases. Among the college-educated the numbers of Democrats 
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Table IV-11 

RELATION OF EDUCATION TO PARTY IDENTIFICATION 

Party identification Grade 
school 

High 
school College 

Strong Democrat 26% 21% 13% 
Weak Democrat 25 27 22 
Independent Democrat 6 9 11 
Independent 8 7 7 
Independent Republican 3 7 11 
Weak Republican 13 14 17 
Strong Republican 10 13 18 
Apol i t ica l , don't know 9 2 1 Apol i t ica l , don't know 

100% "100% 100% 

Number of cases 416 517 202 

and Republicans are equal, but half of the Republicans are strong 
identif iers while only one third of the Democrats are. 

Table IV-12 shows the vote of party identifiers of different 
educational levels. We see that the Democratic fa i lure to turn 
out in proportions equal to their Republican counterparts i s 
heaviest at the lower educational levels. The discrepancy in 
the turnout of the party adherents decreases as education i n 
creases; among the college-educated the data are thin and the 
picture is ambiguous- I t i s perhaps safest to say that i f there 
is a party difference in turnout at this level i t is less than at 
the lower levels. 

On the other hand, willingness to cross party lines doesnot 
seem to be more characteristic of one educational level than 
another. Among Democrats, the number of defectors was larger 
in the high school and college groups but of those who voted the 
proportions who voted for the Republican candidates did not d i f fer 
greatly at the three educational levels. Among Republicans 
there was relatively l i t t le defection at any level but, i f anything, 
college people were least likely to support an opposition candi
date. 

The attitudes of people of much and l i t t le fo rmal education 
toward party regularity are more complex than these data would 
indicate. We know, for example, f r o m our two previous elec
tion studies that people of high education are more l ikely to 
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Table IV-12 

RELATION OF PARTY IDENTIFICATION TO PROBABLE 1954 CONGRESSIONAL VOTE 
AMONG EDUCATIONAL GROUPS 

Grade school High school College 

SD WD Ind WR SR SD WD Ind WR SR SD WD Ind WR SR 

Probable vote: 

Democratic 52% 24% 12% --% 7% 59% 28% 14% 7% 3% 69% 49% 15% --% 3% 

Republican 1 6 16 39 63 2 10 18 46 67 — 18 27 50 80 

Probable 

non-voter 47 70 72 61 30 39 62 68 47 30 31 33 58 50 17 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Number of 
cases 110 102 69 54 43 111 139 118 71 67 26 45 59 34 36 



Table IV-13 

RELATION OF OCCUPATION OF FAMILY HEAD TO PARTY IDENTIFICATION 

Un-
Party 
identification 

Professional, 
technical 

Business, 
managerial Cler ical Sales 

Skilled 
labor 

skilled 
labor Farm Retired 

Un
employed 

Strong Democrat 13% 13% 16% 14% 26% 25% 24% 24% 31% 
Weak Democrat 25 M 22 20 25 29 21 18 21 

Independent 
Democrat 7 9 10 9 11 6 8 7 12 

Independent 9 8 2 7 7 7 5 7 12 

Independent 
Republican 17 8 16 18 2 6 3 3 

Weak Republican 16 15 19 14 15 6 16 15 12 

Strong Republican 13 14 14 18 9 10 19 25 3 

Apoli t ical , don't 
know 2 1 5 11 4 1 9 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Number of cases 84 162 58 44 337 144 104 100 33 



split their tickets in presidential elections than are less wel l 
educated people. 1 They are a l i t t le more l ikely to call them
selves Independents but no less l ikely to call themselves "strong" 
adherents i f they do associate themselves with a party label 
(Table I V - l l ) - The influence of fo rma l education on one's con
cept of his pol i t ical role is an important problem but beyond 
the scope of our present study. 

Occupation of Family Head 

The so-called "business community" in the United States is 
often regarded as the stronghold of the Republican party. One 
of the most fami l ia r c r i t ic i sms made by Democrats of the Re
publican party is that i t is the party of businessmen. As we 
saw in Chapter I I I the business and managerial group gave the 
Republican candidates for Congress a sizable major i ty of their 
votes in the 1954 election. And yet, when we ask these people 
whether they "think of themselves" as Republicans or Demo
crats, more say Democrat than Republican (Table IV-13) . To 
be sure, most of the Democrats call themselves "weak" Demo
crats but they clearly out-number the strong and weak Repub
licans-

The answer to the discrepancy between identification and 
votes in this group i s seen in Table IV-14. (Because of the 
small size of the various occupational categories, several of 
them have been combined or omitted f r o m this table.) In the 
combined professional-technical-business-managerial category, 
strong and weak Democrats did not vote as heavily as did strong 
and weak Republicans, respectively, and those Democrats who 
did vote were more l ikely to cross party lines than were Re
publican voters- The result was a heavy Republican vote f r o m 
a category that reports more Democratic identif iers than Re
publican. 

I t i s not surprising to f ind that skilled and unskilled labor 
are the most Democratic of the occupational groups in their 
party af f i l ia t ions . These are large groups numerically and even 
though their vote was not near their potential i t is obvious that 
they made a substantial contribution to the Democratic cause in 
1954. Farmers , who are often spoken of as solidly Republican, 
are in fac t divided, with a high proportion of strong partisans at 
both extremes. A sizable number of them, i t must be remem
bered, are located in the ru ra l and Democratic South. 

1. See The Voter Decides, page 96. 
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I t is perplexing to f ind in Table IV-14 that skilled workers 
of Democratic persuasion show the same fa i lure to vote and 
tendency to defect that we observed among the business and 
professional Democrats. We might have been inclined to identi
f y these aspects of the voting of the business and professional 
Democrats as reactions to pressure f r o m the Republican atmos
phere generally thought to characterize business circles. This 
might appear to be an example of "conforming to group stand
ards- " But this explanation w i l l not f i t the Democratic skilled 
workers , who, if group standards were effective, should be more 
solid in support of their party than the greatly outnumbered Re
publicans in this occupational group. Instead they are less solid, 
and so far as these data go we can come to no clear decision 
regarding the influence of the poli t ical norms of occupational 
groups on individual members of these groups. 

Table IV-14 

RELATION OF PARTY IDENTIFICATION TO PROBABLE 1954 
CONGRESSIONAL VOTE AMONG OCCUPATIONAL GROUPS 

Professional-business Skilled workers 
SD WD 53 WR SR "SD WD ETa WR SR 

Probable vote: 

Democratic 53% 35% 15% —% 6% 64% 23% 13% --% 3% 

Republican 6 17 26 62 76 — 12 15 40 80 

Probable 

non-voter 41 48 59 38 18 36 65 72 60 17 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 
Number of 
cases 32 72 69 37 33 89 84 69 48 30 

Labor Union Affiliation 

As we have seen in Table ni -12, union members gave the 
Democratic party a two-to-one major i ty in their 1954 votes-
Their party identification, as we see in Table IV-15, is even 
more heavily Democratic. 

Most union members are found in the skilled and unskilled 
worker categories. I f we compare these union members to the 
people in these occupations who are not union members we have 
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the clearest demonstration of the relationship between union 
membership and pol i t ical behavior (Table IV-17). Union labor is 
clearly more closely associated with the Democratic party than 
is non-union labor although the latter group is more Democratic 
in i ts orientation than is the non-union public at large (Table JVr 
16). In voting union labor has a higher turnout and there i s 
some indication that this is especially true of those of Demo
cratic identification. 

Table IV -15 

RELATION OF LABOR UNION AFFILIATION 
TO PARTY IDENTIFICATION 

Total population Laborers only 
Party Union Non- Union Non-
identification member m ember member member 

Strong Democrat 27% 20% 29% 22% 
Weak Democrat 30 24 32 21 
Independent Democrat 10 8 8 11 
Independent 6 7 6 9 
Independent Republican 4 7 2 4 
Weak Republican 11 15 11 13 
Strong Republican 9 14 8 10 
Apol i t ica l , don't know 3 5 4 10 

100% 100% 100% 100% 
Number of cases 315 808 240 235 

Although union labor is the most highly Democratic of a l l 
the population categories we have examined, there is no evidence 
in our data that this fact has the slightest influence on the voting 
of those union workers who identify with the Republican party. 
I t may be that, over t ime, people in the union-worker group 
tend to move over into the Democratic camp, but those who 
called themselves Republicans in our 1954 survey showed no 
sign of weakening in their party loyalty. Union membership 
may have had the effect of making Democratic identif iers more 
solid in the support of their party, but the abili ty of Republican 
workers to resist this pressure is impressive. 
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Table I V - 1 6 

R E L A T I O N O F P A R T Y I D E N T I F I C A T I O N T O P R O B A B L E 
1954 C O N G R E S S I O N A L V O T E AMONG UNION 

AND NON-UNION G R O U P S 

Total sample 
Union member Non-member 

SD WD Ind WR S R SD WD Ind WR SR 

Probable vote: 

Democrat ic 69% 32% 18% 3% 3% 51% 29% 12% 3% 4% 

Republican - - 9 16 40 79 2 10 21 46 67 

Probable 
non-voter 31 59 66 57 18 47 61 67 51 29 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Number of 
cases 86 95 62 35 29 158 190 182 123 116 

Table IV-17 

R E L A T I O N O F P A R T Y I D E N T I F I C A T I O N T O P R O B A B L E 
1954 C O N G R E S S I O N A L V O T E AMONG UNION 

AND NON-UNION L A B O R 

Skil led and unskilled workers only 
Union member Non-member 

SD WD Ind WR S R SD WD Ind WR S R 

Probable vote: 

Democrat i c 73% 29% 20% 4% —% 52% 16% 7% 3% 4% 

Republican - - 10 18 35 85 - - 8 11 39 63 

Probable 

non-voter 27 61 62 61 15 48 76 62 58 33 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 
Number of 
cases 70 76 39 26 20 52 49 56 31 24 
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Income 

Par ty identification does not appear to vary greatly by i n 
come class, except at the high and low extremes of the income 
scale (Table IV-18). The small proportion of the population 
whose incomes run over $10,000 a year are heavily committed 
to the Republican party, not only in the proportion who identify 
themselves as Republicans but in the strength of this ident if ica
tion as w e l l . At the low end of the income ladder the peculiarly 
heterogeneous group with incomes of less than $1,000 has a high 
proportion of strong Democrats but also has a sizable propor
tion of strong Republicans. 

Table IV-18 

RELATION OF TOTAL FAMILY INCOME TO PARTY IDENTIFICATION 

Party 
Identification 

Under 
$1000 

$1000-
1998 

$2000-
2999 

$3000-
3999 

$4000-
4999 

$5000-
5999 

$6000-
7499 

$7500-
9999 

Over 
$10,000 

Strong 
Democrat 32% 23% 24% 23% 21% 20% 22% 17% 7% 
Weak 
Democrat 15 32 22 25 30 28 30 24 14 
Independent 
Democrat 7 6 8 7 9 13 5 12 11 
Independent 6 8 11 7 7 6 8 fl 5 
Independent 
Republican 5 5 e 8 4 9 8 12 
Weak 
Republican 6 12 11 17 15 18 18 9 22 
Strong 
Republican IB 8 13 12 7 12 7 20 28 
Apolitical, 
don't know 16 6 0 3 3 1 1 4 1 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 
Number of 
cases 96 129 142 194 150 145 100 66 74 

Recent shifts in the income levels of different occupations 
make i t more d i f f i cu l t to interpret income as a sociological 
variable than might have been the case ten years ago. Many 
factory workers now have incomes in the $4,000 to $6,000 class 
and i f their wives are working the fami ly income w i l l be con
siderably higher- In the meantime income raises for some 
white-collar groups have not been nearly as large. As a conse
quence, except at the highest income levels, the relationships 
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Table IV-19 

RELATION OF PARTY IDENTIFICATION TO PROBABLE CONGRESSIONAL VOTE 
AMONG INCOME GROUPS 

Under $3000 $3000 - 6000 Over $6000 

SD WD Ind WR SR SD WD Ind WR SR SD WD Ind WR SR 

Probable vote: 

Democratic 46% 29% 11% —% 2% 62% 31% 17% 5% 6% 66% 32% 13% 2% 5% 

Republican 1 4 14 43 62 1 11 18 39 73 — 18 29 63 76 

Probable 
non-voter 53 67 75 57 36 37 58 65 56 21 34 50 58 35 19 

Number of 
cases 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

94 86 71 37 47 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

105 134 107 78 52 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

38 56 60 40 41 



which used to exist between income, occupation and education 
have been considerably altered- Knowing a man's income doesn't 
t e l l us as much about him as i t once did. 

The substantial commitment to the Republican party of peo
ple of more than $10,000 income is a matter of more than 
casual interest. Although this group numbers less than ten 
percent of the population, i t is obvious that i ts prominence and 
influence in American society must be far greater than this 
smal l proportion would indicate- I t seems a safe assumption 
that, granting some occupational exceptions such as ministers 
and teachers, most of the people holding prominent positions of 
leadership, authority, and prestige in this country f a l l in this 
income class. As our data show, strong Republicans outnumber 
strong Democrats at this income level by a margin of four to one. 

The poli t ical implications of these facts may be considerable. 
I f high-status people are publicly seen as predominantly Republi
can, does this tend to give a class f lavor to the two-party system 
in the United States, especially when contrasted to the strong 
Democratic orientation of the low-income, laboring group? I f 
Republican party membership is widely seen as a mark of high 
social status, does this tend to move upward-mobile people 
toward the Republican party as their social aspiration level 
rises? Are estimates of "public opinion" on poli t ical issues, 
based on public statements, newspaper editorials, letters to 
congressmen and the l ike , subject to a persistent Republican 
bias because they come disproportionately f r o m this high-status 
level of society? Our present data do not give us the answers 
to these questions. 

Combining the income classes into three categories,as is 
done in Table IV- l^obscu res the differences between the smaller 
groups- However, i t makes i t possible to see the voting records 
of Democrats and Republicans at different income levels. Two 
facts mer i t comment: Republicans turned out in greater num
bers than Democrats at a l l three income levels and the defec
tions among the weak Democrats seemed correlated with i n 
come, the group over $6,000 having the largest proportion voting 
Republican. 

The Democratic deficiencies in turnout are now a fami l i a r 
theme in this report; this is the f i r s t table, however, which has 
shown a consistent relationship with Democratic defections. 
Strong Democrats in the higher-income bracket were considerably 
more l ikely to cross party lines than were those at lower-income 
levels. We may surmise that these high income Democrats 
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were in conflict for either or both of two reasons: As we have 
suggested, they may have been reacting to the Republican norm 
of high income people. In view of their better-than-average i n 
comes they may also have found attractive Republican party 
policies on taxation and spending. The force of these considera
tions, or others less obvious, apparently overcame whatever 
sense of loyalty these weak identifiers fe l t toward their party. 

Summary, 

As we have stated earlier, i t is our belief that one of the 
major forces that motivates the individual citizen in his pol i t ica l 
behavior is his sense of identification with a pol i t ical party. 
There are no doubt many factors which must be taken into ac
count i f we hope to understand f u l l y the vagaries of the vote. 
Our data lead us to conclude that party identification is one of 
the most important among them. 

We have used a very simple measure of party identification, 
asking the respondent to classify himself according to what he 
"usually thought" himself to be. This classification, when ex
panded by a statement of intensity (strong or weak), is more 
highly correlated with the 1954 vote than any of the other popu
lation variables shown in Chapter in. Strong party identifiers in 
par t icular are the most l ikely to vote and the most l ikely to 
support their own party. 

The influence of factors other than party identification is 
par t icu lar ly clear in respect to turnout. In many of the tables 
of Chapter IV the choice of candidates by party groups is very 
consistent f r o m one population bracket to another but the total 
turnout varies substantially between brackets. The different 
educational groups, for example, d i f fe r a good deal in the p ro
portions who were classified as probable voters but the strong 
Democrats who were so classified gave the Democratic party 
v i r tua l ly 100 percent of their vote no matter what educational 
level they were in. Other identification categories were equally 
consistent. Party identification apparently has a greater effect 
on how a person would vote if he voted than on whether he actu
a l ly gets to the polls or not. This supports the findings of our 
1952 study f r o m which we concluded, "It may be that f o r many 
people par ty identification does not have the capacity to stimulate 
overt ac t iv i ty , but does have the power to command support on 
the psychological level of preferences and attitudes." 
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Chapter IV leaves us with two important and d i f f i cu l t ques
tions: Why did Republicans turn out in larger proportions than 
Democrats in vi r tual ly every population category we have ex
amined? and, Why did Democrats defect in greater numbers than 
Republicans? 

The relatively poor turnout of people who call themselves 
Democrats was not unique to the 1954 election. We recorded the 
same phenomenon in our study of the 1952 election. The detailed 
tables of the present report permit us to evaluate the commonly 
heard hypothesis that the low Democratic turnout in national 
elections results f r o m the fact that Democrats come dispropor
tionately f r o m the less politicized strata of society. This now 
appears to be only a par t ia l explanation since we find that Demo
crats at a l l status levels have a poorer voting record than their 
Republican counterparts. 

I t w i l l occur to the reader that the Democratic record r e 
flects the heavy contribution that the South makes to the Demo
cratic ranks. Since turnout in the South is lower than in the 
rest of the nation i t might be expected that national data onDemo-
cratic turnout would be lower than national Republican figures. 
However, i t w i l l be remembered that our metropolitan data, which 
are exclusively Northern, showed the same Democratic deficien
cies that appear in the other tables- Moreover, removing the 
South f r o m the other tables does not alter the picture greatly; 
Republicans s t i l l have better voting records than Democrats. 

There are a number of additional hypotheses that might be 
advanced to explain these data. Is i t possible, for example, 
that Republican party followers are subjected to greater pres
sure through the mass media than Democrats and thus are more 
highly motivated to vote? Is the Republican party organization 
more effective in canvassing its membership and getting i t to 
the polls? Is our measure of party identification too crude—are 
Republicans actually more f i r m l y attached to their party than 
Democrats to theirs? Does the Republican party tend to attract 
a different kind of "personality" than is typically found in the 
Democratic pa r ty? 1 

1. Di f ferences between Republicans and D e m o c r a t s on i tems from 
the Ca l i forn ia F sca l e a r e reported at a l l three educational leve ls by 
L a n e , R . E . , "Pol i t i ca l Personal i ty and E l e c t o r a l Cho ice ," American Political 
Science Review, 49, No. 1, 1955, 173-190. 
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None of these suggestions can be evaluated on the basis of 
our present study. None of them may be the correct explana
tion of the mysterious Democratic deficit at the polls. 

