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As has been noted:
Over the last two or three decades a body of knowlédge of certain

types of "status attainment processes" has been built up. We now know a ﬁﬁgﬂéié%“;

great deal about, the 1nf1uence of several factors on one's educational and P“@*ﬂ#%’?r
terfT e } CFgy

occupational aspirations and attalnments, Thase factors include parental

(Cwm’! J&/ﬁ- wi ‘Y?fl;l f‘%"ﬁ' @fﬂéw’fz:

status, measured intelligence, performance in schoolghthe examples set by 1% 78)

a person's 51gn1f1cant others,‘-and the expectatlons they hold for him

(moww éw;@» mwe g*@ 2 b ,eéjw gm%} ; Iﬂ#“” o Hhey v, den. ot
.’ 3 il fs (oM et Sucreesa@H] ) |

e most productlve variables

for explaining status differences have been turned out to be social psychological

statug isomorphs. For educatlonal status a$ta1nment these are educational
his 4 A ﬂé&w&gﬂ

,Bsplratlons of youth and educatlonal expectations of the1§E81gn1f1cant

others. Fo;,oacupatlonal statup'attalnment @ggyuare ool atlonal asPlratlons
B gy

of youth end occupatlonal expectatlons of th61;. f

wsrg‘

:“n only 10—15 percent of the variance in inconme -
yww ¥ 3t '

. ,‘A g ,’a ‘
measure politic influence status is—eurver.zesgarch. There is good %%AJ
. -y
reason to believe that if the techniques could be developed by which to
measure these variables they might well function as efficiently in their

own donains as do the status isomorph variables pertaining to education and

occupation (Haller and Portes, 1973).
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are descrlbed in the present paper.

A.Q._Hedler, instguments were developed hj.adekeh to measure youth'

asplratlons £t anﬂth51r 'significant others" expectatlonssferuthe youth
Thms report Wlll

i

aments,. Figure 1

summarize the reliability and validity ofj+

identifies the four status variables, infcreating those variables which

The Political Aspiration Scale
. '\ .

A. Description of the scale.

The Political Influence Aspiration Scale is a four item scale which

|
%easures youth's aspirations for future politieal influence at loecal, state,
a The four-questions cover two dimensions

nd federal levels of govermment.

Lf asplratlons Whlch are Idealistic, Realistic and Short Term, Long Term.
uwf?@ x@é@rf .
Questlon one adﬁ&eeeeséideallstlc (I) Short Teym (ST) politicel influence

Question two eaddresses Realistic (R), Short Term (ST) political

s*
N
[aspirations.
i Question three addresses Idealistic (I}, Long Term

1nf1uencé aspirations.
Question four addresses Reallstlc (R)

(LT) political influence aspirations.
‘ %MM%W‘LJ”W r"/’/[

Long Term (LT) political influence aspirations. ¢
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The semple consists of 292 members of the Junior class of Chlppewa \

L/i’.ﬂ
i

/ Falls igh SChool.

Bi-ada ek 9ty

bt
Data was collected by the research team in the sprlng

Scorlng of the Scale

Possible scores on each item range from 0-3 with O = no influence

aspirations, 1 = local influence aspirations, 2 = state influence aspirations,
3 = national influence aspirations., The political influence scale is a

ﬂllz‘ﬂw [ F"d’éwf Ii’s ,F£ ‘f,}:st;;@ fa f{é“ﬁbg} A . o / ,EM
Cﬂ of 1976 The semple. is spllt approx;mately -eyenly. across sexh,(j %‘&‘ Feond .

TR



simple summation of the scores on each of the four items.

Table 1/)prewents Tﬁe_distribution of responses to the items on the
- -“Mn-.’-—“‘”""-_—'wn‘w-\ W p , o
Political Aspiration Scale, The first question, that dealing with short

term idealistic influence, reveals that the majority of youth limit their

espirations to the local level, and that nesrly one-third have no political

aspiretions whatsoever. Less than 1Q% of the sample::feels that, in the _
best of all possible worlds, they will exercise state or national influence
' by the time they are twenty-five. |
When these same youth are asked for their realistic short-tefm political
aspirations, the gquestion essentially reduces to a dichotomy. Either a
YOuth intend to participate not at all, or is only confident in his ability |
1o be locelly influential. Not a single respondent expressed the belief

that state or npational influence was a realistic aspiration by age twenty-five.

The pattern of responses to the long-term idealistic question is
markedly different frqm that of the short-term idealiétic guestion. ﬁhile
a quarter of the sample still shows no interest in future political activity,
we now find a sizable prprrtion who believe that they caﬁ conceivably
exert state influence (43.4%), and an apprecisble proportion who ideally
aspire toward being influential nationally (8.5%). When we turn to long-
term realistic, however, we are again left with what is fundamentally a

dicotomy between no participetion at all and participation at a local level

only. We do find that 41.7% of the sample considers state influence %o be
a realistic aspiratibn when they are 45 years of age, but here again not a
iz Ovpects 7

%_single respondent states definitively that heﬁfill'be nationelly influential

at this stage of life.




level, and similarly that level of-aspiratich in terms of long-range goals
this fact, we would predict that X:RST < X RLT and X RIT < X ILT. As We

X RLT and XIsT <X ILT. We see in Figure 2 thet this is also the case.
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Two types of validity evidence is available.'”éhe first is an internsl
evidence of validity. As Haller and Miller {1971) note, "General level of
aspiration theory and research holds that, on the average, level of aspiration

at the idealistic level is higher than level of aspiration at the realistic

is higher than level of aspiration in terms of short-range goals." Given

see in Figure 2 these relations hold. Further, we would expect: X RST <

We take this asA

Scale. The second type of validity evidence that is available is construct

eviggnce of the internsl velidity of the Political Aspiration

validity evidence. Construct validity refers to the process of evaluasting

& construct by empirical tests of predictions concerning its behavior in

relation to that of other variesbles. Several scaleg have been used as

consfruct validity tests for the Poliftical Aspiration Scale. These include

the Goverpment Office Aspiration Scele which was constructed especislly for
this study. The scale questions youths about their desire to hold various

government jobs in the future. The scale is constructed anslogously to

the Occupational Aspiration Scele (see Haller and Miller, 1971). The alpha '