The Democratic defections which we have seen in the tables 
of this chapter might be thought of in two ways—either as a re
action to the specific circumstances of the 1954 election or as 
an expression of a long te rm trend away f r o m the Democrats. 
The data seem to favor the f i r s t of these explanations. 

Although we do not have data regarding party identification 
pr ior to 1952, we know that that election was won by the Re
publicans largely as the result of large-scale desertions among 
the Democrats. I t was our conclusion in our earlier report 
that this was brought about p r imar i ly by a combination of anxiety 
regarding the international situation and a perception of M r . 
Eisenhower as a man uniquely capable of handling this situation. 
The 1954 defections were not as great as those in 1952 but i t 
would appear that, even though the Korean war was no longer 
an issue in 1954, the presence of M r . Eisenhower as head of 
the Republican party was s t i l l an influential force in that election. 

The alternative explanation of the Democratic defections is 
not completely without meri t . Party crossing among people who 
admit their party connection is "weak" could reasonably be thought 
of as a pre l iminary step to actual conversion f r o m one party to 
the other. There i s the additional relevant fact that in 1952 we 
found more Republicans who said they had once been Democrats 
than Democrats who would admit ever having been Republicans. 
This would indicate a gradual slippage of Democrats into the 
Republican ranks. The stubborn fact which confounds this theory, 
however, is the total absence of change in the distributions of 
party ident i f iers between 1952 and 1954. If a slow-moving trend 
toward the Republican party is going on there should be not only 
defections but conversions, and these we do not find. 

We tu rn now in Chapter V f rom voting to attitudes on po l i t i 
cal issues. We have seen how the important population cate
gories turned out and cast their ballots; we w i l l now see how 
these d i f ferent kinds of people reacted to some of the major 
poli t ical questions which were prominent during the 1954 cam
paign. 
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V 

THE ATTITUDES OF THE POPULATION GROUPS 

The study of issues elaborates our picture of 
the political characteristics of the population groups with which 
we are concerned and permits the examination of questions 
which cannot be answered by the study of the vote alone. We 
will be interested in this chapter not only in the group reactions 
to the specific questions presented but also in the patterning of 
attitudes which different groups may show and in the question 
of whether these attitudes result from influences external to the 
group itself or from what we have called "group effects." 

In order to compare the views of the various population 
groups on the eight questions regarding issues which were asked 
in our interview it is necessary to review a large number of 
tables. We will attempt to simplify this presentation by con
sidering each question in order and discussing the responses 
given to it by each of the several groups. The tables them
selves are presented in the Appendix. 

The Performance of the Republican Party 

A s we saw in Chapter H , the f i r s t two questions in our 
series on poli t ical issues concerned the performance of the Re
publican administration. The respondents were asked what in 
their opinion were' the "best thing" and the "worst thing" the 
Republican party had done in i ts two years in off ice . I t w i l l 
be noted that these were open-ended questions; that i s , no pre
arranged categories were presented for the respondent's choice. 
The interviewer simply wrote down what the respondent said. 
Although a large number of different answers were given to 
these two questions, most of them could be subsumed under a 
l imi ted number of categories. Tables B-6 to B-14 show the 
distributions of the answers given by the population groups to the 
f i r s t of the two questions. 
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Men and women did not d i f fer in the kinds of things they 
selected as "the best thing the Republicans have done. " I t may 
seem surprising that women were no more l ikely than men to 
mention the end of the Korean war as the Republicans' principal 
achievement. This is consistent, however, with our finding in 
1952 that women were no more l ikely to shift their vote to 
Eisenhower than were men, even though the Korean conflict was 
at that t ime s t i l l unsettled. Table B-6 also shows again what 
has been seen in many previous surveys—that women are less 
l ikely to be concerned about poli t ical issues than men. One in 
three of the women respondents in October 1954 would not ven
ture an opinion as to the best thing the Republican administra
tion had done in the previous two years. 

Differences in age seemed to have very l i t t le effect on per
ceptions of Republican accomplishments (Table B-7). The only 
issue that appeared to have different implications for the d i f f e r 
ent age groups was the extension of social security which under
standably held a higher pr ior i ty among the people over 55 than 
among those younger. 

As we have seen in Chapter ni, the major religious groups 
d i f fe red substantially in 1954 in the division of their vote be
tween the two parties and these differences have also been ob
served in previous elections. When we look at the Protestant 
and Catholic respondents in Table B-8, however, we f ind that 
these two groups are very similar in their answers to the ques
tion regarding Republican achievements. 

The Jewish population in the United States is so smal l that 
national surveys typically do not have enough Jewish respondents 
to represent this group adequately. The small Jewish sample in 
the present survey differed so markedly f r o m the larger r e l i 
gious categories in answers to the "best thing" question, however, 
that i t deserves comment. Aside f r o m being more aware of 
pol i t ica l issues than the other two groups, Jews also gave quite 
a different order of p r io r i ty to the different items mentioned. 
The extension of social security and the desegregation of schools 
received higher mention among Jews than among the other r e l i -
gious groups and the Korean war was much less frequently men
tioned- The reduction of taxes also had high pr ior i ty although 
i t was not accompanied by an emphasis on reduction in govern
mental expenditures as we find to be true when educational and 
income levels are compared. Other research has indicated that 
being Jewish has much greater poli t ical implication in American 
society than being Protestant or being Catholic, and our present 
l imited data sustain this finding. 
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In sharp contrast to the pol i t ical involvement of the Jewish 
minori ty is the lack of involvement of the Negro minori ty (Table 
B-9) . Almost half of this group when asked about Republican 
accomplishments could not think of anything. The only issue 
that seemed to attract particular attention f r o m this group was 
the desegregation of schools and even here this response was 
volunteered by only one in eight of the Negro respondents. A l 
though the Negro population is now heavily identified with the 
Democratic party, i t is not very extensively polit icized so fa r 
as issues are concerned. 

The division of the sample into types of communities does 
not show any great differences in perceptions of the Republican 
party's achievements (Table B-1G). People l iving in the metro
politan centers were somewhat less l ikely to single out the 
Korean truce fo r reasons that are not apparent and they seemed 
to be more concerned about social security than people in the 
other areas. In general, no meaningful patterns of response 
appear in this comparison. 

Years of fo rma l education is one of the most dependable 
variables in the armamentarium of the social scientist. I t is 
far f r o m a "pure" variable since i t is heavily correlated with 
income, occupation and other measures of social status. How
ever, i t also correlates meaningfully with a wide range of the 
major attitudinal and behavioral variables which interest social 
scientists. In the present case we found (Table B - l l ) the con
trast ing educational levels d i f fer ing greatly in their awareness of 
the activities of the Republican administration and also in their 
evaluation of what this administration had accomplished. College 
people were fa r more voluble on these matters than were people 
of less fo rmal education and they were much more l ikely to 
speak in terms of specific issues which did not have broad na
tional interest. They were also much concerned with reducing 
taxes and governmental expenditures, reflecting thereby their 
favored economic position. A l l educational groups gave the end
ing of the Korean war the highest p r io r i ty in their l is t of R e 
publican accomplishments. If we consider only those people at 
each educational level who were able to volunteer some specific 
answer to this question, however, we find that the Korean war 
neld much greater prominence at the lower educational levels 
than at the higher. 

The separation of the population into occupational groups 
(Table B-12) results in s imilar comparisons to those we have 
seen in the educational groups- The professional, business, and 
white-collar groups were more l ikely to talk about reducing 
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governmental expenditures and of special issues which were not 
re fe r red to widely by the general population. The other groups 
were more likely to say they didn't know anything the Republi
cans had done. Special attention should be drawn to the very 
high proportion of f a rm operators who listed the ending of the 
Korean war as the principal Republican achievement. This 
tends to confirm certain indications in our 1952 study that the 
f a r m population was particularly responsive to the international 
cr is is of that period and that the very large increase in the 
f a r m vote and its strong shift f r o m the Democratic to the Re
publican party could be attributed in large part to dissatisfac
tion regarding the conduct of the Korean war. 

The role of the labor unions in molding the attitudes of 
their members is a matter of considerable concern to politicians 
and others interested in poli t ical behavior. I t is perhaps sur
pr is ing to f ind union members' and non-members' answers to 
the "best thing" question di f fer ing only slightly. Considering 
only the laborer occupations we find in Table B-13 that union 
members were more likely than non-members to have a specific 
answer to this question rather than a mere "don't know." This 
may be due entirely to their predominantly Northern metropolitan 
residence rather than to union membership itself. There were 
also a good many more union members than non-members who 
fe l t that everything the Republican party had done in the previous 
two years was "bad." This may ref lect the greater Demo
cratic party identification of union members. Among the specific 
issues l is ted, however, there is no difference of great size ex
cept, surprisingly enough, in the proportions re fe r r ing to the 
ending of the Korean war. Why half as many again of the union 
members should mention this as compared to non-members is 
not clear. There is no obvious reason to attribute this d i f f e r 
ence to factors associated with union membership. 

The different income levels showed the same pattern of r e 
sponses to the "best thing" question as was found with the d i f 
ferent educational levels (Table B-14). The pr imary difference 
is in the abili ty of the high-income people to verbalize specific 
comments regarding Republican achievements. There i s also 
the understandable tendency of these people to give high p r io r i t y 
to tax reductions and reductions in governmental expenditures. 

In summarizing the answers of these various population 
groups to our question regarding "the best thing the Republicans 
have done" i t seems safe to conclude that no issue stood out in 
the public mind with great salience except the termination of 
the Korean war- The importance of the Korean settlement is in 
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no way surprising since i t was apparent in our 1952 study that 
this issue was the greatest single concern of the electorate 
during that campaign. As we have seen, this issue was pre
eminent among vir tual ly a l l of the groups we have considered 
(with the exception of the Jewish sample which may have been 
too small for reliable comparisons). The Korean war was ob
viously an issue which transcended a l l of the usual considera
tions that divide people pol i t ical ly. I t may be that foreign con
f l i c t has the unique ability to affect the American electorate as 
a total group whereas domestic issues are responded to d i f f e r 
entially along income, occupational, regional and s imi lar lines. 

A second finding worthy of general comment is the fact that 
only three percent of the sample specifically commended the 
Republican party for their activities in "getting Communists out 
of government. " No group of a l l those we have looked at men
tioned this issue in more than five percent of the cases. This 
finding is consistent with the data f r o m our 1952 study and is 
supported by the more recent study of Stouffer. 1 I t seems ap
parent that public concern with Communists in government was 
not nearly as great as one might have surmised f r o m the content 
of the information media during the 1952-54 period. 

I t may be pointed out that this question offers an instructive 
i l lustrat ion of the differences to be expected f r o m the use of 
open-ended questions and the more specific categorical ques
tions customarily used by the newspaper polls. I f we had asked 
our respondents "Do you think the administration's attempts to 
get Communists out of government are a good thing?" we would 
undoubtedly have recorded a high proportion saying "yes." In 
doing so we would almost certainly have overstated the public's 
involvement in this issue. 

The Worst Thing the Republican Party Has Done 

When we asked our respondents to t e l l us the "worst thing" 
the Republican party had done in its two years of tenure we re 
ceived a distribution of answers which was in general comple
mentary to those given to the previous question. The same 
groups that were able to comment on specific accomplishments 
made by the Republican party were also able to offer specific 
cr i t ic isms. Those who didn't know anything good to say also 
had nothing bad to say. Where the high-status groups had 

1. Stouffer, Samuel A . , Communism, Conformity, and Civil Liberties, G a r 
den C i t y , New York: Doubleday & Company, I n c . , 1955, 5-278-
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applauded the reductions in taxes and governmental expenditures, 
the low-status groups (unskilled labor and Negroes) cr i t ic ized 
unemployment. Farmers and r u r a l people were most often 
badly impressed wi th the administration's f a rm program. Union 
members were again quite s imilar to non-members although 
they tended to emphasize unemployment more than did non-mem
bers and also were less l ikely to cr i t ic ize the administration's 
activities in the desegregation of public schools. 

The item of greatest prominence in the answers to this ques
tion is the c r i t i c i sm of the administration's handling of Senator 
McCarthy. This was the most frequently mentioned shortcom
ing of the Republican party and its distribution among the v a r i 
ous population groups presents an interesting pattern. Inspec
tion of Tables B-15 through B-23 w i l l show that this response, 
which fo r the most part was a c r i t i c i sm of the administration's 
fa i lu re to control the Senator's activities sufficiently, came very 
largely f r o m the high-education, high-income, high-occupational 
status and metropolitan groups. The differences between the 
high and low categories of these population dimensions are in 
the order of four to one. Our small Jewish sample again shows 
itself to be quite different f r o m the two larger religious groups, 
almost twice as many of them as of the other two groups c r i t i 
cizing the administration for "mishandling McCarthy." 

Our inquiry did not permit us to explore fu l ly the implica
tions of these opinions regarding Senator McCarthy. We do not 
know whether these cr i t ic isms arose f r o m a concern over c iv i l 
l iber t ies which these people might have seen as being improperly 
infr inged, f r o m a distaste for a public spectacle which they had 
recently seen on their television screens, or f r o m some other 
consideration. Some additional information regarding this phase 
of the 1954 campaign w i l l be forthcoming when we consider the 
specific question regarding Senator McCarthy which was asked 
of our respondents. 

The reader w i l l observe that in this l is t of c r i t ic i sms very 
l i t t l e reference was made to anything having to do with foreign 
a f f a i r s . Despite the turbulent period of the 83rd Congress which 
saw the collapse of Northern Indo-China, the ascendance of Com
munist China and the various episodes and alarms involving 
Soviet Russia, very few of our respondents saw f i t to cr i t ic ize 
the administration's foreign policies. One is led to suspect 
f r o m this and other evidence that the American public feels un
comfortable in the face of international problems and tends to 
re ject them f r o m the focus of i ts interest. When they were 
forced to live with the daily reali t ies of international conflict 
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during the Korean war many Americans reacted with great i m 
patience and f rus t ra t ion, a state of mind which was par t ly r e 
sponsible fo r the overturn of the Democratic administration in 
1952. 

The Performance of President Eisenhower 

The influence of President Eisenhower on the 1954 congres
sional election would be extremely d i f f i cu l t to assess. His name 
did not appear on the ballot and he was not even a very active 
campaigner. However, his personality appears to have been 
such an important factor in the 1952 campaign and was so closely 
associated with the pol i t ical fortunes of the Republican party at 
the t ime of this study that i t was fe l t desirable to make some 
attempt to add to our information regarding the public image of 
the President. Two questions regarding M r . Eisenhower were 
asked, both re fe r r ing to his two years as president. The f i r s t 
of these read: 

"Has Mr- Eisenhower turned out to be as good a p res i 
dent as you thought he would or have you been disap
pointed in h im?" 

About two-thirds of the sample responded to this question 
by saying that President Eisenhower had turned out as wel l as 
they had expected, a few of these going fur ther and saying that 
he had turned out even better than expected. We do not know 
what value to attach to these absolute figures since we have no 
previous data to which they can be compared. A more interest
ing approach is to look at the one person in f ive who expressed 
himself as disappointed in the President and to f ind out where 
these people were located in the various levels of the electorate. 

We f ind in the f i r s t place (Table B-24) that men and women 
did not d i f fe r significantly in their answers to this question. 
This is an added demonstration of the fact that men and women 
did not react very different ly to M r . Eisenhower as a po l i t i 
cal f igure despite the contention of some who have held that Mr. 
Eisenhower was especially attractive to the women voters- We 
also see that the different age groups did not answer this ques
tion d i f ferent ly , a finding s imi lar to that obtained with the two 
previous questions (Table B-25). 

Catholics and Jews both reported greater disappointment 
with M r . Eisenhower than did Protestants (Table B-26). This 
no doubt reflects the greater Democratic bias of these two 
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religious groups, c r i t i c i sm of the President being clearly as
sociated with party identification as we w i l l see in Chapter V I . 
Negro and white respondents differed only slightly in their 
answers to this question (Table B-27). 

The most interesting item which emerges when we com
pare types of communities is the very high rating given M r . 
Eisenhower by r u r a l people (Table B-28). I t is not surprising 
that the President stood well in the suburban areas where the 
Republican vote was high in 1954 but his' popularity in the r u r a l 
areas is less easily understood. 

When we look at the responses of the educational divisions 
we f ind the interesting fact that disappointment with M r . 
Eisenhower's f i r s t two years of office increased with educational 
level (Table B-29). Despite the fact that people of grade-school 
t ra ining split their votes about equally between Eisenhower and 
Stevenson in 1952 while people of college training voted over two 
to one f o r Eisenhower, c r i t i c i sm of M r . Eisenhower expressed 
in our October 1954 survey was most frequent among the latter 
group. Consistent with this is the fact that among the occupa
tional groups i t was the high-status professional and businessman 
category that expressed the most frequent disappointment with 
the President (Table B-30). The high incidence of c r i t i c i sm 
among these groups may simply reflect a keener awareness 
among these relatively well- informed people of whatever short
comings the Eisenhower administration may have had. The other 
occupational groups did not d i f fer greatly with the exception of 
f a r m e r s who appeared to be most generally satisfied. 

Union membership does not appear to have been a very 
significant consideration in determining responses to this ques
tion (Table B-31). The proportion of union members who did 
not expect much f r o m Mr- Eisenhower in the f i r s t place was 
larger than that of non-members, with the consequence that 
union members were somewhat less l ikely to express satisfac
tion wi th him. The differences were not great, however, with 
a large major i ty of both groups expressing no disappointment. 
The income groups (Table B-32), interestingly enough, did not 
re f lec t the progression which we have seen in the educational 
groups- The distributions of satisfaction and disappointment 
were vir tual ly identical for a l l three of the income brackets con
sidered. 

Our second question pertaining to M r . Eisenhower's per
formance as president read as follows: 
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"Would you say that M r . Eisenhower has been a better 
than average president, just about average, or not as 
good as average?" 

This question gives us a somewhat wider division of answers 
than did the previous one with the result that while two-thirds 
of the sample seemed to be satisfied with M r . Eisenhower's 
performance in office almost as large a number spoke of him 
as "just about average" as president. Without entangling our
selves in a discussion of' what the precise meaning of the te rm 
"average" is we can look at the characteristics of those people 
who regarded M r . Eisenhower as either better or poorer than 
average. 