éoefficient for this scale is .622. Also included is a standard 5 item

political efficacy scale with an alpha coefficient of 12, A polltlcal

‘,._fn.,..,....w,.::-.\.,.kr_.‘_ -
wmriin? -y -

interest veriable: with a test/retest stability coefficient o e T T
and a nine item political knowledge scale described in Olson (lgTTﬂ?»wmhemﬁﬂwamw“‘

political knowledge scale has an alpha coefficient of .813.
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If the Politicel Aspiration Scale is & valid'instrument.we would
predict & positive relationship between fhe Politicsel Influence Aspiration
Scale and each of the other measures. Table 2 presents the means, standard
deviations, and zeronorder correlations among these scales. As is
evidenced in Table 2 the prediéted positive_relationships between the
political Aspiration Scale and each of the other above mentioned scales

hold. We take this as evidence supporting the comstruct validity of the

Political Influence Aspiration scale.

. Q Reliability.
Two measures of reliability are available for the Political Influence

Aspiration Scale., The first is the alpha coefficient which meesures the

internal comsistency of the scale. Table 3 presents the new item and

item to total correlations for the Political Influence Aspiration Seale.
The alpha coefficient for the scale is .841. We believe that this shows
the Politicel Aspiration Scale to have high relizability. The second

measure of reliability is the test/fretest coefficient)which measures

stability of the scale across time. The test/retest coefficient for the

politiéal aspiration scale is .328. This low coefficient calls into
gquestion the stebility, thus the reli&bilit¥iof the scale.
E. Conclusion. )

On the basis of these findings we saw that the Political Influence

Aspiration Scale hes adequate face and construct validity. In addition,

- the alpha coefficient is very high showing evidence of the promising

reliebility of the Politicel Influence Aspirations Scale. However, the

stability of ‘the measure is very low. This would lead one to believe that

while at any particulsr measurement application, youth can answer these

questions in an interpretable manner, across time, their answers change.
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That is, their answers have very little stebility, Civen that reliability i+
. f’??“&m‘

1sets an upper limit on validity, the use of this scele on high school: youth/ x4 Py

“ ’ ?’g‘“

is called into question.

IIT. The Income Aspiration Scale K\E%f%ﬁf .

A, Deseription of the Scale.

The Income Aspiration Scale.is a four item scale which measures
students' asPiratidns for futuré family income., The four questions cover
two dimensions of aspirations vhich are Jdealistic (I), Realistie (R), and
Short Term (ST), Long Term (IT). Question one sddresses Idealistie (I)
Short Term (ST) family income aspirations. Question two addresses Realistic
(R) Short Term {ILT) family income aspirati&ns. . Question three addresses
Idealistic (I) Long Term (LT) family income aspirations. And guestion four
addresses Realistie (R) long Term'(LT}‘family income aspirations.

B. Scoring of the Scale.

Possible scores on each item range from 00-50. The scores refer to
income aspirations ranging from $00 to $50 000. The Income Aspiration le
is a simple summstion of the scores on each of the four items./ [Teble L | Uﬂfdtg

presents the interitem and item to totel score.correlations fon the In

. Aspiration Scale.]

C. Validity.

Two types of velidity evidence are aveilable. The first is an internal
evidence of validity. (See note uﬁﬂer validity for Political Influence
Aspirafions Scalei) We would predict that XRST < XRIT end XRLT < XILT.

As we see in Figure 3; these relationsﬁiPSuhold. Fufther, wé would expéct
that XRST < XRLT and XIST < XILT. We see in Figure 3 that this is aiso
thé case. We take this as evidence of the internal wvalidity of the Income

Aspiration Scale,



T

The.second type of validity evidence fhat'is araiiabie'is construct
validity. (See note under Political Influence Aspirstions Seale, vaiidity.)_
Two scales hﬁve 5een used as construct validity tests for the income
aspiration écale° These are first, a House Aspiration Scale. The scale
asks youth to identify the price.of house they would like to own in the
future. It is a four item scale; T@e‘four questions cover two dimensions

of aspirations which are Idealistic, Realistic, and Short Term, Long Term.

‘Question one addressed Idealistic (I), Short Term (ST) house ownership

aspirations. Question two addresses Realistic (R), Short Term (LT) house
oﬁnership aspirations. Questi&nthrﬁeaddressesldealistic_£I),Long Term {LT)
house ownership éspirationé. Question four addresses Realistic (R), Long
Term (LT) house ownership asPirations.‘ Possible scorés on each item raﬁge
from 01-15 wiﬁh 01 = 10,000 to 15 = 100,000. The House Aspiration Scale
is a simple summation of the scoreé.on each of the four items. The alipha
coefficient for the scale is .836.

The second sqﬁle is the Car Aspirétion Scale which asks youths to
identify the type of car they would 1ikento own in the future. It is a
four-item sc&le; The four questions cover two dimensions éf aspirations
which are idealistic, Realistic, and Short Term, Long Term. Question one
sddresses Idealistic (I), Short Term (ST) car ovnership aspirations.
Question two addresses Realistic (R), Short Term (8T) car ownership

aspirations. Question three addresses Ideslistic (I) Long Term (IT) car

ownership aspirations. Question four addresses Realistic (R}, Long Term

(LT} car ownership aspirations. Possible scores on the items range from
1-3 with 1 = economy car, 2 = mid-sized car, 3 = luxury car. The Car
Aspirstion Scale is a simple summation of the four items. The alpha coefficient

for the Cer Aspiration Scale is .36k,
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coefficient calls into question the stability, thus the reliability of the

8-

If the Income Aspiration Scale is a valid measure we would predict

‘8 positive relationship between the Income Aspiration Scale and the Car

and House Aspiration Scales. Table 4 presents the means, standerd

deviations, end the zero-order correlatiqns anong these scales. We note

‘in Table L that there are positive but small relationships between the
Income Aspirations measure and the other two aspirstion measures. The
" evidence for or sgainst the Income Asﬁiration Scale, however, must take

into account the unrelisbility of the Car Measure as evidenced by its

elpha coefficient. Overall we would héld that the relationship between the
Income Aspiration Scale and the House and Car Aspiration Scales provided some
evidence for the construct validity of-the Income Aspiration Scale.

D. Relisbility. |

Two measures.of the reliability are availeble for the Income Aspiration
Scale. The first is the alpha coefficient which measures the internal

consistency of the scale. Table 5 presents the Inter-Item snd Item to total

/<_‘.

correlations for the Income Aspiration Scale. The alpha coefficient for the
scale is .847. We believe that this shows the Income Aspirations Scale to

have high relisbility. The second measure of reliability is the test/retest

coefficient which measures stability of the scale across time. The test

‘ L fﬁﬁﬁv&&ﬂ
retest coefficient for the Income Aspiration Scale is .237., This low 2

it
'Ew ’U-V‘;“w'\

scale.

E, Conclusicn.

On the basis of these findings we can sa& that the Income Aspiration
Scale has adequate face validity and somewhat iess adequate construet validity.

In addition, the alphs coefficient is very high showing evidence of the
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promising religbility of_the Incomé Aspiration Scale. However, therstability
of the measure is very low. This ﬁoﬁld lead one to believe that while at

any particular measurement.&pplicaiion, youth can answer these questions

in ﬁﬁ interpreteble menner, across time, tﬁeir answers chaﬁge.r-That is,
their aﬁswers have very little stebility.  Given that reliabilit& sets an
upper limit on velidity, the ussge of this scale én high school youth is

celled into question.

IV. Bignificant Other FEliecitor: Political and Income Forms

_ Ao Concurrent with the administration of the Income and Political
Influence Aspiration Scales, the 292 youth were asked_tg-identify the names 
of those people who had aided them:uin the formstion of their political and
 income aspirations. Figure L illuétrates the framework by which the
-Bignificant Other Elicitor, Politicel Form was develoﬁed. The Significant
Other Elicitor, Income Form was developed in an énalogous fashion.

For each individual listed the yéuth was asked to identify the following:

Name Address Phone No. Relationship to Youth

B. Semple

'~vﬁf—F£e-analysis of Significant Other's

'expectations was limited to a sample of 59 randomly selected youth of which
56 finally presented ussble data. For each of these 56 youth a maximum of
three individuals were contacted._ These significant others were asked sbout
their expectations for the focal youth@;future‘income and political statuses.

All Bignificant Others identified were considered 'to be both politicel
and income significant others, regardless of whether or not they were

:gxplicitly named as such by the youth. Therefore, in meny cases individuals.

were used &s significent others for a giveﬁ respondent whether or nbt_the
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- youth nemed that individual as a significant other for a particular status

) . area. This conceivably represents a considersble problem, but the restricted

- =4 sample - necessitated this procedure.

V. The Politicel Expectation: Scale

A. Description of the Scale.

The Politicel Expectation Scale was designed to ﬁe isomorphic with the
previously described Politieal Aspiration Scale, with the'only difference
being that S0's are here asked to specify their political expectations for
the youths who have némed them as their SO'S; The scoring too is similar,
except that the aversge of any given.youfh's 80's expectations was used to
correct for the faét that not allryouthé have the same number of SO's.

Table 6 presents the distribution of responses to the items on the
Political Expectations Scale. Comparing these wifh Table 1, we find that,
in general, Significanf Others tend to expect more from youth than the youth
do from themselves. 8S0's sare both_leés likely than youths %o state that a
youth will exerpise no: influence at all, and more iikely to state that the
youth will be influential at higher levels. Whether the apparent optimism
and encoursgement of the SO's or the apparent skepticism and disinterest
“of the youth's is more realistic is . of course an empirical guestion, yet
these tables do seem to indicate that exﬁectamions seem t0 be higher than
aspirations.

B. Relisbility of Individual Significant Other Political Scales.

Table 7 consists of 18 unique correlation matrices._ The coding schemes
found along the rows and columns consists of three numbers. The first pertains
to time, with "1" corresponding to the initial testing instrument and "2"

corresponding to the retest. The second number indibates whether we are

S

R

dealing with the first, second, or third S0. The third number refers to
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one of four questionnaire items. Thus, each of the top three matrices
along the main diagonal contains.inter-item correlations for a given 80
at Time 1, vhile the bottom three matrices present this information for
the retest. The three matrices denoted with the bold lines present test-
retest inter-item correlations, holding constant therdesignation of the
S0, Thus, these three matrices contain estimates of stability. The -

cells denoted by colored lines p;esen% intra-class correlations smong SO

expectations at Time 1 (green) and Time 2 {red). The remsining six

natrices contain correlations thet are cross-timecand cross~80, and are
somewhat less substantively interpretsble.

In interpreting the table, it is important to note that since not

all youths have the same mumber of sigpificant others, S01>802>303. Thus,

we would expect the estimates in the first cell along the msgin diagonal

%o be more relisble than those in the second cell, which would in twurn

be more reliable than those in the third meatrix, with & similar pattern

" holding for the bottom three matrices. The same reasoning can be applied

elsewhere in the table.
The mein diagonal of matrices in Table T would seem to indicate

extremely good inter-item correlastions for Significant Others Political

Expectations, as these numbers range anywhere from .56 to .86. We believe

that these numbers are indicative of:the validity of the scale.

Our estimates of test-retest inter-item correletions are less encouraging.
While eight of these twelve correlations are in the range of .46 to .79,
which would seem to be accéptable, we also obtain four estimates below .40,
inciuding one as low as .11. These results again sqggest the exercise of

caution in using the Political Expectations Seale.
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For the most part; our estimetes of intra—class correlations are
fairly distressing. We find that individualé named'as significant others
bylthe youths sre in little agreement among themselves as to the youth's
?olitical prbmise, Well over half of the entries in these gix cells are’

negetive, and even the lergest estimates indicete little consensus smong E

significant others expectations. Basically, we find a vast difference in

what designated significant others expect from youth.

C. Religbility and Validity of Total Significant Other Political
Expectation Scale.

Figure 5, analogous to Figure 2, displays a pattern of means which
- points to the internal'validity of the scale. All predicated relations
hold.

Table 8 presents the Inter-item and item to total correlations for

the Political Expectation Scale. The Alphe coefficient for the Political
Expectation Scale is .993, and the test-retest is .95k. We believe that
this indicates & reliable scale.