Men and women again did not d i f fe r greatly although women 
were a l i t t l e less wi l l ing to be harsh in their estimation of the 
President (Table B-33). The different age groups were also 
s imi lar although for reasons not immediately apparent the over 
55 category was somewhat more inclined to give him a better-
than-average rating (Table B-34). 

Catholic and Jewish respondents expressed themselves in 
the same terms as they had in the previous question (Table B -
35), being somewhat more c r i t i ca l than Protestants. The Jewish 
group had the closest balance of better-than-average to poorer-
than-average ratings with a somewhat larger number of mixed 
and qualified answers than were given by the other two groups. 
In contrast to the previous question Negro respondents were 
clearly more inclined to grade the President down than were 
white respondents (Table B-36). 

Suburban people were clearly the most wi l l ing to rate the 
President as "better than average" (Table B-37). Cr i t i c i sm 
was most common in the metropolitan centers. Rural people 
were strongly inclined to use the conservative estimate of "aver
age" in answering this question but, consistent with their answers 
to the previous question, they very seldom rated the President 
as "poorer than average. " 

Although college people, as we have seen, were more l ikely 
to express themselves as disappointed with M r . Eisenhower than 
the other educational levels, they were more inclined to grade 
him high in comparison to the average president (Table B-38). 
Although people of only grade-school training were about as 
likely to cal l M r . Eisenhower a poorer-than-average president 
as a better-than-average one, the rat io favoring the latter 
answer increases as f o r m a l education increases and among 
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college people the relation of favorable estimates to unfavorable 
ones-was in the order of five to one. A s imilar high rating is 
seen in the professional, business and other white-collar o c c u 
pational groups (Table B-39). Skilled and unskilled laborers, 
on the other hand, gave the President about an equal balance of 
above average and below average ratings. Farmers answered 
this question in about the same way they had answered the prev i 
ous one, with a large majori ty assigning him a rating of average 
and a very small number calling him poorer-than-average-

Union members were less likely to rate the President favor
ably than people who did not belong to unions (Table B-40). 
When we consider only the members of the skilled and unskilled 
labor categories, however, we find that union membership did 
not differentiate our respondents in their answers to this ques
tion. Both union and non-union members of these occupations 
gave the President a relatively low rating compared to the other 
population groups. The division by income status shows the 
same high evaluation of the President in the over $6000 category 
that we have seen i n the high educational and occupational groups 
(Table B-41). 

In attempting to interpret the l imited data which we have 
obtained f r o m these two questions we may f i r s t observe that the 
amount of direct c r i t i c i sm of President Eisenhower does not ap
pear to have been very great. While a visible minority (19 
percent) felt that he had not come up to their pre-election ex
pectation this did not mean necessarily that they did not s t i l l 
think we l l of him. Although we have no previous data to use 
as a base line, the rating of ten percent who described the 
President as poorer-than-average is obviously close to the u l t i 
mate minimum that any president can hope to achieve. 

There is ample reason to believe f r o m these data and f r o m 
other evidence that at the time this survey was taken the A m e r i 
can public was favorably disposed toward President Eisenhower. 
In the common parlance he was "popular." What are the po l i t i 
cal implications of this popularity? I t is apparent that the 
President's personal appeal was not sufficient to swing the 1954 
congressional election to the Republican party. I t may be 
argued that had M r . Eisenhower not been the head of the Republi
can party the Republican candidates for Congress would have 
fared much worse than they actually did. We have seen that 
there were more defections in 1954 among Democratic identifiers 
than among Republican and we have suggested that this may have 
resulted f r o m M r . Eisenhower's influence. This is a plausible 
hypothesis although not proved. 
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As we attempted to show in our 1952 study, candidate appeal 
is only one of the forces that move the voters and in an o f f -
year congressional election this aspect of pol i t ical motivation i s 
probably relatively weak since many of the national leaders are 
not on the ballot. Issues of a partisan character may enter 
strongly into such a situation and swing the vote one way or the 
other. If they do not, and they apparently did not in 1954, then 
considerations of party loyalty assume transcendent importance 
and the decision rests largely on which party can muster a 
larger number of i ts fol lowers to the polls. 

Expected Effect of the Election on Personal Finances 

We turn now to the four specific questions regarding p o l i t i 
cal issues. The f i r s t asked the respondents whether they thought 
i t would make any difference to them financially i f the Demo
crats or the Republicans won the election. Over half of the r e 
spondents said they did not feel the election would affect their 
f ami l i e s financially, but of those who did approximately two out 
of three thought they would be better off i f the Democrats won 
(Table B-42). When we compare this to our 1952 findings with 
the same question we see that more people saw financial i m p l i 
cations in the outcome of the presidential election than was the 
case in the following congressional election, and that again those 
who saw a difference were more l ikely to say they would be 
better off i f the Democrats won. 

Our two previous election surveys have documented the 
widely-held stereotype of the Democratic party as the party of 
the common man and the Republican party as the party of the 
privi leged. Although our present question did not pose the issue 
in these terms an inspection of the answers given by the various 
population groups makes clear who saw a victory of one or the 
other party as financially beneficial and who did not. As we 
see f r o m Table B-43 through B-51 the greatest expectations of 
f inancial benefit f r o m a Democratic victory are found in the less-
privileged classes, Negroes, unskilled workers, and people of 
low income. Skilled laborers and fa rmers also showed a heavy 
preference fo r the Democratic party in their answers to this 
question. The high-status groups, college-educated, h igh- in
come, professional and white-collar occupations were somewhat 
less l ike ly to feel that the election would have any effect on 
them financially, and those who did see the election as making 
a difference were about as l ikely to see benefits in the victory 
of one party as the other. I t is noteworthy that none of the 
groups in our tables were more l ikely to see themselves getting 
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along better financially in the event of a Republican rather than 
a Democratic victory. 

In reviewing these data the reader may wonder how i t comes 
about that a group, such as farmers , voted in 1954 about equally 
for Democratic and Republican candidates although they were 
considerably more l ikely to see a Democratic victory as f inan
cially advantageous to them than a Republican one. There ap
pear to be two answers to this apparent contradiction- In the 
f i r s t place it is l ikely f r o m what we have seen in Chapter IV 
that those farmers who felt they would be better off i f the 
Democrats won were considerably less l ikely to vote than the 
average of their group. Secondly, i t is very likely that some 
people voted Republican although they answered this question 
with a Democratic preference. I t may be assumed that during 
a period of prosperity economic considerations may not be so 
pressing and pol i t ical decisions may be influenced more heavily 
by other factors than they would be during a time of economic 
stress- We would expect, in other words, that during a period 
of severe depression the answers to this question would more 
closely paral le l the actual vote than they did in the 1954 survey. 

U.S. Involvement in World Affairs 

The limitations of our survey restricted us to a single ques
tion in the area of public attitudes toward international affa i rs : 

"Some people think that since the end of the last world 
war this country has gone too fa r in concerning itself 
wi th problems in other parts of the world . How do you 
feel about th i s?" 

It i s obvious that public thinking on the complicated issues 
of international a f fa i r s cannot be adequately represented by the 
answers to this or any other one question. An intensive investi
gation of public opinion regarding foreign a f fa i r s is badly needed. 
The question quoted above has been used by the Survey Research 
Center i n a number of earlier studies and is known to correlate 
with a number of other questions intended to bring out the re la
tive willingness of people to see this country involved with or 
isolated f r o m foreign countries. 

We know f r o m earlier research that the most dependable 
correlate of internationalist attitudes is education and we see 
this expressed sharply in Table B-57. A heavy majority of 
college people rejected the statement that this country has "gone 
too f a r " in concerning itself with world problems while people of 
lesser fo rma l education were more l ikely to accept the state-
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ment than not. As might be expected the "not too involved" 
response was also given by major i t ies of the high-income (Table 
B-60) and high-occupational-status groups (Table B-58). Our 
small Jewish sample again showed its individuality by a high 
major i ty supporting this position (Table B-54). 

Isolationist attitudes, insofar as this question measures 
them, are found most strongly among older people (Table B-53), 
Negroes (Table B-55), r u r a l people (Table B-56), unskilled 
laborers, and people of low education and income. Women ap
pear to be slightly less international in their viewpoint than men 
(Table B-52). It is of interest to see in Table B-59 that what
ever effects union membership may have on attitudes regarding 
domestic issues, i ts influence on the kind of attitude represented 
in this question seems to be n i l . 

I f any generalization may be drawn f r o m these data i t is 
that internationalist attitudes ref lect a rather sophisticated point 
of view. People whose personal acquaintance with foreign 
countries or people f r o m abroad is l imited, whose daily lives 
are circumscribed and parochial, and who do not easily broaden 
their experience by reading or other intellectual pursuits are 
l ikely to have a narrow world view and to be apprehensive r e 
garding American involvement with other nations. Although 
sophistication regarding the world outside the United States by 
no means guarantees a favorable attitude toward internationalist 
foreign policies, i t seems to make i t easier for a person to 
understand and accept the prospect of his country concerning 
itself wi th world problems. 

I t is clear f r o m Table B - 6 1 , however, that the answers to 
our question are not simply a matter of education and breadth of 
experience. We see in that table wide fluctuations in the dis
tributions of answers given by national samples interviewed by 
the Survey Research Center in 1948, 1952 and 1954. The sharp 
increase in the proportion of "this country has gone too f a r " 
responses f r o m 1948 to 1952 undoubtedly reflects public anxiety 
over the Korean war. The. 1954 distribution moves back toward 
the pre-Korean figures but does not attain the high level of that 
relat ively peaceful period. In other words attitudes on interna
tional a f fa i r s are responsive to international events-1 

1. A s i m i l a r phenomenon i s descr ibed in Stouffer's report on at t i 
tudes toward pol i t ical nonconformists . He finds that tolerance toward 
var ious forms of nonconformity i s highly corre lated with educational 
leve l but that the events of the M c C a r t h y period had moved people of 
a l l educational leve ls toward the intolerant end of his s ca l e . 
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Social Legislation 

The Democratic period of the 1930s and 40s saw the de
velopment of a broad program of federal legislation leading to 
a variety of governmental activities in the f ield of social we l 
fare . Opinions of the proper extent of this type of legislation 
have been rather heated and have tended to divide along party 
lines with Democrats being generally more expansive than Re
publicans. 

The answers given by the different segments of the popula
tion to the one question in our survey dealing with social legis
lation were relat ively predictable. As we see in Tables B-62 
through B-70 those groups who might see themselves benefiting 
direct ly f r o m the kinds of legislation proposed in the question 
were most l ikely to feel that more such legislation would be a 
good thing. Thus, relatively few Negroes, skilled or unskilled 
laborers, low-education or low-income people fel t that the gov
ernment had gone too far in this kind of activity and sizable 
proportions of these groups fel t that more would be desirable. 
On the other hand groups who might reasonably feel that they 
were being asked to help pay the costs of social programs f r o m 
which they did not receive any direct return were much more 
l ikely to fee l that the government had already gone too far with 
this kind of legislation. Here we f ind the high-status educa
tional, occupational and income groups. 

Farmers present a case of special interest. While a r e l a 
tively large proportion of this group fe l t that- the extent of the 
governmental programs had been "about r ight" there were as 
many who fe l t the government had gone too far as felt i t should 
go fu r ther . We do not know to what extent farmers thought of 
the price-support program as included in the intention of the 
question; probably not many. In any case farmers were the least 
l ikely of any of the occupational groups to approve the extension 
of social welfare programs by the federal government. 

Our small Jewish sample also stands out in giving one of 
the highest votes of approval for continuing and extended social 
legislation. Since the Jewish respondents were not economically 
underprivileged as a group, this extreme position appears to 
derive f r o m the general poli t ical philosophy which we have seen 
in various tables to characterize this smal l segment of the 
population. 

We would certainly not be just if ied in coming to any fixed 
conclusions regarding the economic philosophy of the public on 
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the basis of answers to this single question. However, the data 
we have seen, along with confirmatory evidence f r o m other 
surveys, 1 are sufficient to jus t i fy the generalization that the 
people at large are not as apprehensive regarding the extended 
activit ies of the Federal Government as are many party leaders 
and pol i t i ca l theorists. None of the population groups we have 
examined had more than a 20 percent minori ty who seemed to 
be wi l l ing to retrench f r o m present levels of social legislation. 
The propriety of the Federal Government taking a direct hand 
in the solution of broad social problems appears to be widely 
accepted in public thinking. No doubt our sample would have 
reacted much less favorably i f the activities proposed in the 
question had been labeled as "socialistic. " The fact seems to 
be that most people do not identify governmental programs re 
garding unemployment, education, and housing as evidences of 
social ism. 

When we compare these 1954 results to the answers to the 
same question in our 1952 survey, a shift is seen which seems 
to derive directly f r o m the change in government which inter
vened between the two studies (Table B-71). U we assume that 
the Republican administration was seen by the public during its 
f i r s t two years of office as less expansive in sponsoring social 
legislation than were i ts Democratic predecessors, then i t is 
reasonable to expect an increase in the proportion of our sample 
who fee l that more should be done- If the distribution had not 
shifted with the change in governmental policy we would have to 
conclude that the public had also moved in a conservative d i rec
tion along with the new administration, and this apparently did 
not happen. 

Attitudes toward Senator McCarthy 

During the period pr ior to the 1954 election Senator Joseph 
McCarthy of Wisconsin was perhaps the most controversial f igure 
on the American polit ical scene. We sought to obtain some i n 
dication of public reaction to the Senator through the following 
question: 

" I f you knew that Senator McCarthy was supporting a 
candidate for Congress would you be more l ikely to 

1. See Big.Business as the People See It F i s h e r , B - R . , and Withey, S. B . , 
Ann A r b o r , Michigan: Survey R e s e a r c h Center , Univers i ty of Michigan 
1951, 207 pp. 
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vote for that candidate or less l ikely or wouldn't i t 
make any difference to you?" 

We see f r o m Tables B-72 through B-80 that the various 
population groups present a pattern of responses to this question 
which is quite unlike those given to any of the previous ones. 
In the f i r s t place, i t is apparent that Senator McCarthy had a 
special appeal to the Catholic section of the population (Table 
B-74). Even among this group the proportion who responded 
positively to the Senator was no larger than that which responded 
negatively. But i t i s the highest positive response he received 
in any of the groups we have examined. Our Jewish sample on 
the other hand was far and away the most antagonistic in i ts 
answers to our question. Despite the prominence of certain 
Jewish associates of the Senator, our Jewish respondents r e 
jected h im by a rat io of nine to one over those who gave him 
their approval. 

We might have expected that since Senator McCarthy is a 
Republican the high status groups, where Republicans are most 
frequent, would have been most likely to approve the Senator's 
activit ies. The opposite is clearly the case. As educational, 
occupational and income levels r ise , disapproval of Senator 
McCarthy also rises (Tables B-77, B-78 and B-80). It may be 
noted that these high status groups tended also to have a slightly 
higher proportion of people who approved of Senator McCarthy. 
These groups appear to have reacted more strongly to the 
Senator, both positively and negatively, than did the less w e l l -
informed sections of the population. 

The McCarthy issue is one of the few we have seen in 
which union members responded differently than did non-members 
of s imi la r occupations (Table B-79). Whether because of labor 
union indoctrination or other factors, union members were more 
l ikely to disapprove of the Senator than were those not associated 
with unions- Rural people, including farmers , appeared to have 
been relat ively less involved in the poli t ical problems associated 
with Senator McCarthy. As with the other groups, however, 
those who had some reaction to the Senator were more l ikely to 
be disapproving than approving (B-76). 

What conclusion can we draw f rom the fact that a l l of these 
population groupings with the single exception of Catholics were 
much more likely to be unfavorable in their reaction to Senator 
McCarthy's activities than to be favorable? It is unfortunate 
that the limitations of our - survey did not permit us to probe 
into the motivations which lay behind these evaluations- Our 
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data are sufficient, however, to make i t apparent that the p o l i t i 
cal influence which Senator McCarthy exerted on the American 
electorate just p r io r to the 1954 election was grossly misjudged 
in many quarters. In spite of the tremendous publicity given 
Senator McCarthy by the information media during this period, 
in spite of the Committee of a Mi l l ion and the various other 
expressions of public support, and in spite of the deference 
shown him in high places, when we interviewed our national 
sample in October 1954 we found that in so far as the public 
held opinions regarding Senator McCarthy they were overwhelm
ingly disapproving. 

It has sometimes been said that public opinion surveys may 
serve the function in a democratic society of demonstrating which 
of the many pressures that are brought to bear on public o f f i 
cials spring f r o m genuine public support and which are supported 
by only a "phantom publ ic . " We appear to have an instance of 
their abi l i ty to discriminate fact and phantom in the case of the 
public and Senator McCarthy. 

Summary 

The purpose of Chapter V has been to find the extent to 
which poli t ical attitudes appear to derive f r o m position in the 
population. We have been interested in establishing whether 
there is a woman's point of view, a Catholic point of view, a 
f a rmer ' s point of view, or any other point of view on poli t ical 
matters which is associated with population group membership. 

The answer to our question must be a qualified one. We 
have seen that there are some segments of the population that 
d i f fered consistently f r o m the other groups in their expressed 
attitudes on the issues we presented. Outstanding among these 
is the group of college-educated people. This highly select m i n 
or i ty (18 percent) were more l ikely than other people to have an 
opinion on the issues we raised and their opinions differed f r o m 
those of the others. They rated the Republican party and Pres i 
dent Eisenhower more highly, they were more conservative on 
economic policies, more internationalist on foreign policy, and 
more c r i t i c a l of Senator McCarthy. In part this orientation may 
reflect the same social class theme which we saw in our analysis 
of voting but i t is clear that i t has broader implications than 
those of a purely economic nature. 

The other group who seem to have a highly developed p o l i t i 
cal individuality are people of the Jewish rel igion. We have 
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pointed out the discrepant character of many of their attitudes 
in the text of this chapter- Their orientation has some com
ponents common to the college pattern but i t d i f fers markedly 
in its emphasis on " l ibera l" social and economic legislation. 