' D. Correlation of Politicsl Aspirations and Political Ixpectations.

Teble 9 shows the correlations of the Political Aspiration questions

with the corresponding Political Expectation questions. Since the entries
elong the main diagonal represent the correlations of similar concepts
- asked of the youths and their S0's (for éxamﬁle, short term idealistic),
we might expect these correlationslto be the highest in the table. We do
not, however, find this to be the case, and in fact the correlation between
the two scales overall is only .13.

The only resal apparent péttern in the table .is the relatively large

'_ size of the correlations in Row 2, those pertaining to realistic, short-

term political aspirations. This item might, prima facie, be considered



- reliable. Unfortunately, we are here unable to assess the construct
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the most reliable, or at least the most believeble, of these eight questions,
but even these correlations are modest.

While these results may call into question the validity of these two
scales, they may also be accurately reflecting the reel world. High
school youths may easily have extremely unclear and not fully crystallized
conceptions of their future places in thé political realm. Perhaps most
have seldom if ever even considgred these issues. Further, it is possible
that the significant others do not find their conceptions of youth's
political potential to be particularly salient to their lives. Finally,
even if the "true" correlation between aspirations and expectations is much
higher than the observed correlation of .13, aﬁy errors in the.elicitation
and identification of significant others could serve to sttenuate the

observed correlation.

®. Conclusion. _ ) éméﬁ

In sum; the Political Expectations Scale seems to be both valid and

the appropriate velidating constructs are not available. We thus base’
our assessment of the scale on the alpha coefficient, a test-retest

coefficient; and the information contained in Figure 5.

VI. The Income Expectation Scale

A. Description of the Scale.

Agein; this scale is analogbus to the Income Aspiration Scale, except

that it is asked of a different kind of respondent.
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B. Religbility of Individual Significant Others Income Expectations.

Table 10 contains data on Significant Others Income Expectations, gnd
is constructed in the seme way as Table T. In general, the entries along
the main diagonal of matrices represent satisfactory inter-item correlations.
The large size of the entries in the final cell mey be & bit puzzling,
but it should be remenbered that these_éstimaies sre based on a very limited
semple size (n=22).

The estimates of ‘best-retest inter-item correlations are also quite
good. Following the main diagonal of the appropriate three matrices
(since the off-diagonsl entries are cross-item, cross-time, and.not as
substantively interesting or infqrmative), we observe stebility estimates
which aversge (unweighted by number of significant others) about .57.

While not overvhelming, thié does indicate that significant others answer
fairly consistently across time. |

Finally, we turn to our estimﬁtes of intra-class correlatiocns. Here

we Tind considerable diversity within any given ¢ell, and are hardpressed

to discern any clear patterns. ’ ﬁﬁémf e ?q”fﬁh4%¥}f

_-—»-—-“-—‘”—_’M

r“MIn sum, these tables present a great desl of numerical information, o

.fand we cannot comment on it in great depth at this time. What is interesting

H

in the tasble depends largely on what the resder wishes to discover, as the

7

%

-

table is designed to address a number of substantive and methodologlcal ﬂwﬂ’///

mmﬁumm. o ——

e —
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C. Reliability snd Validity of Total Slgniflcant Others Income
Expecations Scale.

Figure 6 once again indicates a predicteble and consistent pattern of

- means for realistic_and idealistic short term and long term expectations.

R ah



80's. In fact, 19 of the 25 correlations in the table are negative, again
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Teble 11 presents the Inter-item and Item to total correlations for

”the Total Significant Other Income Expectation Scale. Thé Alphe coefficient

for the scele is .88Y4, and the test-retest is .699. We interpret those as
being extremely promising.

D. Correlations Between Income Aspirstions and Income Expectations.

With very few exceptions, Table 12 consists of entries which are
virtuaelly indistinguishable from zer;. .Both the cross-respondent inter-
item correlaticns and the total fto total correlation suggest to us that
their is little apparent correspondence between the ecopomic success that

a youth hopes to attain and the economic success expected from him by his

. v f e
raising some skepticism regarding the validity of cur scales. : ﬁ%&,i&r
Here again, though, as in the case of political aspirations and - gbhg
expectations, we would suggest that neither youth nor significant others}ﬁm, Cﬁﬁ
[ — - S % W
%

necessarily have well crystallized attitudes regarding future earnings

i

potential.” We would argue that the observed correlation'oﬁao.06 may

reflect the true state of affeirs at the time of measurement, but that this

correlation may easily incfeaserover time,

E. Conclusion.

As in the case of the Politicel Aspiration Scale, we can pefform no
tests of cénstruct validity,_but on the basis of the evidence gt hand, we
conclude that the Income Aspiration Scale is an apparently valid and

relisble instrument.

VII. Regression Analysis

A. Introduction.

Inithis section we present the results of a regression analysis designed

to assess the determinants of income and political aspirations and expectations.

TEET



VARIABLES
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The results presented here should be considered both tentative and
explorstory. First of all, we are dealing with only 56 cases, which limits
both the number of independent variables we may employ in any given

equation, and the confidence we may put in any of our estimates. Further,

as noted gbove, the relisbility of many of our varisbles is less thgn
optimal , ‘and this too tempers our confidence in the estimates we report.
We thus considér this section to be ﬁgth a check on the validity of our
instruments and concepts and an analysis of substantive questions.

Bf Politiesl.

The varisbles to be used in this section are described as follows.

High School Grade Point Average (GPA)

This is the school reported average of the students course work.

Sex (SEX)

This is coded "1" for females and "0" for males.

College Plans {COLPLAN)

- This is coded as & dumy varisble, with students planning on sttending
post-secondary institutions awarding transferable credits feceiving a "1
and ail others, inciuding those planniﬁg on attending vocational schools,
receiving a "0".

Residence (RESID)

Students living in rural areas, i.e., on & farm, were assigned a "1".
A1l others were given a "O".

Political Interest (POLINT)

This is a single item indicator which assesses the respondent's
interest in political affeirs. Possible scores on the item range from 1

to k.

BN -
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Political Knowledge (TPOLX)
| This measufe was developed by project personnel and Olson (1977),
end is intended to measure the person's sbility to identify offices in
the current political structure. It consists of & mine-item scale |
contelining questions sbout all .three branches of govermment (legislative,
executive, and judicial):asked concerniné all three levels of govermment
(local, state, and federsl). In eachﬁquestion, we asked respondents to
identify the office with the most authority in that perticular branch of
government at a particular govermmental levelé As sn example of this .
type of question, we asked:

Which of these offices has the most authority in legislatife

matters on the federal level? Would it be U.S. Senator, U.S.
Secretary of Defense, or Attorney General?

Totel scores on the scale range from 0 to 9, with high values
indicating a greater number of correct answers.

Sense of Political Efficacy (POLEFF)

This is a five-itenm, scele with possible scores ranging

-from 0 to 5. High values correspond to & high sense of person effectiveness

in :egards_to politics. For an extensive review of the concept of political
efficacy, see Prewitt, 1968,7pp. 225-228,

Teble 13 presents the means, standard deviations, and zero-order
correlations of the above veriables.

Table 14 presents the results of equations in which the dependent
variable is Total Significant Others Politicel Expectation. The first

equation shows a highly significant effect of Total S0 Political Status

- on expectations, which is only slightly dampened when Total Political

~ Aspirations and Political Interest are added to the equation. Surprisingly,

aspiretions have virtually no effect on expectations, and interest is of

only marginal importance.
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The reader familar with the Significant Other literature will,: of

course, wonder why we here regressed expectations on aspirations, when

most theory suggests that the direction of causstion proceeds in the

other direction. We specified our eguations in this manner in order to
determine how an SO develops his expectastions. That is, we were interested -
in knowing whether these expectations were derived more from the character-
isties of the youth or of the 50. Fo} these particular equations (that
is, those in which aspirations are considered exogenous to expectations),
therefore, aspirations may perheps better be thought of as a proxy for
the youth's presentation of his political potentisl then as his actual
level of aspirations.

We intefpret the above aspect aS'indicéting that fhe expectations
that an 80 has for a youth are conditioned mainly by the S0's own status,
and much less by measured characteristics of the youth. Mb:e successful
SO‘S-seem to expect more political success from youth, whether or not
the youth expect it froﬁ themselves. | | |

| Fquation 14 indicates that while S0's expect much more from boys than

they do ffam girls, the effect qf sex only slightly attenuates the direct
effect of the status of the S0. The next equation shows that even though
girls have lower political aspirations than do boys, the addition of the
aspirstion varishble adds nothing to the predictive power of the model, .
and does not appreciably affect the estimated effects of those variables
élreadylin the equation.

The next several equations basicallyratﬁeméts to meke the main TSPS

effect "go away." The results show that such characteristics as grade

- point gverage, farm residence, and educational plans sll contribute
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glgnificantly to SO expectations, yet in no case are any of these variebles

more importent than the direct effect of the political stetus of the SO.

It is somewhat striking that after controlling for the effects of
TSPS, farm residence has a substantial.effect on expectations. Whether
this is an idiosycracy of the present sample (see above discussiﬁn of the
rationale for the samplé selection)}, or a genuine effect of rural origin
is unclear, but the finding is qﬁgges%ive.

In Teble 15 we try to explain how a*ynﬁih's_political aspirations are
determined. Possibly the most interesting comparison is between equations

1 and 3. The first equation basically shows that being male increases

~ one's political aspirations, but that being bright or coming from a farm

background have little effect. Egquation 3 indicates that neifher sense.§f
political efficacy, political interest, sr political knowledge does much

to incresse one's aspirations. While the presencé of unreliability in the
measurement of some of those variables'means thét théir effects are being

underestimated to some degree, it should be noted that none of these

variables even approach statistical, let alone substantive, significance.

The final equation certainly contains entirely too many variables and

must be interpreted very cautiously, but it does suggest that equations 1

and 3 were subject to various suppressor effects, since seversl of these

yariables now attain statistieal significance. We will thus offer these
varigbles as potentially important if and when larger samples hecome |
available. o

C: Inconme.

We pald somewhat less atténtion to the'incoﬁe variables in our

analysis, but Table 16 indicates, not surprisingly, that SO's expect the
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..grea.test economic success to be achieved by bright boys. Ta.blé 17 suggests

that a youth's income aspii-ations are more closely'related to his edubational

. aspirations than to his.p‘ther measured traits, and that here too theré is

virtually no relationship between a.;s.pirétions and expectations, While the
insignificant effect of sex is striking, this is very probably a result of 417 f UVN

R

the fact that income asplratlons refer 1:0 family rather then personal h"ﬁ

incom . | /%ﬁ/ [‘W j:%){g‘j /
D. Coneclusion. Vh N _ p)/wzf/lg @ é’bgﬂ\;ﬁf i, jaﬂf‘

i
In summary, we are most struck by the robust and persistent relationship gfy PVJ
I &

L

between the political status of an SO and his political expectations for

8 youth. As previously mentioned, we wouid argue that expectations are E}ﬁwﬁk ’Mz é}i

more a function of the chaité.ctéristics of the SO than these of the youth. g4 ’?7; gf‘fi

Whether or not this pattern alsc holds for income has not yet been detemlnedm?fff;i{j ief'?
We also find that continual negative effects of sex (i.e., the dis- w |

advantaeges associated with being feﬁalé) to be of interest. Our results i

show that while girls display higher measured achievement in high schocl /

than do boys (rgi)a.;o Sex=._,h02), girls both expect less from themselves—both |

politically and economically—and alsc find others to expect less from_‘

them. While these lowered aspirations and expectations may'in faet be / '

realistic responses to extant political and economic structural conditionms,
we might suggést that these are not terribly encouraging results for those

interested in more egalitarien access to these spheres.

VIII. Summary

The preceeding paper has identified a problem in the stratification
literature, and has described a project designed to assess this problem.