Aside f r o m these two rather unusual groups we do not f ind 
consistent patterns in the attitudes we have measured. The 
high-status occupational and income groups tend to show an 
orientation s imi lar to the college group but i t is not as distinct, 
possibly because these groups are more heterogeneous in com
position. There are several instances of part ial patterns, d is 
tinct positions on some issues but not on others. Union mem
bers are an example. Their views on the government's economic 
activities are consistent and more " l ibe ra l " than those of un
organized labor. They also follow the union leadership in their 
disapproval of Senator McCarthy. But there is no union position 
regarding foreign affa i rs which d i f fe rs f r o m that of non-union 
labor, at least so f a r as our survey could measure i t . 

Finally there are a number of examples of groups which 
seem to have no organized orientation on the political issues 
we presented but do have an idiosyncratic response to some 
particular issue which has specific relevance to them. Catholics 
are a case in point. They differed very l i t t le f r o m Protestants 
in the tables we have presented except in the case of Senator 
McCarthy. This issue, which obviously had special significance 
for Catholics, divided them sharply f r o m Protestants. A f u r 
ther example i s older people- They differed very l i t t le f r o m the 
younger age groups except in one i tem, their greater interest in 
social security. 

Although our data on issues are l imi ted they suggest the 
following conclusions: 

1. Most of the major population groups which make up the 
American electorate are not characterized by highly pat
terned orientations regarding pol i t ical issues although 
many individual members of these groups doubtless have 
strong pol i t ica l views. 

2. Those population groups which most closely approximate 
patterned orientations on pol i t ica l issues are groups 
which in some important respect are relatively homo
geneous within their own membership, relatively distinct 
f r o m the rest of the population, and relatively sophisti
cated regarding political a f fa i rs . Even in these groups 
many individuals do not conform to the group pattern. 
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3. The broader and more heterogeneous the group, the less 
l ikely i t is to hold poli t ical views in common. Thus 
dividing the population on the basis of sex or age does 
not reveal significant differences in viewpoints on general 
issues. 

4. Some groups which do not show a pattern of attitudes do 
respond to a specific issue which they recognize as having 
particular relevance for them. Such issues have clear 
implications of self-interest for the individual group 
members. 

I f we look back at the tables in Chapter in and compare 
them to those in the present chapter we find that the various 
population groups dif fer more in their voting than they do in their 
attitudes on poli t ical issues. There is a rough correspondence 
between individuality in vote and in attitudes, with the groups 
which were most partisan in their vote tending to be the most 
one-sided in their attitudes. This suggests that for these groups 
votes and attitudes are related components of some general 
pol i t ica l orientation. This has also been indicated by the f ind 
ings of previous studies by the Survey Research Center and 
others that Republican and Democratic voters d i f fer in their 
responses to various issue questions. 

The general factor which underlies these consistent, albeit 
imperfect , relationships between votes and attitudes may take 
different forms . For some people i t may be basic values r e 
garding freedom, equality, f a i r play or the l ike. For others 
there may be well organized social or pol i t ical ideologies. For 
some, pol i t ica l attitudes and decisions may be determined by 
some underlying t ra i t of personality. I t may also be that for 
some people, and especially in some issue areas, attitudes r e 
late to votes because both derive f r o m a personal identification 
with one or the other of the two major parties. 

In Chapter V I we w i l l examine the responses given by the 
different party identification groups in answer to our issue 
questions. This w i l l t e l l us which of the issues we have con
sidered actually had partisan significance in the 1954 campaign 
and whether the relationship between party identification and 
attitudes on these issues conforms to our expectations. 
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VI 

THE ATTITUDES OF THE 
PARTY IDENTIFICATION GROUPS 

We have seen in Chapter HI that party iden t i f i 
cation was highly related to probable vote in the 1954 election. 
The direction of party attachment (Republican or Democratic) 
was associated, with the choice of candidates running for Con
gress; the degree of identification was also an important factor. 
Strong party identif iers were considerably more likely to prefer 
the candidate of their party than were weak identifiers. 

The concept of party identification, as we have defined i t , 
implies a personal sense of belonging to one or the other of 
the major polit ical parties. We have proposed that this psycho-
Logical attachment i s one of the major forces which determines 
the behavior of voters on Election Day. We have also suggested 
that th is factor w i l l have effects not only in voting preferences 
but also in the stands the individual citizen takes on pol i t ica l 
issues. It is our belief that the party serves a standard-setting 
function for i ts fol lowers, that conformity to this standard w i l l 
be most apparent on issues which are most clearly party-related, 
and that strong party identifiers w i l l conform more closely to 
their "party l ine" than w i l l weak identifiers. 

The questions regarding the issues and personalities p r o m i 
nent during the 1954 campaign provide us data which are re le
vant to these hypotheses. Our inquiry was not sufficiently broad 
to give us a f u l l picture of the degree to which a party position 
on issues exists among the Republican and Democratic rank-and-
fi le- However, i t can provide part ial answers to the questions 
we are asking: Do followers of the two parties take visibly 
di f ferent positions on issues; On what kinds of issues are these 
differences greatest; and, Are the differences largest among 
people whose party identification is strongest? 
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In examining the data presented in this chapter the reader 
w i l l remember f r o m Chapter n that identification with the two 
parties varies substantially in the different income, educational, 
religious, and other groups. This suggests that differences 
among Democratic and Republican identifiers on the question 
regarding welfare legislation, for example, might be a ref lec
tion of income differences rather than party differences. In 
order to eliminate this ambiguity a l l of the tables presented in 
this chapter have been broken down to show differences between 
identif iers of the two parties within homogeneous demographic 
categories (low income, college education, Catholic, e t c ) . A l 
though these data are too voluminous to present in this report , 
they w i l l be referred to in connection with each of the interview 
questions considered. 

The Performance of the Republican Party 

As we have seen, each of the 1139 respondents in the 
sample was asked two questions pertaining to the activities of 
the Republican administration. Table V I - 1 presents the d i s t r ibu
tion of responses to the question as to "the best thing the Re
publican party has done" when the total sample is divided ac
cording to party identification. Three items in this table are 
of interest: 

• The ending of the Korean war appears to have had a bi
partisan appeal among our sample. Respondents of both party 
persuasions and of different degrees of party identification gave 
this achievement about equal emphasis. This finding almost two 
years af ter the conclusion of the Korean war demonstrates 
again the transcendent impact of that conflict and supports the 
conclusion drawn f r o m our earlier research that this issue 
played a dominant role in the 1952 campaign and contributed 
heavily to the defeat of the Democratic party in that election. 

• Although none of the other accomplishments credited to 
the Republican administration was supported by more than a 
smal l proportion of the sample, one appears to have a clearly 
partisan f lavor , the reduction of governmental expenditures. 
While only three percent of the self-styled Democrats cited this 
as the best performance of the Republican administration, i t was 
selected by eight percent of the weak Republicans and 13 percent 
of the strong Republicans. In other words, cutting of govern
mental expenditures has the character of a partisan issue. As 
we w i l l see in Table VI -7 this conclusion is supported by the 
data coming f r o m our question on governmental welfare ac t iv i 
ties. 
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• Although only six percent of our respondents went so far 
as to re ject the Intent of our question by stating that nothing 
the Republicans had done in their two years in office could be 
called good, this response came almost entirely f r o m Demo
crats and much more frequently f r o m strong party identif iers 
than f r o m weak ones. Our thinking regarding the influence of 
party identification would be seriously compromised i f these 
data had come out otherwise. 

Table V I - 1 

RELATION OF PARTY IDENTIFICATION TO 
"THE BEST THING THE REPUBLICANS HAVE DONE" 

"What would you say is the best thing the Republican party has done 
since It took over the government two years ago?" 

Inde-
Inde-

Strong Weak pendent 
Democrat Democrat Democrat 

Inde
pendent 

pendent 
Repub

lican 

Weak 
Repub
lican 

Strong 
Repub

lican 

Ended Korean 
War 25% 28% 21% 21% 40% 34% 32% 

Reduced taxes 6 8 6 7 8 11 8 

Reduced govern
mental expenditures 3 3 7 5 12 8 13 

Extended social 
security 6 5 9 7 1 5 6 

Got Communists 
out of government 2 1 4 4 3 5 4 

Desegregated 
schools 3 5 1 . - 4 1 

Other 12 12 21 17 24 18 16 

Don't know 28 32 22 35 13 15 19 

Everything bad 15 6 9 4 1 - 1 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Number of cases 248 288 97 82 68 159 146 

Looking now at the second question regarding the p e r f o r m 
ance of the Republican party we again f ind interesting party d i f 
ferences. The reader w i l l recal l that this question read: 

"What would you say is the worst thing the Republican 
par ty has done in the last two years?" 

The most intriguing finding in Table VI-2 is the fact that 
Republicans were twice as likely to cr i t ic ize their own party for 
mishandling Senator McCarthy as were Democrats and in most 
cases this c r i t i c i sm implied disapproval of the Senator himself. 
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This is particularly interesting in view of the fact that in answer 
to our direct question (see Table VI-8) Republicans,, especially 
strong Republicans, showed themselves more favorably disposed 
to the Senator than were Democrats, especially strong Demo
crats. Our data are not sufficiently detailed to give us a con
vincing explanation of this apparent paradox. We find, however, 
that the selection of the McCarthy problem as the "worst thing" 
the Republican administration had done was about three times as 
frequent among the high-income and high-education Republicans 
as it was among Republicans of lower income and educational 
rank, whereas the distributions of approval and disapproval of 
McCarthy—as expressed to the direct question—did not differ 
among Republicans of these different levels. This may mean 
that Republicans of greater political sensitivity felt that the 
publicity regarding Senator McCarthy, particularly in connection 
with his feud with the Army, was hurting the Republican party. 
Their criticism may have been directed as much toward the 
leadership of the party for letting this happen as i t was toward 
Senator McCarthy himself. Aside from this party consideration 
they seemed no differently disposed toward the Senator than Re
publicans of other status levels. 

The relative silence of Democrats in the face of the 
McCarthy attacks on their party is perplexing- Although they 
reacted unfavorably to him as an individual much more commonly 
than Republicans did (Table VI-8) they were less likely to c r i t i 
cize the Republican party for his activities than were Republicans 
themselves. Were Democrats intimidated by Senator McCarthy's 
aggressive behavior, were they repressing a subject which they 
found embarrassing, or were they simply less responsive to the 
Senator's activities? We do not have a satisfactory answer. 

The one specific issue which shows clearly partisan charac
teristics in the responses to the "worst thing" question is un
employment. There was not a high level of unemployment in 
1954 and only four percent of our sample offered this as their 
major criticism. But this was almost exclusively a Democratic 
response and was particularly concentrated among strong Demo
crats. This finding is perhaps most significant in suggesting 
the readiness of Democrats to react to the issue of unemploy
ment if i t were to become more salient. 

One of eight of our respondents wouldn't accept the sugges
tion that the Republican administration had done anything that 
could be called "worst." This was the most party-connected 
answer of all those recorded. Republicans outdid Democrats 
by a considerable margin in saying everything the Republicans 
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had done had been good and when we consider only strong identi
fiers the difference is in the order of five to one. Of course 
this finding was to be expected and it illustrates again the quality 
of party loyalty. 

The comparison of party groups differing in the major demo
graphic characteristics does not change any of these conclusions. 
Differences exist between demographic groups, as we saw in 
Chapter V, but with the exceptions noted above party differences 
are comparable from one demographic level to another. 

Table VI-2 
RELATION OF PARTY IDENTIFICATION TO 

"THE WORST THING THE REPUBLICANS HAVE DONE" 

"What would you say Is the worst thing the Republican party has 
done in the last two years?" 

Inde-

Strong 
Democrat 

Inde-
Weak pendent 

Democrat Democrat 
Inde

pendent 

pendent 
Repub
lican 

Weak 
Repub
lican 

Strong 
Repub

lican 

Mishandled 
McCarthy 7% 11% 14% 11% 22% 18% 20% 

Poor farm 
program 4 8 7 4 4 6 3 

Unemployment 10 3 3 4 4 2 -
Poor tax program 6 2 7 6 4 3 3 

Desegregated 
schools 6 3 4 6 3 3 

Too lenient 
toward Russia 2 2 5 6 2 2 
Other 30 18 19 16 18 16 16 
Don't know 30 42 25 46 32 37 29 
Everything good 5 11 18 7 10 13 24 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Number of cases 248 288 97 B2 68 159 146 

The Performance of President Eisenhower 
Our 1952 study provided ample documentation of the personal 

influence which Mr. Eisenhower exerted on the voters in that 
election, including many whose usual party attachment was Demo
cratic. Our two questions regarding the President's perform
ance in office give us an opportunity to see to what extent ad
herents of the two parties saw the President differently at the 
time of the 1954 election. 

The answers to both questions were highly correlated with 
party identification. When asked if they were satisfied or disap-
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pointed in Mr. Eisenhower as president only one Republican in 
seven expressed any criticism oi the President while more than 
one out of three Democrats did (Table VI-3). Strong Democrats 
were especially critical, almost half either saying they were 
disappointed or hadn't expected much in the f i rs t place. Strong 
Republicans may have been a little more favorable than weak 
Republicans, although both groups were very high in their ap
proval. 

The ratings of Mr. Eisenhower as a "better-than-average, 
about average, or not as good as average" president show the 
same marked party differences and even sharper differences 
between the weak and strong adherents of the two parties (Table 
VI-4). It is clear that strong Democrats saw the President in 
a very different light than did strong Republicans. 

Levels of approval and disapproval differ somewhat among 
the major population groups (as we saw in Chapter V) but within 
these groups Republicans and Democrats are very consistent in 
answering these two questions- Republicans are more favorable 
than Democrats, strong identifiers more extreme in their posi
tions than weak. 

I t was our expectation that these data regarding Mr. 
Eisenhower would show the pattern we have seen. In our 1951 
study of party identification we stated, "Assuming that reference 
to persons prominent in the parties gives the sharpest definition 
of party position, i t is perhaps not surprising to find that ques
tions which personalize the party conflict produce the greatest 
difference in the responses of the party adherents." Mr. 
Eisenhower was clearly the leader of the Republican party in 
1954, and he was clearly a highly partisan figure in the public 
mind. 

Effect of the Election on Personal Finances 

We found in Table B-42 that a larger proportion of the public 
felt they would be better off financially with a Democratic ad
ministration than with a Republican one. We now see in Table 
VI-5 that this is a highly partisan issue. Very few followers 
of either party were willing to say that they would be better off 
if the other party should win. Democrats especially were com
mitted to the belief that their financial well-being would be best 
entrusted to their party. 

Here again we find the strong party identifiers, both Republi
can and Democratic, to be markedly more partisan in their views 
than the weak party followers. High party loyalty seems to in 
crease the need for defense of one's own group. 
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Table VI-3 

RELATION OF PARTY IDENTIFICATION TO SATISFACTION WITH EISENHOWER 

"Has Mr. Eisenhower turned out to be as good a president as you 
thought he would or have you been disappointed in him?" 

Inde-
Inde-

Strong Weak pendent 
Democrat Democrat Democrat 

Inde
pendent 

pendent 
Repub

lican 

Weak 
Repub

lican 

Strong 
Repub

lican 

As good as or 
better than 
expected 47% 65% 55% 73% 78% 79% 85% 
As expected, but 
didn't expect much 17 7 10 6 1 3 1 
Expectations not 
fulfilled, but not 
disappointed 4 2 1 1 3 1 
Disappointed 30 17 28 13 15 12 10 
Other responses 6 7 5 7 5 3 3 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 
Number of cases 248 288 97 B2 68 159 146 

Table VI-4 

RELATION OF PARTY IDENTIFICATION TO RATING OF EISENHOWER 

"Would you say Mr. Eisenhower has been a better-than-average 
president, just about average, or not as good as average?" 

Inde-
Inde-

Strong Weak pendent 
Democrat Democrat Democrat 

Inde
pendent 

pendent 
Repub
lican 

Weak 
Repub

lican 

Strong 
Repub

lican 

Better than 
average e% 17% 21% 20% 34% 33% 54% 
Average 61 72 02 66 56 58 42 
Poorer than 
average 24 7 13 6 6 4 2 
Other responses 9 4 4 8 4 5 2 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Number of cases 24B 288 97 82 68 159 146 

When we look at Republicans and Democrats within different 
income and educational levels we find that the general pattern 
holds quite consistently although there was some tendency for 
the lower status Democrats to emphasize the financial advantages 
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of a Democratic victory and for the higher-status Republicans 
to stress the advantage of a Republican victory. It is of inter
est that none of the rural groups gave the Republican party a 
strong vote of confidence on this question. Even strong Re
publicans among rural people were much less likely than their 
urban and metropolitan co-partisans to see a Republican victory 
as meaning financial advantage to them. 

Table VI-5 
RELATION OF PARTY IDENTIFICATION TO EXPECTED FINANCIAL EFFECT 

OF TUX ELECTION 

"Do you think It wi l l mike any difference In ho* you and your 
family get along financially whether the Democrats or 
Republican* win?" 

Inde-
Inde-

Strong Weak pendent 
Democrat Democrat Democnt 

Inde
pendent 

pendent 
Repub

lican 

Weak 
Repub

lican 

Stroni 
Repub

lican 

Better off it 
Democrat* win u% 15% 11% 13% 7% 5% 3% 
Won't make any 
difference IB K 74 68 57 74 S6 
Better off If 
Republicans win 4 5 1 9 IS 11 J6 

Don't know S 7 4 11 7 10 B 
100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Number of cmtt 348 288 01 S3 w IBS 140 

U.S. Involvement in World Affairs 

As we see in Table VI-6, groups of different party identi
fication did not differ substantially in their answers to our ques
tion as to whether ' this country has gone too far in concerning 
itself with problems in other parts of the world. " The distribu
tion does not conform to our expectation for a partisan issue. 