Included in the discussion were methods of dsta collection, sample deScriﬁti 1,

J BP Ry /
\\r Ol fw? Y ﬁ@\ 2 /
S AN Vo

"t
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- operationalization of varisbles, measurement issues of validity and

reliability, and & multiveriate snalysis of the data.
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FIGURE 1

Mvg Ho Nodle = Pois

2 Status Attainment Model fOﬁﬂFﬁﬁ? Status Variables a,b
E?“ L . i
Eg@é (Ejgntflcant Otherékméﬁ Egga. : Bof
o | .
Status Jéé; _ Mean Status Status Status
Content tus | Expectation Levels [ Aspiration [ Attainment
s A : i
Variables g}els for Egos Level Level
L_C:pcupatuona ay
Prestlgegh@veh> Zf/-ff
X X - )ﬁf
X X

&

bCeils with X's refer to variables dealt

3Table adapted from Haller and Portes 1973, p. 78

with in present paper.




FIGURE 2
Internal Validity of Political Aspiration Scale

N=292
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FIGURE 3
Internal Validity of Income Aspiration Scale
N=292
X RST < X IST
15.028  19.8962
X RLT < X ILT
21.821  28.007
X RST < X RLT
15.028  21.821
“ X IST < X ILT
19.896  28.007




FIGURE &

Framework of the Significant Other Elicitor Political Form

There are four pages on each $.0. questionnaire.
elicit a slightly different type of influence:

DEFINERS

Each one of these pages tries to

MODELS

EXAMPLE QUESTION:

Who have you talked to about how
you could do some good by work- .

ing with public officials?

Focus is an someone who the
student actually tatked to
about his role in the political
reaim.

EXAMPLE QUESTION:

Who do you know who provides an
example of the good you might do
when working with public
officials?

‘The focus is on someone who the

student uses as a model for him-
self. Feeling elicited should be:
"I'd 1ike to be like that person
some day!"' '

'EXAMPLE QUESTION:

Who have you talked to about the
good that public officials can
do for people?

Focus is on someone whom the
student has actually talked to
about what people can do for
others when they are public
officials.

EXAMPLE QUESTION:

Who by their example (as public
officials past or present) have
given you an idea about the good
that public officials can do for.
people? .

The focus is on someone who the
student uses as a model of what
a public office holder should be

" like.

' in addition, on each page there are four filter questions; by this we mean that

" people think about (for example) political influence in many ways.

We belfeved

in this instance that there were at least four ways that the student might

think about political influence,

They were:

1} the ability to do good for

others as a result of political influence; 2) the way that political influence
might help you get ahead, e.g. Who have you talked to about how you might get

ahead by becoming active in politics?;

3) the lawmaking function of political

Influence, e.g. Who have you talked to about how you could have a say about

the kinds of laws that are passed?;

4) the type of life that public officials

lead, e.g. Who do you know that provides an examp}e of the kind of life you
might Tead as a public official? '

Obviously, there may be other ways of thinking about political influence, these
are the ones that we have used.

There are four thtngs that we are trying to find out about people.

identifies No. 3.
Their actual attainment levels (phase one) What do adults actually do?
Students aspirations for the future (phase two) What do kids want in

O
SELF
OBJECT
£
I L
2.
W, 3.
4,

the future?

This form

Students significant others {phase 2) Who has helped them decide what

they want in the future?

Significant others expectations {phase three} What do these people
actually expect the student will do in the future?




FIGURE 5

Internal Validity of Political Expectation Scale

(N=33)
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FIGURE 6

Internal Validity of Income Expectation Scale

(N=22)
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TABLE 1
Questions and Distribution of Responses for Political Aspiration Scale

Ql. Suppose things work out so that you could be as influencial as you have ever
hoped to be. Which is the highest of these levels of government at which
you might succeed in getting elective officials to take action you think
s important, by the time you are 25 years old.

N %
120 41.1 0. None of the above
90 30.6 .1. City or county
57 19.5 2. State
23 7.9 3. National
2 .7 9. Not ascertained
232 . 100.0
Q2. Suppose things work out so that you are not very influencial. Which is

the lowest of these levels at which you are sure you could succeed in
getting elective officiais to take action you think is important by the
time you are 25 years old. :

N %
184  63.0 0. None of the above
97 33.2 1. City or county
5 1.7 2. State
L 1.4 3. National
-2 .7 9. Not ascertained

292 100.0

Q3. Suppose things work out so you could be as influential as you have ever
hoped to be. Which is the highest of these levels of government at which
you might succeed in getting elective officials to take action you think
is important, by the time you are 45 years old.

M %
86 29.5 0. None of the above
55 18.8 1. City or county
79 27.1 2. State
71 24,3 3. National
] .3 9. Not ascertained

s

292 100.0



TABLE 1, Continued

LR Qb4. Suppose things work out so that you are not very influential. Which is the
lowest of these levels at which you are sure you could succeed in getting
elective officials to take action you think is lmportant by the time

you are 45 years old.

N

%
143 51.0 0. None of the above
.98  33.6 1. City or county
38 13.0 2. State
6 2.1 3. National
1 .3 9. Not ascertained

292 100.0




TABLE 2

Correlations of Political Influence Aspiration
Scale and Other Selected Scales

o N=2923 R
kf//h rébﬁ%\\ . FOL RSP FINT  GTASP POL EFF  PKNOW ;
[ 3.472 2.954 5POL ASP. 1.0 . | |
2.700. .939§ PINT . .217 1.0 x/{
17.096 8.7295 GTASP  .312  .090 1.0 %
2.320 1.314% POL EFF  .206  .288 - .015 1.0

\ 4601 z.334§ PKNOW .300 .353  .187  .276 1.0
\"'H--. . .f’f . :

e L o

- 3pol Agb = Total Political Aspirations; PINT = Political Interest;
GTASP = Total Government 0ffice Occupational Aspirations; POL EFF =
Total Political Efficacy; PKNOW = Total Political Knowledge. '
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TABLE 3

Inter-item and Item To Total Correlations
for the Political Influence Aspiration Scaled

N=292°
M D " POLASP1 POLASP2 POLASP3 POLASP4 TPOLASP
. s B B Ay 3 L
9414 .963 POLASPIIT .0 %32 7L YR
4103 .600 POLASP2 ¢f .533 1.0 H71 s
1.4639 1.154 POLASP3 Il-szb 472 1.0 6Ll

.6538  .782 POLASP4 @c .543 _..598-..

S ey

TPOLASP Qé%i) - .720

\

Alpha Coefficient = .8A41.