In view of the fact that our 1951 and 1952 studies have shown 
a clear relationship between attitudes on foreign policy issues 
and party choice this finding is somewhat surprising. The ex
planation becomes apparent when we compare Table VI-6 to an 
identical table taken from our 1952 study (Figure VI-1). We 
now find that the shift in responses to this question which oc
curred between 1952 and 1954 was almost entirely accounted 
for by the Republican identifiers. While they had held by a two-
to-one majority in 1952 that this country had "gone too far" in 
its foreign involvements, in 1954 they rejected this statement by 
a small majority. Strong Republicans moved further from their 
original position than did weak Republicans. Democratic identi
fiers, in contrast, changed scarcely at all in the two surveys. 
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Table VI-6 

RELATION OF PARTY IDENTIFICATION TO U. S. INVOLVEMENT 
IN WORLD AFFAIRS 

"Some people think that since the end ol the last world war this 
country has gone too far in concerning itself with problems in 
other parts of the world- How do you (eel about this?" 

hide-

Strong 
Democrat 

Weak 
Democrat 

Inde
pendent 

Democrat 
Inde

pendent 

pendent 
Repub

lican 

Weak 
Repub

lican 

Strong 
Repub
lican 

Too much 
Involved 49% 45% 2B% 43% 41% 41% 43% 
Pro-con,depends 3 3 3 4 — 4 1 
Not too much 
Involved 40 44 65 40 57 48 49 
Other responses 8 8 4 13 2 7 7 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 
Number of cases 248 288 97 82 68 159 146 

I | 1952 

Y / / / / / / A 1954 

i i i 
Strong Weak Independents Weak Strong 

Democrats Democrats Republicans Republicans 

Figure VI-1 . Proportions of Party Groups Stating this 
Country Has Gone too Far in Concerning 
Itself with World Problems: 1952-1954 . 



While we cannot make any general statements regarding 
attitudes on foreign policy on the basis of a single question, the 
data we have presented suggest support of the hypothesis pro
posed in our 1951 study that "for many people Democratic or 
Republican attitudes regarding foreign policy result f rom con
scious or unconscious adherence to a perceived party line, rather 
than from influences independent of party identification." It 
would seem clear that the ascension of Mr. Eisenhower to the 
leadership of the Republican party in 1952 swung the party-line 
strongly in the direction of an "internationalist" view of foreign 
affairs- Although our data are very limited, they indicate that 
he carried a sizable number of the party following with him. 

It has repeatedly been found in surveys of public opinion 
that internationalist attitudes are more common among the higher-
income and higher-education groups. As we saw in Chapter V , 
this was also true in the present study and we now see that it 
was true of both Republicans and Democrats. The influence of 
education is especially marked, with grade school Democrats 
and Republicans both tending to accept the isolationist implica
tion of our question and college people of both parties rejecting 
it strongly. 

Social Legislation 

As we have observed earlier, the question of governmental 
action in the field of social welfare has been one of the most 
prominent of the partisan issues during recent national cam
paigns. Whether phrased in terms of "government interference, " 
"creeping socialism," or some other more moderate terms, the 
issue has been a persistent one with clear party positions. It 
would be surprising indeed if Republicans and Democrats did not 
differ in their answers to our question. 

As Table VT-7 shows, the followers of the two parties did 
differ substantially in their responses and in the expected direc
tions. Moreover, strong party identifiers were more extreme 
than weak identifiers in each case. Thus the issue has a clearly 
partisan character. 

The reader wil l recall from Table B-71 that a somewhat 
smaller proportion of the 1954 sample stated that the Federal 
Government should do less in the area of social legislation than 
we had found in 1952. This.shift turns out to have occurred 
mainly among Republicans (data not shown) who were apparently 
less willing to criticize the "national government" when it was 
a Republican government than when it was Democratic. 
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Table VI-7 

RELATION OF PARTY IDENTIFICATION TO SOCIAL LEGISLATION 

"Some people think the national government should do more in trying to deal with such 
problems as unemployment, education, housing and so on. Others think that the 
government is already doing too much. On the whole would you say that what the 
government is doing is about right, too much, or not enough?" 

Inde-

Strang 
Democrat 

Weak 
Democrat 

Inde
pendent 

Democrat 
Inde

pendent 

pendent 
Repub

lican 

Weak 
Repub
lican 

Strong 
Repub
lican 

Definitely should 
do more 10% 3% 1% 9% 8% 3% 3% 

Should do more 31 17 22 26 32 19 8 

Doing about right 3s SS 55 34 35 45 50 

Should do less 3 6 3 6 9 11 14 

Definitely should 
do less 1 2 1 1 3 4 fl 
More on some, 
less on others 11 10 7 13 7 9 9 

Other responses 6 7 11 11 8 9 8 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Number of cases 249 288 AT 82 68 150 146 

The party differences within income and educational groups 
are highly consistent. Low-income Republicans reacted to the 
question very differently than low-income Democrats but very 
much the same as high-income Republicans. High-income Demo
crats were somewhat more conservative than low-income Demo
crats but less so than high-income Republicans. Educational 
differences conformed to the basic partisan pattern, with the 
sharpest differences being seen among people with some college 
education. 

Attitudes toward Senator McCarthy 

As we have observed earlier, Senator McCarthy was the 
subject of a great deal of public attention at the time of our 
survey. His highly publicized activities attracted more public 
criticism than any other event associated with the Republican 
party, especially among Republican identifiers. 

Our direct question regarding Senator McCarthy was phrased 
in terms of his estimated influence on the respondent's vote for 
congressman: 
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"If you knew that Senator McCarthy was supporting a 
candidate for Congress would you be more likely to vote 
for that candidate, or less likely, or wouldn't it make 
any difference to you?" 

It is apparent from Table VI-8 that at the time of our sur
vey Senator McCarthy was not popular with any of the party 
identification groups- Only the strong Republicans gave our 
question about equal positive and negative responses. 

Table VI-8 

R E L A T I O N O F P A R T Y I D E N T I F I C A T I O N T O A T T I T U D E 

T O W A R D M C C A R T H Y 

"If you knew that Senator McCarthy was supporting a candidate for Congress, would you 
be more likely to vote for that candidate, or less likely, or wouldn't It make any 
difference to you?" 

Inde-

Strong 
Democrat 

Inde-
Weak pendent 

Democrat Democrat 
Inde

pendent 

pendent 
Repub

lican 

Weak 
Repub

lican 

Strong 
Repub
lican 

More likely to vote 
tor candidate 8% B% 6% 10% 10% 10% 22% 
No vote effect, but 
pro-McCarthy 2 1 2 2 2 2 3 

No vote effect-
neutral toward 
McCarthy 37 44 42 54 50 47 43 

No vote effect, but 
anti-McCarthy 4 4 3 1 3 1 
Less likely to vote 
for candidate 46 36 38 20 32 30 28 
Other responses 3 7 9 13 6 8 5 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Number of cases 246 2BB 97 B2 68 159 146 

The distribution of responses in Table VI-8 follows the 
pattern we would expect to characterize a partisan issue. Strong 
Democrats were most disapproving; strong Republicans were 
most approving, with the other party groups graded roughly be
tween these extremes. As we have stated earlier, ordinarilywe 
would expect reactions to prominent party figures to follow parti
san lines. It must be noted, however, that party differences 
are not as large in these responses to Senator McCarthy as 
they were to Mr. Eisenhower. There appear to be two reasons 
why this is the case: 
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• While Senator McCarthy was indubitably a Republican and 
must have been seen as such by our respondents, at the time 
of our study he was embroiled in a loud conflict with the leader
ship of his own party. The fact that many Republicans were 
pained by his performance is demonstrated in Table VI-2. Many 
of them must have found it difficult to support a senator whose 
loyalty to the party was as much in doubt as Senator McCarthy's 
was at that time. 

• On the Democratic side reaction to the Senator was com
plicated for many good party followers by the fact that he was 
a fellow-Catholic. We find that Catholic Democrats were as a 
group much more favorable to Senator McCarthy than Protestant 
Democrats (Table B-81). This is a classic example of the effect 
of conflict in group memberships on political attitudes. Where 
group memberships were congruent (Protestant Democrats, 
Catholic Republicans) reactions to the Senator were most ex
treme. The conflicted Catholic Democrats fel l between these 
two groups, with the result that the total Democratic assess
ment of the Senator was not as partisan as might have been 
expected. 

Summary 

The most evident conclusion to be drawn from Chapter VI 
is that Republicans and Democrats not only vote the party line; 
within l imits they also think the party line. And people who 
call themselves "strong" Republicans or Democrats are con
sistently more likely than "weak" party followers to take a 
partisan position not only in voting but also on issues. 

It is important to observe that these party differences in 
attitudes are not simply reflections of socio-economic differ
ences in the make-up of the following of the two parties. There 
are significant differences between socio-economic groups in 
their attitudes on some of these issues (as we saw in Chapter 
IV) but the differences between party identifiers within each 
group tend to be greater than the differences between the groups 
themselves. Consider the following figures showing the propor
tions of strong party identifiers saying a Democratic or Republi
can victory would be financially better for them: 
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Better off if Democrats win Better off if Republicans win 
Strong Strong 

Republicans Democrats 
Strong Strong 

Republican a Democrats 
Income less than 
$3000 

$3000 to $6000 
Over $6000 

4% 
--% 
1% 

50% 
57% 
42% 

30% 
33% 
46% 

3% 
5% 
5% 

Reading the figures horizontally we see that the differences be
tween adherents of the two parties who fall in the same income 
category are very large. Reading vertically, the differences 
between adherents of the same party who have different incomes 
are relatively small. The implication of these data is that 
while having a high or low income is influential in respect to 
one's feeling as to which party is best for him financially, be
ing a Republican or Democrat also has an influence which is 
quite independent of income and considerably more important. 

This picture characterizes nearly all of the questions we 
have considered. The variations between Democrats and Re
publicans of similar socio-economic characteristics are larger 
than the variations between Republicans (or Democrats) of dif
ferent socio-economic groups. In the case of attitudes toward 
Senator McCarthy the pattern holds except when Protestants 
and Catholics are compared; religious and party differences are 
both strongly correlated with attitudes in this table-

In general our data conform to our expectation that differ
ences between adherents of the two parties would be greatest 
when the issue considered was most clearly party-connected. 
The President himself epitomized the Republican party and we 
would expect party differences in evaluation of him to be large, 
as indeed they were. The fact that they were not larger prob
ably reflects the generally favorable image of Mr. Eisenhower 
which many people of both parties apparently held at the time 
of this survey. 

The question as to the financial consequences of a Republican 
or Democratic victory placed the party conflict in clear focus 
and the differences between the two groups of partisans were 
pronounced. Partisan differences in answers to the question 
regarding Senator McCarthy were less sharp than we would have 
predicted solely on the basis of his highly visible association 
with the Republican party. As we have seen, however, this 
question was complicated by other considerations which dulled 
the purely partisan edge of the McCarthy issue. 
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The only question for which party identification seems to 
have no significance while socio-economic position does is that 
dealing with foreign policy. As we have seen, Republicans and 
Democrats did not differ in their feeling as to whether this 
country had "gone too far" in its foreign involvements and they 
did not differ within the major socio-economic groups. Within 
the limits of our data we must conclude that foreign policy was 
not a partisan issue among the electorate in October 1954. It 
is important to observe that in 1954 the national leaderships of 
the two parties did not differ significantly in their positions re
garding foreign policy. 

These data regarding foreign policy attitudes do more than 
simply support our hypothesis regarding the correspondence be
tween the partisan character of issues and partisan differences 
in public response to them. They also relate to the question 
of whether or not the leaders of the political parties, through 
the public positions they take, in fact shape the opinions of the 
people who identify with those parties. As we have seen, party 
identification is associated with political attitudes in ways which 
cannot be derived from socio-economic factors. This strongly 
suggests that party identification itself exerts pressure on the 
individual to conform to what he sees as party standards. We 
have not eliminated the possibility, however, that Republican 
identifiers hold Republican attitudes because they held the atti
tudes f i r s t (for unknown reasons) and identified themselves later 
with the Republican party when they saw that its position was 
similar to their own. In other words the party may serve an 
instrumental function rather than one of standard setting. 

A review of the Survey Research Center's previous use of 
this question regarding foreign involvement reveals that Republi
cans and Democrats did not differ significantly in 1948 during 
the period of the bi-partisan foreign policy but in 1952 during 
the Korean war they differed substantially. Now in 1954 we 
find them very similar again and the change from the 1952 posi
tion is entirely accounted for by a shift among Republican ad
herents toward a more internationalist position. 

It may be argued that the Republican shift merely reflects 
an unwillingness of Republicans to criticize foreign policy as 
long as their own party is responsible for it . Following this 
argument we should expect a compensating increase of criticism 
among Democrats, an increase which we do not find. We also 
find it hard to believe that the Republican change can be under
stood as part of a general public reaction to the end of the 
Korean war since Democrats did not change between 1952 and 
1954. 
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The effective cause of the change among Republican identi
fiers appears to have been the strongly internationalist position 
taken by the Eisenhower administration when it took office in 
1953. Since we know from our earlier studies that there is 
relatively little shifting from party to party over short periods 
of time, there is a strong implication that the Eisenhower 
leadership of the Republican party brought about a significant 
shift in the foreign policy attitudes (insofar as we measured 
them) of the Republican rank and file during the f i rs t two years 
of its tenure. 

These data do not give us the final word as to party identi
fication as a force in political behavior. They certainly make 
clear that the political label people give themselves in national 
politics is much more than a name- As in most research in 
the social sciences, i t wi l l be difficult to disentangle the various 
influences to which the citizen reacts. 

We have seen that socio-economic position and religious 
and racial memberships can have political effects in specific 
circumstances. Party identification seems to have implications 
broader than most of the factors we have considered. The 
sense of belonging to a party, which is held so widely in the 
American electorate, is clearly a factor of the greatest interest 
both to the practitioners of politics and to its academic students. 
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Vll 

DISCUSSION AND SUMMARY 

We have not been surprised to discover that our 
data demonstrate sizeable differences in the political attitudes 
and votes of the major population groups that make up the 
American electorate. More interesting are the general conclu
sions which our study suggests regarding the interaction of 
group membership and political behavior. 

We began our analysis with the assumption that a group 
position in the area of politics might come about either through 
coincidental but independent responses of individual members to 
outside stimuli or through the influence of the group itself on 
its membership. We have proposed that group individuality in 
voting and attitudes will be greatest when membership identifica
tion and group standards regarding political behavior are strong
est. We do not expect to find group individuality when either 
or both of these properties is missing except in situations in 
which coincidental consensus results from the influence of some 
outside stimulus. 

We do not have any direct measure in the study which wi l l 
permit us to order the population groups we are considering in 
respect to the strength of the pressure they exert on the polit i
cal behavior of their members. On the basis of general informa
tion regarding these groups, it is possible, however, to make 
an impressionistic estimate as to how they compare on this 
dimension. 

We would not expect, for example, the sex and age group
ings to stand high on such a scale. Both are extremely hetero
geneous; neither is subject to outside pressures which might 
induce group solidarity. Men and women in particular are not 
differentiated politically. Since the end of the suffragette period, 
men and women have not had a history of separate platforms or 
separate media of information. The fact that most men and 
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women live in family groups, with their strong pressure for 
political uniformity, militates against the development of inde
pendent and contrasting political movements based on sex dif
ferences. As we have seen, men and women did not demon
strate political individuality in the present study. In other 
words, men and women did not give any significant evidence of 
thinking and voting as men or women perse. Their votes and 
attitudes were determined by other considerations.1 

Most of what we have said about sex groups also applies to 
age groups. In this country's recent history the only significant 
political movement associated with age was the Town send Plan, 
a depression-born scheme of old-age pensions. Political activi
ties among youth, prominent in other contemporary societies, 
are notably unimportant in the United States. Aside from a 
possible feeling that political radicalism is more becoming to 
youth than it is to age, we have no accepted standards of polit i
cal behavior for the different age groups. American politics 
have not been organized around considerations of age. 

Our comparison of the age groups showed us that they dif
fered very little in their opinions on issues. The one apparent 
difference—a greater interest in social security among older 
people—appears to be a clear example of coincidental reaction 
to a common outside stimulus. The age groups do shift gradu
ally in their voting preferences. Whether this results from 
changes during the life-cycle of individual voters or from a 
long-term shift toward the Democratic party among younger 
voters we do not know. 

Life-cycle changes might reflect increased status and in
creased attraction to the "respectability" of the Republican party. 
A long-term shift presumably could be brought about by some 
national crisis which changed the public image of the two parties 
and swung the support -of the younger, least committed part of 
the electorate from one party to the other. Whichever explana
tion is correct, the effects are not very pronounced and appear 
to be entirely at the level of party preferences rather than atti
tudes regarding issues. 

1. Duverger summarizes a study of voting in several European 
countries with the following statement "There is nothing here to suggest 
an essential peculiarity in woman's nature or a fundamental difference 
in men's and women's behaviour." Duverger, M. , The Political Role of 
Women, tjnesco, Paris, 1955. 
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In contrast to the sex and age groups we would expect the 
minority religious and racial groups to have a relatively high 
potential for influence on their members. These are groups in 
which membership is a highly conscious experience. They have 
a history of discrimination, they are segregated from some 
aspects of majority society, their members share many aspects 
of a minority culture. If we consider Jews and Negroes as the 
most distinct of the minority groups, we find an interesting con
trast. Jews were one of the most individual of any of the 
groups we have considered, not only in their votes but in their 
issue positions. Their responses gave clear evidence of a pat
terned political orientation. Negroes, on the other hand, while 
showing a strong preference in their votes, revealed no strong 
group position on issues. 

In view of recent world history it is hardly surprising to 
find American Jews a highly politicized group. The events of 
the last thirty years could hardly fai l to impress the most ob
tuse with the political character of the "Jewish question. " Less 
dramatically, the growing pressure in this country for legisla
tion to prevent discrimination in employment and housing also 
has highlighted the political implications of Jewish group mem
bership. 

Along with this high group-awareness goes a strong pattern 
of group values. Not only are there contemporary issues on 
which strong group standards exist—for example, the defense of 
the state of Israel—but also, as Fuchs points out, there are 
traditional values in Jewish culture which have application in 
current affairs. The Jewish group combines high membership-
identification with strong standards regarding political behavior 
and, as our meager data show, it is highly distinctive in its 
political characteristics. 

The failure of our Negro sample to display any strong posi
tion on the issues we presented in our survey appears to derive 
from an absence of group standards regarding these issues and 
a relatively low sensitivity to the personal implications of polit i
cal events. While for historical and other reasons the Negro 
minority appears in some respects to be less cohesive than the 
Jewish group, the critical difference seems to lie in the sub
stantial difference in the political sophistication of the two 
groups. Negroes as a group are far less politically involved, no 
doubt the result of their underprivileged educational and economic 
situation and of the various devices employed very widely to 
discourage their political activity. As our data have shown, 
large proportions of our Negro respondents did not vote and had 
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no opinions on political issues. As Negroes have been drawn 
into the political community, particularly in the Northern cities, 
they have swung strongly to the Democratic party. This con
version of the Negro vote during the Roosevelt era, as we have 
said, may have been the product of both individual decisions 
and growing group pressure. Such influence as Negro group 
membership may have, however, does not seem to extend be
yond the vote itself and even there is not sufficient to stimulate 
more than a very low rate of turnout. 