4pal ASP | = Political Aspirations Question 1 (ideallstic, Short Term)};

POL ASP 2 = Political Aspirations Question 2 (Realistic, Short Term);
POL ASP 3 = Political Aspirations Question 3 (ldealistic, Long Term);
POL ASP 4 = Political Aspirations Question 4 (Realistic, Long Term);

TPOL ASP = Total Political Aspirations.

;
s
St



TABLE L
Correlation Matrix for Income A5pirétTon Scale
and Other Selected Scales®
Mo sD  TINC ASP THOUSE TCAR
84.723 32.324 TINC ASP 1.0
17.096  8.729 THOUSE . .277 . 1.0
7.369 1.396 TCAR - .189 .298 1.0

ATINC ASP = Total Income Aspirations; THOUSE = Total House Aspirations;
TCAR = Total Car Aspirations.

|
3 gt b
U}Uy{, S }\/'?w /L? . ;
, ) "V'iﬂ"‘/ { . é{’f (i/?
Iﬁ ’}f vff v ; 534--:""'/’ g

L LT
H /:/5. ’




M SD

19.8962 §.115

15.0276  7.570
28.0065 11.592

21.8213 10.324

64,7228 32.324

Alpha = .847 _

R test/retest =

TABLE 5
Inter-item and ltem to Total Correlations

for the Income Aspiration Scale
N=292°

INC ASP1 INC ASP2 IWC ASP3 INC ASP4 TINC ASP

: e oS NSRS -3 g gl
INC ASPIZ{ 1.0 A T
ch'ASP2KCK\75o_'-~j;o BECLY S
IMC ASP3 IF :Z{§ .498 l.o'f#“,wf-§6§>
1NC ASPE RS 513 578 <§iéfﬁwﬂ- 1.0

TINC ASP .836 _ .820 .878 .867 1.0

-237

3INC ASP 1 = Income Aspirations Question 1 (ldealistic, Short Term); INC ASP 2 =
Income AspirationsQuestion 2 (Realistic, Short Term}; INC ASP 3 = Income
AspirationsQuestion 3 {ldealistic, Long Term); INC ASP 4 = Income Aspirations

Question .4 {Reélistjc,@tongsTerm); TINC ASP = Total Income Aspirations.

(ol



Q5.

Q6.

TABLE 6

Questions and Distributions of Responses for
Significant Other PoliticaI Expectations'

Suppose thing worked out so that {he/she) could be as influential as
{he/she) ever hoped to be. By the time (he/she) is 25 years old, what
is the highest level of government at which (he/she} might get elected
officials to take some action (he/she) thinks is important.

N F4
- ko 32.9 0. None at all (Code 8 in col. 29)
63 2.3 1. City or county :
26 17.4 2. State
3 2.0 "3, National
7 5.7 7. No idea
1 .7 8. Inap, no to A
_0 .0 9. Not ascertained
T4  100.0

Suppose things work out so (he/she) is not very influential by the age of
25, What is the lowest level of government at which you are sure (he/she)
can get elected officials to take some action (he/she) thinks is
|mportant

N %
13 8.7 0. None at all
73 43.0 1. ity or county
2 1.3 2, State
- Q .0 3. National
7. No idea

- 10 6.7
- 50 33.6 8. Inap, no to A, none to Q5
1 7 9. Not ascertained

149 100.0

Suppose things worked out so that (he/she) could be as influential as
(he/she} ever hoped to be. By age 45, what is the highest level of
government at which (he/she) might get elected officials to take some
action (he/she) thinks is important.

N %
39 26.2 0. None (Code 8 in coi. 31)
30 20.1 1. City or county
i 29.5 2. State
24 17.4 3. National
8 5.4 7. No idea
! .7 8. Inap, no to A
1 o7 9. Not ascertained
" 149 100.0



TABLE 6, Continued

Suppose things work out so that (he/she) is not very influential. B8y
the age of 45, what is the lowest level of government at which you

are sure (he/she) can get elected officials to take some action (he/she)
thinks is important. C

N .
3 5.4 0. None at all
75 49.7 1. City or county
15 10.1 2. State
3 2.0 3. National
8 5.4 7. No idea :
40 26.8 8. Inap, no to A, none to Q6
1 .7 9. Not ascertained
149 1060.0

e e—




;@- ' Political influence Expectation

item (Q) X Item, Time;

Time 1XX-2XX Times 1 & 2

TABLE 7

Level§ for Youths; Significant Others {s0) X Significant Others,
(T} X Timeyp Correlations for Each. Youth's First Three S0's