We regard Catholics as a group of relatively high member
ship identification. While Catholics are not as visible or as 
subject to minority group treatment as either Jews or Negroes, 
the fact of being Catholic undoubtedly has great significance for 
many people. We find that Catholics were clearly partisan in 
their vote but not in their attitudes except when the questions 
dealt with their co-religionist, Senator McCarthy. As we have 
observed earlier, we do not know whether this latter response 
resulted from purely individual reactions to a situation which 
stimulated many Catholics similarly or whether it resulted from 
group influence. Although there is reason to believe that this 
group does conform to group standards on some political ques
tions—as, for example, birth control legislation—there is no 
reason to believe that Catholic standards were present for most 
of the issues we considered and our study does not show a gen
eral political "line" among Catholics.1 

Labor unions differ from the other groups we have con
sidered in their formal organizational qualities, membership 
dues, elected officers and parliamentary procedure. They are 
also characterized by a rather vocal national leadership which 
has increasingly attempted to educate the rank-and-file mem
bership to a union point of view regarding politics. Labor 
unions may be said to have relatively high membership identifi
cation and relatively clear group standards regarding voting and 
certain political issues. As we have seen, labor union mem
bers are in fact quite different from non-members of similar 
occupational status in their voting preferences; they also differ, 
though less markedly, in their responses to the "bread and 
butter" issues which were presented in the survey. Al l of these 
differences were in the direction of the prescribed union norms. 
They did not differ, however, in the area in which there is no 
clear union standard, foreign affairs. 

1. This presents an interesting conflict with earlier data reported by 
Allinsmith, W. and B.. Religious Affiliation and Politico-economic Atti
tude, Public Opinion Quarterly, 1948, 72, 377-389. 
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Approximately one person in six of the adult population of 
this country has attended college. These people are not organ
ized as union members are organized; neither are they socially 
isolated as minority groups tend to be. There is no national 
body to which they belong and there are no visible signs by 
which they can be readily identified. There has never been a 
significant political movement which appealed specifically to 
them. On the other hand, college people have more in common 
than many of the groups we have considered. They share the 
very important attribute of social and economic advantage. Per
haps more than any other single consideration, formal education 
serves to distinguish the social classes of American society. 
College training is clearly associated both objectively and sub
jectively 1 with superior status. 

We are not in a position to say whether the distinctive pat
tern of attitudes which characterizes the college group comes 
from their common economic and experiential background or 
from an inclination to conform to what they see to be the po
litical position of their "kind of people." We know from our 
1952 study 2 that upper-middle-class people tended strongly to 
see the middle class as voting Republican in that election. There 
are indications from the present study that Democrats of the 
college level were under some pressure to draw away from 
their own party. It would be of great interest to explore more 
fully the possibility that an upper-status position, not only in 
votes but in political attitudes, has developed in this country 
and serves as a guide for people of upper-status standing or 
aspiration. 3 

The political individuality of what we have called the party 
identification groups is the most striking of any of the popula
tion categories we have considered. People who call themselves 
"Republicans" and "Democrats" are not only substantially dif
ferent in their voting; they also differ markedly in their atti
tudes, particularly on those issues which are most obviously 
party-related. We also have limited evidence that as the party 
position changes on a prominent issue, the position of the party 

1. We know from our earlier studies that self-estimates of social 
class are very highly correlated with years of formal education. 

2. See The Voter Decides, page 214. 
3. A different view of the political implications of status and class 

is advanced by R. Hofstadter in the "The Pseudo-Conservative Revolt," 
American Scholar, 24, 1954. The hostile attitudes of the status-anxious 
people he describes contrast sharply with the positions taken by the high 
status college people in our survey. 
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adherents also changes. It is clear that these attitudes, changes 
in attitudes, and behaviors are most partisan among those people 
who are most strongly party-identified. A l l of these findings 
support the conclusion that the political parties exert a strong 
influence on the political characteristics of their followers. 

The nature of party identification as a phenomenon of group 
membership has not been studied as thoroughly as some of the 
other group affiliations we have considered. We have a number 
of indications from our 1952 study, however, that party attach
ment is a much stronger psychological force than it is some
times considered. We know, for example, that most party ad
herents hold to the same party as their parents, that most 
people have never thought of themselves as belonging to a party 
other than their present one, that most people associate with 
friends whom they see as supporting the same party they do. 
Party identification appears to be a stable and persistent trait. 
Its strength is impressively demonstrated when we compare the 
votes and attitudes of the party groups within subdivisions of the 
other groups—economic, educational, community, etc. As we 
have seen, it is the party variable which contributes the great
est share of the variance of the political measures. 

The fact that party membership is more closely associated 
with votes and attitudes than the other group memberships we 
have considered reflects not only the strength of party identifi
cation but also the clarity of party standards regarding political 
thought and action. Uniquely among the various population 
groups, the parties are characterized by clear prescriptions to 
guide the political activities of their followers. No Republican 
or Democrat is likely to find himself uncertain as to how his 
party feels he should vote in any particular election. If he 
keeps himself politically informed he also knows where his 
party stands on the major issues. More than any other popula
tion group, the parties, through the pronouncements of their 
spokesmen, provide structure in that area of the cognitive map 
that has to do with politics. 

In considering the psychological functions which group mem
berships serve it seems apparent that each of the population 
groups we have considered has its own special relevance. While 
dividing the population into men and women provides us little 
insight into the explanation of political behavior, it would have 
important implications in the realm of manners and taste. 
Knowing that a person is a Protestant or a Catholic tells us a 
great deal more about his religious beliefs than it does about' 
his politics. Being a Negro, a labor union member, a farmer, 
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a college graduate, or a suburbanite all have special relevance 
which we would expect to find reflected in the appropriate areas 
of attitudes and values. The relevance of being a Republican or 
a Democrat is specifically political. While knowledge of this 
particular group membership would not help us understand re
ligious, economic, artistic or many other types of beliefs and 
acts, it is essential for an understanding of political behavior. 

It is apparent that our speculations regarding the solidarity 
of these various groups and the amount of pressure they exert 
on their members do not provide the basis for an adequate test 
of our hypothesis regarding group differences. We lack an ef
fective measure of the group properties with which we are con
cerned. Within the present data we cannot properly go beyond 
the statement that the political characteristics of the groups we 
have studied appear to relate meaningfully to our impression
istic estimate of their membership identification and group 
standards. 

If high membership identification and strong group stand
ards are associated with group individuality as we have proposed, 
it should follow that within such a group those individuals who 
are most strongly group-identified wil l conform most closely to 
the standards of the group. Our data permit us to apply this 
hypothesis only in respect to party identification. As we have 
seen, in their voting and attitudes the party groups conform al
most without exception to our expectation. 

One amendment to this hypothesis needs to be considered, 
even though it cannot be fully tested within our present data. 
Just as we expect a group of high membership identification to 
show the strongest group positions in areas in which i t has the 
strongest group standards, so we expect a highly identified 
group member to conform most closely to those group standards 
of which he is most acutely aware-

Thus we were able to demonstrate in our 1951 study of party 
identification and attitudes regarding foreign policy that well-
informed party followers were much more likely to conform to 
their party's position on foreign affairs than were poorly in
formed. Our conclusion was that the well-informed found it 
easy to follow their party because they knew what its position 
was, while the poorly informed were less sure of their party's 
position and so less influenced by it. Consistent with this is 
the finding in the present report that the party identification 
groups are most partisan on those issues on which party lines 
are most clearly drawn. 
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Conformity to group standards is not always a highly con
scious process, of course. No doubt many good Democrats 
and Republicans faithfully follow their party's position in the 
f i rm conviction that their opinions are entirely independent of 
any party influence. It is easily possible for a person to take 
on the peculiar coloration of his social group by a largely un
conscious absorption of the values and standards of the people 
around him. Standards must exist if there is to be group con
formity, but the individual group member may be influenced in 
ways of which he is not explicitly aware. 

It is regrettable that our study did not inquire into the 
jtrength of the identification our respondents felt regarding some 
of the other population groups to which they belonged. Develop
ing valid measures of strength of group belonging presents dif f i 
culties, but even such a crude dichotomy of "strong" and "weak" 
as we employed in our party identification scale would have been 
useful. It would be particularly interesting to examine the 
political implications of degrees of identification with the r e l i 
gious and labor union groups. The available data on this ques
tion are rather ambiguous. The Berelson study of Elmira re
ported virtually no difference between the votes of Catholics who 
rated their church as one of their most important organizations 
and those who did not. Our 1952 study found a small difference 
in the expected direction between Catholics of regular and in
frequent church attendance. Berelson found some difference in 
partisanship among Jews who considered their religious identi
fication most important or not so important. Fuchs, however, 
does not confirm this finding. Berelson also found a modest 
difference, although less than one might have anticipated, in the 
votes of union members who regarded their union as among their 
most important organizations and of those who did not. Further 
study of this problem is clearly desirable. 

The fact that every member of the American electorate is 
simultaneously a member of numerous population groups means 
that many people are subject to political influence from more 
than one group. These influences may be either reinforcing or 
conflicting. It is our hypothesis, that if these group influences 
are congruent those people holding overlapping position wi l l be 
more partisan in their votes and attitudes than people who be
long to only one of these relevant groups, and if these group 
influences are in conflict they wi l l be less partisan. There are 
a number of tests of this hypothesis in the tables we have pre
sented and in general the data conform to our expectations. 

These comparisons of overlapping groups also provide a 
basis of estimating the relative importance of the political 
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influence of different group memberships. We see, for example, 
that union memberB hold very steadily to a Democratic prefer
ence in their votes regardless of differences in income, educa
tion, or location, while non-members vary systemically with all 
three of these factors. On the other hand, union members who 
identify with the Republican party are just as solid in their vote 
for Republican candidates as are non-members who identify 
themselves as Republicans. 

Our analysis of the effects of overlap in group member
ships would be very much more satisfying if we knew more than 
the simple fact that our respondents fel l inside or outside -of a 
particular group. As we have observed, our data are deficient 
in not telling us whether the people we have classified in the 
different population groups actually identified themselves with 
those groups. This leaves us wondering, for example, whether 
the Republican union members we have just referred to were 
in fact union members "in name only." The fact that their 
voting behavior exhibits no evidence of conflict between union 
and party pressures would appear to contradict our hypothesis 
regarding the effects of overlapping membership. This contra
diction is resolved, however, if these people did not identify 
themselves with their union since we do not expect to find a 
need to conform to group standards among people who are not 
group-identified. 

A number of further explorations of the role of groups in 
the determination of political attitudes and votes are suggested 
by the present study. Not only do we need measures of indi
vidual identification with groups; it would also be desirable to 
have measures of the presence and strength of group pressure. 
Fuller information regarding the image members have of the 
groups to which they belong and of those to which they do not 
belong would make possible a more specific analysis of the 
conditions associated with conformity and lack of conformity. 
Further examples of changes in group standards should be sought, 
since they provide particular insight into the nature of group 
effects. Similarly the reorientation of attitudes and perceptions 
that occurs when an individual shifts his allegiance from one 
group to another offers research opportunities of great inter
est.1 A l l of these inquiries were beyond the scope of the present 
study but they are not beyond the range of fruitful investigation 
by students of group phenomena. 

1. For example, see Seymour Lieberman's "The Effects of Changes 
in Role on the Attitudes of Role Occupants," to appear in Human Relations. 
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Summary 

The study presented in this report was undertaken with two 
major objectives—to bring forward to 1954 the Survey Research 
Center series of quantitative descriptions of the national elec
tions, and to expand our understanding of the relation of the 
individual citizen's group attachments to his political attitudes 
and behavior. While limitations on the scope of the study severely 
restricted the analysis which could be carried out, the data col
lected were adequate to support the following summary state
ments: 

1. Group differences in attitudes and votes clearly exist. 
Although they are substantial and persistent they are not 
exclusive. No population category (except the party 
identification groups) fails to show a significant minority 
who dissent from the prevailing group position. 

2. Some group differences appear to be brought about by 
similar but independent reactions of individual members 
to commonly perceived outside stimuli. Others appear 
to result from conformity to perceived group standards. 

3. Group differences are greater in votes than in attitudes. 
However, votes and attitudes are related. Groups that 
support one party in their votes tend to support that 
party's position on partisan Issues. 

4. Differences in turnout are found between people who 
identify with the Republican and Democratic parties which 
cannot be explained on the basis of socio-economic dif
ferences. Personal characteristics underlying turnout 
are suggested. 

5. Most groups do not have an integrated pattern of political 
attitudes that distinguishes them from other groups-
Many groups react in an individual way to specific issues 
but broad patterns of response are found only in the most 
homogeneous and sophisticated groups. 

6. Political party identification is more closely associated 
with the vote than is any of the other population variables. 
The relationship is stronger with the partisanship of the 
vote than it is with the turnout-

7. Party identification is meaningfully associated with atti
tudes on issues which are clearly party-related; i t is 
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not associated with attitudes on issues which are not 
party-related. Party-identification groups differ more 
widely in attitudes on party-related issues than do the 
other population groups. 

8. There is evidence that change in the position of party 
leadership regarding political issues produces change in 
the attitudes of those identified with the party. 

9. Strength of party identification is associated with con
formity to party standards both in voting and in attitudes 
regarding issues. 

10. Political individuality is most marked in those groups 
which appear to have high membership identification and 
strong group standards relating to politics. 

11. Overlapping group membership tends to accentuate po
lit ical individuality if the political orientations of the 
overlapping groups are congruent; it tends to diminish 
i t if they are in conflict. 
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APPENDIX A 

Sample Design and Sampling Errors1 

The individuals interviewed in this survey are a 
representative cross-section of citizens of voting age living in 
private households in the United States. Since the survey was 
restricted to private households, those people residing in military 
establishments, hospitals, religious and educational institutions, 
logging and lumber camps, penal institutions, hotels, and larger 
rooming houses were excluded from the sample. These ex
cluded groups, which comprise very roughly about five percent 
of the adult population of the United States, were omitted from 
th'e defined population because the usual sampling procedures 
would cause serious practical difficulties when applied to these 
groups, and because a large proportion of these people are 
legally or otherwise disfranchised. The sample was selected by 
a probability method with procedures known as area sampling. 
By this method every member of the population sampled had a 
known chance of being selected. 

Survey results are subject to two major kinds of error. 
First, there are whatever inaccuracies occur in the respondents' 
answers and in the way they are recorded by the interviewers— 
the so-called "reporting" errors including non-response. In 
most cases the magnitude of these errors can only be surmised. 
Another type of error is called sampling error. It results from 
the fact that the survey is based upon a sample rather than upon 
interviews with the entire population. There is always the possi
bility that by chance the sample wil l contain too many or too 
few Republicans, too many or too few people who believe foreign 
involvement is undesirable, etc. 

The sampling error measures the limits on either side of 
the obtained figures within which the true population value has a 
given probability of falling. It is customary to give, as "the 

1. Adapted f r o m The Voter Decides. 
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sampling error," a figure representing two standard errors; 
this represents the limits within which the true value wi l l lie 
95 out of 100 times. 

The sampling error varies somewhat for the different find
ings of the survey. Despite these differences, tables repre
senting the approximate magnitudes of the sampling errors of 
various estimated percentages wi l l give a general picture of the 
degree of variability that should be attached to the estimates-
Tables A - l and A-2 represent a generalized compromise result. 
However, the sampling error for any particular item may in 
fact be one percentage point lower or higher than that given in 
the tables. 

Table A - l may be used to determine the sampling error for 
the difference of two proportions when comparing two subgroups, 
both of which are based on all sample points. The Ns of the 
two subgroups and the average size of the two proportions being 
compared are necessary for entering the table- If , for example, 
the two groups being compared were based on Ns of 200 and 
500 respectively, the proper "box" in the table is found in the 
row marked N=500 and the column marked N=200. Where the 
proportions being compared are about 50 percent, the sampling 
error is about 10 percent; where the proportions being compared 
are about 20 percent, the sampling error is about 8 percent; etc. 

Table A-2 may be used to determine the sampling error for 
estimated proportions of groups based on all sample points. The 
size of the group and the size of the proportion being estimated 
are needed for entering the table. If , for example, the size of 
the group is 300, then the proper "box" is found in the column 
marked N=300. Proportions around 50 percent have a sampling 
error of about 7 percent; proportions around 20 percent have a 
sampling error of about 6 percent; etc. Thus, if a proportion 
based on an' N=300 were estimated to be 45 percent, then the 
true population value has a 95 percent probability of falling 
within the range 45-7 percent and 45+7 percent--thus, between 
38 and 52 percent. 
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Table A - l 

SAMPLING ERRORS OF DIFFERENCES 

Differences required for significance (95 percent probability) 
in comparisons of percentages based on two successive sur

veys or on different subgroups of the sample. 

Size of sample Size of sample or subgroup 
ur euogruup 1000 500 300 200 100 40 

For percentages 
between 35% and 65%: 

1000 7 7 8 9 11 17 
500 8 9 10 12 17 
300 10 10 12 17 
200 11 13 18 
100 15 19 
40 23 

For percentages 
near 20% or 80%: 

1000 6 6 7 8 9 13 
500 7 7 8 9 14 
300 8 9 10 14 
200 9 10 14 
100 12 15 
40 18 

For percentages 
near 10% or 90%: 

1000 4 5 5 6 7 - -

500 5 5 6 7 --
300 6 6 7 - -

200 7 8 --
100 9 — -
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Table A-2 

SAMPLING ERRORS OF REPORTED PERCENTAGES 

The chances are 95 in 100 that the reported sample value 
does not differ from the population value by more than 

the number of percentage points shown below. 

Number of interviews on which the percentage 
Reported is based 
percentage 1000 500 300 200 100 40 

From 35% to 65% 5 6 7 8 11 16 
Near 20% or 80% 4 5 6 7 9 13 
Near 10% or 90% 3 4 4 5 7 --
Near 5% or 95% 2 3 3 4 -- — 

APPENDIX B 

Tables Referred to in the Text 

Table B - l 

RELATION OF EDUCATION TO PROBABLE 1B54 VOTE WITHIN INCOME GROUPS 

Leas than $3000 $3,000 to $6,000 More than $6,000 
Grade High Grade High Grade High 
echool school College school school College school school College 

Probable vote: 

Democratic 19% 34% 24% 28% 26% 2S% 17% 22% 25% 
Republican 13 20 24 ie IS 34 IS 35 37 

Probable non-voter 68 56 52 54 55 40 55 43 38 
100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Number of cues 226 n e 21 141 265 B2 36 113 91 
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Table B-2 

RELATION OF EDUCATION TO PROBABLE 1954 VOTE 
AMONG UNION MEMBERS AND NON-MEMBERS 

Members Non-members 
Grade High Grade High 

school school College school school College 

Probable vote: 

Democratic 29% 33% 38% 20% 20% 23% 
Republican 13 20 21 17 23 37 

Probable non-voter 58 47 41 63 57 40 
100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Number of cases 110 177 29 298 335 172 

Table B-3 

RELATION OF EDUCATION TO PROBABLE 1B54 VOTE WITHIN TYPES OF COMMUNITY 

Metropolitan Cny or town Open country 
Grade High Grade High Grade High 
school school College school school College school •chool College 

Probable vote: 

Democratic 2S% 34% 22% 23% 27% 25% 19% 18% IB% 

Republican 20 21 42 16 25 33 13 16 34 

Probable non-voter 55 55 30 61 48 42 68 66 47 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Number of cases 73 178 67 221 263 114 122 76 21 
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Table B-4 

RELATION OF LABOR UNION AFFILIATION TO PROBABLE 
1954 VOTE WITHIN TYPES OF COMMUNITY 

Metropolitan City or town Open country 
Non-

Member member Member 
Ncm-

member Member 
Non-

member 

Probable vote: 
Democratic 35% 18% 32% 23% 24% 19% 
Republican 19 29 18 25 15 15 
Probable non-voter 46 53 50 52 61 66 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 
Number of cases 107 209 176 415 33 164 

Table B-5 

RELATION OF LABOR UNION AFFILIATION TO PROBABLE 1954 VOTE 
WITHIN INCOME GROUPS 

Leas than $3000 $3000 to $6000 More than $6000 

Member 
Non-

member Member 
Non-

member Member 
Non-

member 

Probable vote: 
Democratic 27% 19% 35% 22% 29% 20% 
Republican 24 15 14 26 25 39 

Probable non-voter 49 66 51 52 46 41 
100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Number of cases 49 311 196 2S0 65 173 
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Table B-6 

OPINIONS OF MEN AND WOMEN AS TO THE 
"BEST THING THE REPUBLICANS HAVE DONE ti 

Men Women Total 

Ended the Korean war 29% 26% 28% 
Reduced taxes 8 8 7 
Reduced governmental 

expenditures 7 5 6 
Extended social security 5 5 5 
Got Communists out of 

government 3 3 3 
Desegregated schools 2 3 3 
Other 18 12 15 
Don't know 20 33 27 
Everything bad 8 5 6 

100% 100% 100% 
Number of cases 532 607 1139 

Table B-7 

RELATION OF AGE TO THE "BEST THING 
THE REPUBLICANS HAVE DONE" 

21-34 35-54 Over 55 

Ended the Korean war 27% 28% 27% 
Reduced taxes 9 . 8 6 
Reduced governmental 

expenditures 5 7 4 
Extended social security 4 5 9 
Got Communists out of 

government 2 3 3 
Desegregated schools 4 2 3 
Other 16 14 15 
Don't know 27 27 27 
Everything bad 6 6 6 

100% 100% 100% 
Number of cases 366 485 281 
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Table B-8 

RELATION OF RELIGION TO THE "BEST THING 
THE REPUBLICANS HAVE DONE" 

Protestant Catholic Jewish 

Ended the Korean war 29% 27% 9% 
Reduced taxes 7 9 15 
Reduced governmental 

expenditures 6 4 3 
Extended social security 5 7 20 
Got Communists out of 

government 3 3 --
Desegregated schools 3 1 9 
Other 15 13 20 
Don*t know 28 28 12 
Everything bad 4 8 12 

100% 100% 100% 
Number of cases 857 217 34 

Table B-9 

RELATION OF RACE TO THE "BEST THING 
THE REPUBLICANS HAVE DONE" 

White Negro 

Ended the Korean war 28% 18% 
Reduced taxes 8 4 
Reduced governmental 

expenditures 7 1 
Extended social security 6 3 
Got Communists out of 

government 3 1 
Desegregated schools 2 12 
Other 16 8 
Don't know 24 45 
Everything bad 6 8 

100% 100% 
Number of cases 1022 103 
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Table B-10 

RELATION OF SIZE OF COMMUNITY TO 
T H E "BEST THING THE REPUBLICANS HAVE DONE" 

Metro Metro City or Open 
centers suburbs town country 

Ended the Korean war 17% 29% 30% 29% 
Reduced taxes 12 8 6 6 
Reduced governmental 

expenditures 4 6 6 6 
Extended social security 12 3 5 2 
Got Communists out of 

government 2 5 2 4 
Desegregated schools 5 4 2 1 
Other 15 17 16 12 
Don't know 28 22 26 35 
Everything bad 5 6 7 5 

100% 100% 100% 100% 

Number of cases 169 150 601 219 

Table B - l l 

RELATION OF EDUCATION TO 
THE "BEST THING THE REPUBLICANS HAVE DONE" 

Grade 
school 

High 
school College 

Ended the Korean war 27% 29% 25% 
Reduced taxes 4 9 8 
Reduced governmental 

expenditures 2 6 13 
Extended social security 6 6 4 
Got Communists out of 

government 3 3 2 
Desegregated schools 2 3 4 
Other 11 13 30 
Don't know 38 25 10 
Everything bad 7 6 4 

100% 100% 100% 

Number of cases 416 517 202 
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Table B-12 

RELATION OF OCCUPATION O F FAMILY HEAD T O 
THE "BEST THING T H E REPUBLICANS HAVE DONE" 

Professional, Clerical , Skilled Unskilled Farm 
business sales labor labor operators 

Ended the Korean war 35% 30% 26% 24% 39% 
Reduced taxes 10 S 8 10 3 
Reduced governmental 

expenditures 11 11 4 4 4 
Extended social security 5 5 7 3 1 
Got Communists out of 

government 3 S 2 3 2 
Desegregated schools 2 -- 3 3 
Other 23 3!* 10 11 13 
Don't know 17 13 ao 35 31 
Everything bad 4 5 8 7 8 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 
Number of cases 246 103 337 144 104 

Table B-13 

RELATION OF LABOR UNION AFFILIATION TO 
THE "BEST THING THE REPUBLICANS HAVE DONE" 

Total population Laborer a only 
Union Non- Union Non-

member member member member 

Ended the Korean war 31% 26% 33% 22% 
Reduced taxes 7 8 8 9 
Reduced governmental 

expenditures 5 6 4 3 
Extended social security 7 5 6 6 
Got Communists out of 

government 2 3 1 3 
Desegregated schools 5 2 4 1 
Other 10 17 8 13 
Don't know 24 28 26 39 
Everything bad 9 5 10 4 

100% 100% 100% 100% 
Number of cases 316 808 240 235 
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Table B-14 

RELATION OF INCOME TO THE 
"BEST THING THE REPUBLICANS HAVE DONE" 

Under $3000- Over 
$3000 6000 $6000 

Ended the Korean war 26% 32% 20% 
Reduced taxes 5 8 9 
Reduced governmental 

expenditures 2 6 11 
Extended social security 5 5 7 
Got Communists out of 

government 2 4 2 
Desegregated schools 3 2 4 
Other 11 14 24 
Don't know 40 22 18 
Everything bad 6 7 5 

100% 100% 100% 
Number of cases 367 489 240 

Table B -15 

OPINIONS OF MEN AND WOMEN AS TO THE 
"WORST THING THE REPUBLICANS HAVE DONE" 

Men Women Total 

Mishandled McCarthy 14% 12% 13% 
Poor farm program 7 4 5 
Unemployment 5 4 4 
Poor tax program 5 3 4 
Desegregated schools 3 4 4 
Too lenient toward Russia 3 1 2 
Other 23 17 19 
Don't know 28 44 37 
Everything good 12 11 12 

100% 100% 100% 
Number of cases 532 607 1139 
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Table B-16 

RELATION OF AGE TO THE 
"WORST THING THE REPUBLICANS HAVE DONE" 

21-34 35-54 Over 55 

Mishandled McCarthy 13% 14% 11% 
Poor farm program 5 5 6 
Unemployment 5 4 4 
Poor tax program 2 5 5 
Desegregated schools 6 3 1 
Too lenient toward Russia 3 2 1 
Other 19 20 20 
Don't know 37 36 39 
Everything good 10 11 13 

100% 100% 100% 
Number of cases 366 485 281 

Table B-17 

RELATION OF RELIGION TO THE 
"WORST THING THE REPUBLICANS HAVE DONE" 

Protestant Catholic Jewish 

Mishandled McCarthy 13% 11% 21% 
Poor farm program 5 5 3 
Unemployment 4 5 --
Poor tax program 3 6 3 
Desegregated schools 4 3 3 
Too lenient toward Russia 2 5 3 
Other 19 19 35 
Don't know 38 34 23 
Everything good 12 12 9 

100% 100% 100% 
Number of cases 857 217 34 

122 



Table B-18 

RELATION OF RACE TO THE 
WORST THING THE REPUBLICANS HAVE DONE" 

White Negro 

Mishandled McCarthy 13% 6% 
Poor farm program 6 1 
Unemployment 3 12 
Poor tax program 4 3 
Desegregated schools 3 5 
Too lenient toward Russia 3 --
Other 20 15 
Don't know 36 52 
Everything good 12 6 

100% 100% 
Number of cases 1022 103 

Table B-19 

RELATION OF SIZE OF COMMUNITY TO 
THE "WORST THING THE ] REPUBLICANS HAVE DONE" 

Metro Metro City or Open 
centers suburbs town country 

MiBhandled McCarthy 15% 20% 13% 5% 
Poor farm program 2 2 4 15 
Unemployment 2 7 4 5 
Poor tax program 2 3 5 2 
Desegregated schools 5 2 3 4 
Too lenient toward Russia 4 2 2 2 
Other 28 20 20 12 
Don't know 34 33 35 47 
Everything good 8 11 14 8 

100% 100% 100% 100% 
Number of cases 169 150 601 219 
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Table B-20 

RELATION OF EDUCATION TO THE 
'WORST THING THE REPUBLICANS HAVE DONE" 

Grade High 
school school College 

Mishandled McCarthy 6% 13% 26% 
Poor farm program 6 4 9 
Unemployment 7 3 1 
Poor tax program 5 3 4 
Desegregated schools 3 4 3 
Too lenient toward Russia 1 3 4 
Other 14 23 23 
Don't know 48 35 16 
Everything good 10 12 14 

100% 100% 100% 
Number of cases 416 517 202 

Table B-21 

RELATION OF OCCUPATION OF FAMILY HEAD TO 
T H E "WORST THING T H E REPUBLICANS HAVE DONE" 

Professional, Clerical , Skilled Unskilled Farm 
business sales labor labor operators 

Mishandled McCarthy 23% 17% 9% 10% 5% 
Poor farm program e 4 3 4 19 
Unemployment 1 4 5 9 2 
Poor tax program 3 5 S 3 --
Desegregated schools 4 6 4 4 2 
Too lenient toward Russia 2 6 2 2 2 
Other 20 22 24 15 I t 
Don't know IB 23 37 42 50 
Everything good 13 13 11 11 9 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Number of cases 246 102 337 144 104 
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Table B-22 

RELATION OF LABOR UNION AFFILIATION TO 
THE "WORST THING THE REPUBLICANS HAVE DONE" 

Total population Laborers only 
Union Non- Union Non-

member member member member 

Mishandled McCarthy 11% 13% U% 8% 
Poor farm program 3 6 3 4 
Unemployment 8 3 8 4 
Poor tax program 7 3 5 3 
Desegregated schools 2 4 2 6 
Too lenient toward Russia 3 2 3 2 
Other 25 18 25 17 
Don't know 31 39 32 45 
Everything good 10 12 11 11 

100% 100% 100% 100% 
Number of cases 316 808 240 235 

Table B -23 

RELATION OF INCOME TO THE 
"WORST THING THE REPUBLICANS HAVE DONE" 

Under $3000- Over 
$3000 6000 $6000 

Mishandled McCarthy 7% 11% 25% 
Poor farm program 7 5 5 
Unemployment 4 5 3 
Poor tax program 4 3 6 
Desegregated schools 4 4 3 
Too lenient toward Russia 1 2 4 
Other 14 23 19 
Don't know 49 35 22 
Everything good 10 12 13 

100% 100% 100% 
Number of cases 367 489 240 
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Table B-24 

SATISFACTION WITH EISENHOWER AMONG 
MEN AND WOMEN 

Eisenhower performance Men Women Total 

As good as or better than 
expected 64% 68% 66% 

As expected, but didn't 
expect much 7 8 8 

Expectations not fulfilled, 
but not disappointed 3 1 2 

Disappointed . 20 16 19 
Other responses 6 7 5 

100% 100% 100% 
Number of cases 532 607 1139 

Table B-25 

RELATION OF AGE TO SATISFACTION 
WITH EISENHOWER 

Eisenhower performance 21-34 35-54 Over 55 

As good as or better than 
expected 63% 67% 67% 

As expected, but didn't 
expect much 9 6 7 

Expectations not fulfilled, 
but not disappointed 2 1 3 

Disappointed 20 18 18 
Other responses 6 8 5 

100% 100% 100% 
Number of cases 366 485 281 
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Table B-26 

RELATION OF RELIGION TO SATISFACTION 
WITH EISENHOWER 

Eisenhower performance Protestant Catholic Jewish 

As good as or better than 
expected 68% 61% 50% 

As expected, but didn't 
expect much 8 7 12 

Expectations not fulfilled, 
but not disappointed 2 2 3 

Disappointed 17 22 23 
Other responses 5 8 12 

100% 100% 100% 
Number of cases 857 217 34 

Table B-27 

RELATION OF RACE TO SATISFACTION 
WITH EISENHOWER 

Eisenhower performance White Negro 

As good as or better than 
expected 66% 61% 

As expected, but didn't expect 
much 8 4 

Expectations not fulfilled, but 
not disappointed 2 3 

Disappointed 18 19 
Other responses 6- 13 

100% 100% 

Number of cases 1022 103 
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Table B-28 

RELATION OF SIZE OF COMMUNITY TO 
SATISFACTION WITH EISENHOWER 

Metro Metro City or Open 
Eisenhower performance centers suburbs town country 

As good as or better 
than expected 57% 71% 65% 73% 

As expected, but didn't 
expect much 9 5 7 8 

Expectations not fulfilled, 
but not disappointed 3 1 2 2 

Disappointed 22 19 19 13 
Other responses 9 4 7 4 

100% 100% 100% 100% 

Number of cases 169 150 601 219 

Table B-29 

RELATION OF EDUCATION TO SATISFACTION 
WITH EISENHOWER 

Grade High 
Eisenhower performance school school College 

As good as or better 
than expected 66% 67% 65% 

As expected, but didn't 
expect much 7 8 7 

Expectations not fulfil led, 
but not disappointed 2 1 2 

Disappointed 16 18 23 
Other responses 9 6 3 

100% 100% 100% 
Number of cases 416 517 202 
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Table B-30 

R E L A T I O N O F O C C U P A T I O N O F F A M I L Y HEAD T O 
S A T I S F A C T I O N WITH EISENHOWER 

Professional , C l e r i c a l , Skilled Unskilled F a r m 
Eisenhower performance business sales labor labor operators 

A B good as or better 
than expected 66% 75% 61% 62% 77% 

A B expected, but didn't 
expect much B 4 10 7 7 

Expectations not fulfilled, 
but not disappointed 2 1 2 3 2 

Disappointed 20 17 20 16 12 
Other responses 4 3 7 12 2 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Number of cases 246 102 337 144 104 

Table B-31 

RELATION OF LABOR UNION AFFILIATION TO 
SATISFACTION WITH EISENHOWER 

Eisenhower Total population Laborers only 
performance U n i o n N o n " U n i o n N o n " 

member member member member 
As good as or better 

than expected 59% 69% 58% 65% 
As expected, but didn't 

expect much 11 6 13 5 
Expectations not f u l 

fi l led, but not 
disappointed 2 2 2 2 

Disappointed 22 16 20 18 
Other responses 6 7 7 10 

100% 100% 100% 100% 
Number of cases 316 808 240 235 
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Table B-32 

RELATION OF INCOME TO SATISFACTION 
WITH EISENHOWER 

Eisenhower performance 
Under 
$3000 

$3000-
6000 

Over 
$6000 

As good as or better 
than expected 

As expected, but didn't 
expect much 

Expectations not fulfilled, 
but not disappointed 

Disappointed 
Other responses 

67% 

6 

1 
16 
10 

64% 

9 

2 
20 
5 

69% 

8 

2 
17 
4 

100% 100% 100% 
Number of cases 367 489 240 

Table B-33 

RATING OF EISENHOWER 
BY MEN AND WOMEN 

Men Women Total 

Better than average 24% 22% 23% 

Average 58 63 61 

Poorer than average 12 7 10 

Other responses 6 8 6 

100% 100% 100% 

Number of cases 532 607 1139 
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Table B-34 

RELATION OF AGE TO RATING OF EISENHOWER 

21-34 35-54 Over 55 

Better than average 21% 21% 28% 
Average 64 65 50 
Poorer than average 11 8 11 
Other responses 4 6 11 

100% 100% 100% 
Number of cases 366 485 281 

Table B-35 

RELATION OF RELIGION TO RATING OF EISENHOWER 

Protestant Catholic Jewish 

Better than average 24% 19% 21% 
Average 62 62 47 
Poorer than average 8 13 15 
Other responses 6 6 17 

100% 100% 100% 
Number of cases 857 217 34 

Table B-36 

RELATION OF RACE TO RATING OF EISENHOWER 

White Negro 

Better than average 24% 13% 
A verage 60 63 
Poorer than average 9 17 
Other responses 7 7 

100% 100% 
Number of cases 1022 103 
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Table B-37 

RELATION OF SIZE OF COMMUNITY 
TO RATING OF EISENHOWER 

Metro Metro City or Open 
centers suburbs town country 

Better than average 22% 34% 22% 18% 
Average 54 52 62 69 
Poorer than average 14 8 10 6 
Other responses 10 6 6 7 

100% 100% 100% 100% 
Number of cases 169 150 601 219 

Table B--38 

RELATION OF EDUCATION TO RATING OF EISENHOWER 

Grade High 
school school College 

Better than average 14% 24% 39% 
Average 64 63 49 
Poorer than average 12 9 7 
Other responses 10 4 5 

100% 100% 100% 
Number of cases 416 517 202 

Table B-39 

R E L A T I O N O F O C C U P A T I O N O F F A M I L Y H E A D 
T O R A T I N G O F E I S E N H O W E R 

Profess ional , C l e r i c a l , Skilled Unskilled F a r m 
business sales labor labor operators 

Better than average 33% 32% 16% 13% 19% 
Average 53 60 66 68 70 
Poorer than average 6 4 12 12 6 
Other responses a 4 6 7 5_ 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 
Number of cases 248 102 337 144 104 
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Table B-40 

RELATION OF LABOR UNION AFFILIATION TO 
RATING OF EISENHOWER 

Total population Laborers only 
Union Non- Union Non-
member member member member 

Better than average 17% 25% 15% 15% 

Average 65 61 67 66 

Poorer than average 13 8 13 12 

Other responses 5 8 5 7 
100% 100% 100% 100% 

Number of cases 316 808 240 235 

Table B-41 

RELATION OF INCOME TO RATING OF EISENHOWER 

Under $3000- Over 
$3000 6000 $6000 

Better than average 19% 21% 32% 

Average 61 63 57 

Poorer than average 11 11 5 

Other responses 9 5 6 
100% 100% 100% 

Number of cases 367 489 240 
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Table B-42 

EXPECTED EFFECT OF ELECTION OUTCOME 
ON PERSONAL FINANCES 

"Do you think it wil l make any difference in how you 
and your family get along financially whether the 
Democrats or Republicans win?" 

October 
1952 

October 
1954 

Better off if Democrats win 29% 21% 

Doesn't make any difference 45 59 

Better off if Republicans win 15 12 

Don't know 11 8 
100% 100% 

Number of cases 1799 1139 

Table B -43 

EXPECTED EFFECT OF ELECTION OUTCOME 
ON PERSONAL FINANCES AMONG MEN AND WOMEN 

Men Women 

Better off if Democrats win 25% 20% 

Doesn't make any difference 59 59 

Better off if Republicans win 11 10 

Don't know 5 11 
100% 100% 

Number of cases 532 607 
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Table B-44 
RELATION OF AGE TO EXPECTED EFFECT OF 
ELECTION OUTCOME ON PERSONAL FINANCES 

21-34 35-54 Over 55 

Better off if Democrats win 23% 22% 20% 
Doesn't make any difference 59 58 60 
Better off if Republicans win 9 12 12 
Don't know 9 8 8 

100% 100% 100% 

Number of cases 366 485 281 

Table B-45 
RELATION OF RELIGION TO EXPECTED EFFECT OF 

ELECTION OUTCOME ON PERSONAL FINANCES 

Protestant Catholic Jewish 

Better off if Democrats win 21% 22% 18% 
Doesn't make any difference 59 62 65 
Better off if Republicans win 11 10 15 
Don't know 9 6 2 

100% 100% 100% 
Number of cases 857 217 34 

Table B-46 
RELATION OF RACE TO EXPECTED EFFECT OF 
ELECTION OUTCOME ON PERSONAL FINANCES 

White Negro 

Better off if Democrats win 20% 38% 
Doesn't make any difference 61 37 
Better off if Republicans win 12 4 
Don't know 7 21 

100% 100% 
Number of cases 1022 103 
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Table B-47 
RELATION OF SIZE OF COMMUNITY TO EXPECTED 

EFFECT OF ELECTION OUTCOME ON PERSONAL FINANCES 

Metro Metro City or Open 
centers suburbs town country 

Better off if Democrats 
win 27% 19% 21% 21% 

Doesn't make any 
difference 54 63 60 58 

Better off if Republi
cans win 12 16 10 8 

Don't know 7 2 9 13 
100% 100% 100% 100% 

Number of cases 169 150 601 219 

Table B-48 
RELATION OF EDUCATION TO EXPECTED EFFECT OF 

ELECTION OUTCOME ON PERSONAL FINANCES 

Grade High 
school school College 

Better off if Democrats win 25% 22% 14% 
Doesn't make any difference 53 60 66 
Better off if Republicans win 8 12 16 
Don't know 14 6 4 

100% 100% 100% 
Number of cases 416 517 202 

Table B-49 

R E L A T I O N O F O C C U P A T I O N O F F A M I L Y HEAD T O E X P E C T E D E F F E C T 
O F E L E C T I O N O U T C O M E ON P E R S O N A L F I N A N C E S 

Profess ional , C l e r i c a l , Skilled Unskilled F a r m 
business sales labor labor operators 

Better off If Democrats win 16% H % 25% 29% 27% 
Doesn't make any difference 63 66 5B 52 53 
Better off if Republicans win 14 16 10 7 8 
Don't know 7 4 7 12 11 

100% Tool 100% iff&T 100% 
Number of cases 246 102 337 144 104 
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Table B-50 
RELATION OF LABOR UNION AFFILIATION TO EXPECTED 
EFFECT OF ELECTION OUTCOME ON PERSONAL FINANCES 

Total population Laborers only 
Union Non- Union Non-

member member member m ember 

Better off if Democrats win 30% 18% 31% 22% 
Doesn't make any difference 55 61 54 60 
Better off if Republicans 

win 10 11 10 7 
Don't know 5 10 5 11 

100% 100% 100% 100% 
Number of cases 316 808 240 235 

Table B-51 
RELATION OF INCOME TO EXPECTED EFFECT OF 

ELECTION OUTCOME ON PERSONAL FINANCES 

Under $3000- Over 
$3000 6000 $6000 

Better off If Democrats win 24% 23% 17% 
Doesn't make any difference 55 61 61 
Better off if Republicans win 7 10 18 
Don't know .14 6 4 

100% 100% Too% 
Number of cases 367 489 240 

Table B-52 
ATTITUDES TOWARD U.S. INVOLVEMENT IN WORLD AFFAIRS 

AMONG MEN AND WOMEN 

Men Women 

Too much involved 41% 42% 
Pro-con, depends 2 4 
Not too much involved 51 42 
Other responses 6 12 

100% 100% 
Number of cases 532 607 
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Table B-53 
RELATION OF AGE TO U.S. INVOLVEMENT IN 

WORLD AFFAIRS 

21-34 35-54 Over 55 

Too much involved 41% 39% 49% 
pr o-con, depends 3 3 2 
Not too much involved 48 47 40 
Other responses 8 11 9 

100% 100% 100% 
Number of cases 366 485 281 

Table B-54 

RELATION OF RELIGION TO U.S. INVOLVEMENT IN 
WORLD AFFAIRS 

Protestant Catholic Jewish 

Too much involved 42% 44% 24% 
Pro-con, depends 3 4 3 
Not too much involved 45 44 62 
Other responses 10 8 11 

100% 100% 100% 

Number of caseB 857 217 34 

Table B-55 

RELATION OF RACE TO U-S. INVOLVEMENT IN 
WORLD AFFAIRS 

White Negro 

Too much involved 42% 42% 
Pro-con, depends 3 2 
Not too much involved 47 33 
Other responses 8 23 

100% 100% 
Number of cases 1022 103 
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Table B-56 
RELATION OF SIZE OF COMMUNITY TO U- S. INVOLVEMENT 

IN WORLD AFFAIRS 

Metro Metro City or Open 
centers suburbs town country 

Too much involved 46% 41% 40% 43% 
Pro-con, depends 2 2 2 5 
Not too much involved 41 50 49 39 
Other responses 11 7 9 13 

100% 100% 100% 100% 
Number of cases 169 150 601 219 

Table B-57 
RELATION OF EDUCATION TO U.S. INVOLVEMENT 

IN WORLD AFFAIRS 

Grade 
school 

High 
school College 

Too much involved 45% 45% 27% 
Pro-con, depends 3 3 3 
Not too much involved 36 46 67 
Other responses 16 6 3 

100% 100% 100% 
Number of cases 416 517 202 

Table B-58 

R E L A T I O N O F O C C U P A T I O N O F F A M I L Y H E A D T O U.S . I N V O L V E M E N T 
IN W O R L D A F F A I R S 

Professional , 
business 

C l e r i c a l , 
sales 

Skilled 
labor 

UnskiUed 
labor 

F a r m 
operators 

Too much Involved 33% 28% 47% 47% 38% 

Pro-con , depends 3 -- 2 3 8 

Not too much Involved 56 66 44 36 40 

Other responses 8 6 7 14 14 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Number of c a s e s 246 102 337 144 104 
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Table B-59 

RELATION OF LABOR UNION AFFILIATION TO 
U.S. INVOLVEMENT IN WORLD AFFAIRS 

Total population Laborers only 
Union Non- Union Non-

member member member member 

Too much involved 44% 41% 46% 48% 

Pro-con, depends 4 3 4 1 

Not too much involved 44 47 41 42 

Other responses 8 9 9 9 
100% 100% 100% 100% 

Number of cases 316 808 240 235 

Table B-60 

RELATION OF INCOME TO U.S. INVOLVEMENT 
IN WORLD AFFAIRS 

Under $3000- Over 
$3000 6000 $ 6000 

Too much involved 44% 44% 35% 

Pro-con, depends 4 2 3 

Not too much involved 38 47 57 

Other responses 14 7 5 
100% 100% 100% 

Number of cases 367 489 240 
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Table B-61 

ATTITUDES TOWARD U.S. INVOLVEMENT 
IN WORLD AFFAIRS 

"Some people think that since the end of the last 
world war this country has gone too far in con
cerning itself with problems in other parts of the 
world. How do you feel about this?" 

Response 1948 1952 1954 

Agree with statement 32% 55% 41% 
Pro-con, depends 2 2 3 
Disagree with statement 53 32 46 
Other responses 13 11 10 

100% 100% 100% 

Number of cases 605 1799 1139 

Table B-62 

ATTITUDES TOWARD SOCIAL LEGISLATION 
AMONG MEN AND WOMEN 

Men Women 

Need more social legislation 26% 26% 

Doing about right 46 47 

Need less social legislation 10 8 

Other responses 18 19 
100% 100% 

Number of cases 532 607 
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Table B-63 

RELATION OF AGE TO SOCIAL LEGISLATION 

21-34 35-54 Over 55 

Need more social legislation 29% 25% 27% 
Doing about right 46 49 44 
Need less social legislation 5 11 11 
Other responses 20 15 18 

100% 100% 100% 

Number of cases 366 485 281 

Table B-64 

RELATION OF RELIGION TO SOCIAL LEGISLATION 

Protestant Catholic Jewish 

Need more social legislation 24% 29% 41% 
Doing about right 48 44 41 
Need less social legislation 10 8 
Other responses 18 19 id 

100% 100% 100% 

Number of cases 857 217 34 

Table B-65 

RELATION OF RACE TO SOCIAL LEGISLATION 

White Negro 

Need more social legislation 25% 41% 
Doing about right 47 42 
Need less social legislation 10 1 
Other responses 18 16 

100% 100% 

Number of cases 1022 103 
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Table B-66 
RELATION OF SIZE OF COMMUNITY 

TO SOCIAL LEGISLATION 

Metro Metro City or Open 
centers suburbs town country 

Need more social legis
lation 41% 29% 24% 17% 

Doing about right 40 45 46 54 
Need less social legis

lation 5 11 10 8 
Other responses 14 15 20 21 

100% 100% 100% 100% 
Number of cases 169 150 601 219 

Table B-67 
RELATION OF EDUCATION TO SOCIAL LEGISLATION 

Grade 
school 

High 
school College 

Need more social legislation 26% 30% 18% 
Doing about right 48 47 42 
Need less social legislation 6 8 19 
Other responses 20 15 21 

100% 100% 100% 
Number of cases 416 517 202 

Table B-68 

R E L A T I O N O F O C C U P A T I O N O F F A M I L Y H E A D T O 
S O C I A L L E G I S L A T I O N 

Professional , C l e r i c a l , Skilled Unskilled F a r m 
business sales labor labor operators 

Need m o r e social I eg 1 a la t ion 33% 21% 33% 33% l l % 

Doing about right 42 42 48 44 58 

Need l e s s social legislation 15 17 4 3 13 

Other responses 30 20 15 20 18 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Number of cases 246 102 3S7 144 104 
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Table B-69 

RELATION OF LABOR UNION AFFILIATION 
TO SOCIAL LEGISLATION 

Total population Laborers only 
Union 

member 
Non-

member 
Union 

member 
Non-

member 

Need more social legis
lation 36% 22% 35% 30% 

Doing about right 44 48 46 48 

Need less social 
legislation 4 11 3 4 

Other responses 16 19 16 18 
100% 100% 100% 100% 

Number of cases 316 808 240 235 

Table B--70 

RELATION OF INCOME TO SOCIAL LEGISLATION 

Under 
$3000 

$3000-
6000 

Over 
$6000 

Need more social legislation 27% 27% 23% 

Doing about right 49 48 41 

Need less social legislation 7 8 16 

Other responses 17 17 20 
100% 100% 100% 

Number of cases 367 489 240 
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Table B-71 

ATTITUDES TOWARD SOCIAL LEGISLATION 

"Some people think the national government should do more 
in trying to deal- with such problems as unemployment, 
education, housing, and so on. Others think that the 
government is already doing too much. On the whole 
would you say that what the government is doing is 
about right, too much, or not enough?" 

October 
1952 

October 
1954 

Should do more 18% 26% 

Is doing about right 47 46 

Should do less 16 10 

More in some areas, less 
in others 11 10 

Other responses 8 8 
100% 100% 

Number of cases 1799 1139 

Table B-72 

ATTITUDES TOWARD SENATOR MCCARTHY 
AMONG MEN AND WOMEN 

Men Women Total 

Pro-McCarthy 14% 9% 12% 
Neutral 43 43 43 
Anti-McCarthy 36 38 37 
Other responses 7 10 8 

100% 100% 100% 
Number of cases 532 607 1139 
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Table B - 7 3 
RELATION OF AGE TO ATTITUDE 

TOWARD SENATOR MCCARTHY 

21-34 35-54 Over 55 

Pro-McCarthy 10% 12% 13% 
Neutral 48 42 40 
Anti-McCarthy 35 38 37 
Other responses 7 8 10 

100% 100% 100% 

Number of cases 366 485 281 

Table B - 7 4 

RELATION OF RELIGION TO ATTITUDE 
TOWARD S E N A T O R M C C A R T H Y 

Protestant Catholic Jewish 

Pro-McCarthy 9% 2 1 % 6% 
Neutral 43 48 29 
Anti-McCarthy 39 24 53 
Other responses 9 7 12 

100% 100% 100% 

Number of cases 857 217 34 

Table B - 7 5 

RELATION OF RACE TO ATTITUDE 
TOWARD S E N A T O R M C C A R T H Y 

White Negro 

Pro-McCarthy 12% 4% 
Neutral 42 49 
Anti-McCarthy 39 24 
Other responses 7 23 

100% 100% 

Number of cases 1022 103 
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Table B-76 
RELATION OF SIZE OF COMMUNITY TO ATTITUDE 

TOWARD SENATOR MCCARTHY 

Metro Metro City or Open 
centers suburbs town country 

Pro-McCarthy 15% 14% 11% 8% 
Neutral 36 45 42 50 
Anti-McCarthy 38 36 3d 30 
Other responses 11 5 8 12 

100% 100% 100% 100% 
Number of cases 169 150 601 219 

Table B-77 
RELATION OF EDUCATION TO ATTITUDE TOWARD 

SENATOR MCCARTHY 

Grade 
school 

High 
school College 

Pro-McCarthy 9% 13% 14% 
Neutral 47 43 37 
Anti-McCarthy 29 40 46 
Other responses 15 4 3 

100% 100% 100% 

Number of cases 416 517 202 

Table B-78 

R E L A T I O N OF OCCUPATION OF FAMILY HEAD T O 
A T T I T U D E TOWARD SENATOR M C C A R T H Y 

Professional, Clerical, Skilled Unskilled Farm 
business sales labor tabor operators 

Pro-McCarthy 13% B% 9% 13% 8% 

Neutral 38 42 43 48 57 

Anti-McCarthy 43 43 39 29 25 

Other responses 0 6 9 10 10 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Number of cases 249 102 337 144 104 
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Table B-79 

RELATION OF LABOR UNION AFFILIATION TO 
ATTITUDE TOWARD SENATOR MCCARTHY 

Total population Laborers only 
Union Non- Union Non-

member member member member 

Pro-McCarthy 10% 12% 10% 10% 
Neutral 42 44 44 46 
Anti-McCarthy 43 34 40 31 
Other responses 5 10 6 13 

100% 100% 100% 100% 
Number of cases 316 808 240 235 

Table B-80 

R E L A T I O N O F I N C O M E T O A T T I T U D E T O W A R D 
S E N A T O R M C C A R T H Y 

Under $3000- Over 
$3000 6000 $6000 

Pro-McCarthy 9% 12% 14% 
Neutral 44 44 39 
Anti-McCarthy 31 39 45 
Other responses 16 5 2 

100% 100% 100% 

Number of cases 367 489 240 
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Table B-81 

R E L A T I O N O F P A R T Y IDENTIFICATION TO A T T I T U D E 
TOWARD SENATOR MCCARTHY AMONG 

PROTESTANTS AND C A T H O L I C S 

Protestants Catholica 
SD WD Ind WR SR SD WD Ind WR SR 

Pro-McCarthy n 6% 7% 11% 23% 18% 19% 23% 20% 39% 

Neutral 34 44 47 48 44 47 53 53 48 33 

Anti-McCarthy 55 45 35 33 28 33 21 20 28 23 

Other responses 4 5 11 8 5 2 7 4 4 5 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Number of cases 164 213 173 126 123 51 58 55 25 18 
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