Digit 1 =
Bigit 2 = SO XIX-X3X SOs 1, 2 & 3
Digit 3 = Q XX1-XX& Questions 1, 2, 3 & 4
] 2 2 2 2 2 2 2. .2 3 2 2
1 i1 1 2 2 2 -2 3 3 3 3
) 2 3 4 1 2 3 h 1 2 3 4
~ 1 q_;—l 32 36 30F 23 -11 32 -05 | 26 07 21 -03
nz2 g 77 35 4 a1 | 15-15 10 -1& |33 16 30 -02
n3f 73 49 46 46 f-15 -28 ~15 -34 | 15 -04 09 -13
(REN B 4] 40 47 §-25 -37 -25 =42 | 16 01 OQu -0
e T TSR
121 | -08 -19 -16 -15 } 55 50 63 63 § 33 39 22 29
122} -07 -22 -33 -32 § 49 65 54 654 33 42 35 48
1231 N -22 =16 -19 § 56 48 77 67 F 34 26 20 16
126 oa -24 -22 -32 46 60 66 71| 38 28 27 21
];-IL : =14 =32 -27 =29 -14 -19 =23 § 29 03 52 16§
th{~30 <04 -31 -20 75 -- 63 66 [-12 ~30 -35 -h2 |-40 -20 -38 -28 f 22 11 39 19
Pl B 15 11 20 [ 78 ok -- 8 g-13 -23 -23 =16 |-19 =03 -11 -08 k57 39 79 47
17| 06 20 o7 16 f76 66 81 -- J-26 37 -36 =32 [~14 05 -16 -06 § 55 4E 66 59
B2 -29 24 -33 -26.[-12 -12 ~13 -26 §-- 68 F4 5538 01 -06 =11 -22 [-04 ~0b -09 =23
410 -19 -22 -22 -24 [-14 =30 -23 =37 J 65 -- 66 76 }-09 07 01 -08 | 05 -02 -05 -i3
4oy -16 -33 ~16 -22 [-32 -35 -23 -38 §F 74 66 -~ 62 3-17 -25 04 -19 | 02 -04 =07 -32
478 -15 -32 =19 ~32 |27 -42 -16 -32 I 55 76 62 --F-19 -19 -05 -23 | 06 -03 06 -17
’ S }
221| 23 15-15-2598 55 49 56 .46 f-29 -40 -19 -14 } 01 ~09 =17 -15 § -- 57 70 57} o1 01 -02 -0
222) =11 ~15 =25 -37 ] 50 €5 46 60 -14 -20 -03 05 |-06 07 -25 -19 R 57 -- 57 S0} 31 38 22 32
; 223 12 10 ~15 -25 8 63 54 77 66 |-19 -38 -11 -16 |-10 01 o4 -05 §70 57 — 73} 15 o5 11 -06
B 224 -05 ~14 =34 -42 § 63 J2§7 67 71 1-23 -28 -08 -06 {-22 -08 -19 =23 [57. 80 76 ~-4 13 21 &3 21
231} 238 33 15 1611 33 33 34 -0k 02 06<F o1 31 13 i? I -~ 82 79 71l
2321 07 16 -04 01| 39 42 26 -04 -03 | 01 38 o4 21 §82 -- 40 84f
2331 21 30 99 08| 22 35 20 -07 06 {-02 22 11 09 §79 60 ~-- 67
234( -03 -02 -13 -04 | 29 48 Ib -32 17 |-01" 32 ~06 21 71 4 67 --




TABLE 8

, ot
' Inter-item Correlations for Political Expectation Scale ﬁ?ﬁ
R N=3 3 1’
' | Handt= ¥
Pt 0
TSOQIP TSOQ2P TSOQ3P TSOQ4P TSOPEX | o
TSOQIP 1.0 ‘ | _ ' kY /o
TS0Q2P  .655 1.0 N ' _ -
Tsou3r  .851  .661 1.0 |

TS0Q4p .665 - .679 .790 1.0

TSOPEX  .906  .798  .955  .835 1.0

R test retest = .754

aTSOQIP = Total Significant Other's Political Expectatlions for Question 1
(1dealistic, Short Term); TSOQ2P = Total Significant Other's Political
Expectations for Question 2 (Realistic, Short Term); TSO0Q3P = Total
Significant Other's Political Expectations for Question 3 (ldealistic,
o Long Term); TSOQ4P = Total Significant Other's Political Expectations
AN for Question 4 (Realistic, Long Term); TSOPEX = Total Significant Other's
- Political Expectations {(Ql + Q2 + Q3 + Q4).

.
F
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TABLE 9

Correlations of Youth'’s Political Aspirations

With Significant Others' Political Expectations®

TOTAL

POL EXP] POL EXP2 POL EXP3 POL EXP4 POL E£XP
POL ASP1 .04 20 .10 -.01 15
POL ASP2 2739 .39 .27 &2
POL ASP3 .13 .03 -.08  -.26 - -.09
POL ASP4 .05 .07 a8 -2 A5

~ TOTAL POL ASP .03 17 A3 -.06 13

JpoL EXPI = Total Significant Others Political Expectations for
Question ! {ldealistic, Short Term); POL EXP2 = Total Significant

 Others Political Expectations for Question 2 (Realistic, Short

Term}; POL EXP3 = Total Significant Other's Political Expectations
for Question 3 {ldealistic, Lonrg Term); POL EXP4 = Total Significant
Other's Political Expectations for Question 4 (Realistic, Short :
Term); Total POL EXP = Total Significant Other's Political Expectations
(Q1 + Q2 + 03 + Qk4); POL ASPI = Youth's Political Aspirations '
Question 1 (idealistic, Short Term); -POL ASP 2 = Youth's Political
Aspirations Question 2; POL ASP3 = Youth's Political Aspirations
Question 3; POL ASPL = Youth's Political Aspirations Question 4;
TOTAL POL ASP = Total Political Aspirations (Q! + Q2 + Q3 + Q&4).




TAB!™ ™10

Income Expectations Levels for Youths S?ﬁﬁ%fitent Other (s0) X Significant Other, -
Item (Q) X Item, Time 1 (T) X Time 2 Correlations for each Youth's First 3 $0's

o
h
i

T IXX-2XX Time 1 & 2

Digit 1 =
Digit 2 = SO XIX-X3X S0 1, 2, 3
Digit 3 = Q@ XXi-XX4 Questions 1-4 :

SR S TN RS TR RS SR ES SN B 2 2 2 2

I IR R 2 2 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 3

1«2 3 & 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 12 3 &
TRl § =~ 71 75 621 33 26 25 26| 11 10 02 14 29 32 14
1z f 71 -- 63 798 10 20 09 05| 23 33 20 03 18 24 10
13| 75 63 -- 71 36 27 33 244 21 16 10 19 31 30 19
s § 62 79 71 --§ 25 26 -186 10| 29 29 12 -12 02 09 -02|
121 | 33 26 25 261 -- 54 76 63§ 32 46 16 24 4y 18 17
122 | 10 20 09 05 f 54 -- 61 77§ 01 =04 -09 21 &2 15 13
123 ] 36 27 33 24 | 76 61 -- 2] 36 36 29 3653 32 24
126 | 25 26 18 10 | 63 77 82 --] 41 35 24 _ 27 52 27 17
130 11 10 02 -06| 32 4 16 16§ -~ 45 66 628 H3 19 26 22 19 11 24 18 T2 58 50
132 | 23 33 20 34| 01 -0k -09 -13 § 45 -- 49 76f@ 25 03 21 11 37 27 4 ab |72 45 75 59
133 21 16 10 09| 36 36 29 10) 66 49 -- 76f 46 33 25 4l | 10 -09 noh ~00 | 68 h2 75 o6
1341 29 29 12 13} a1 35 24 12f62 76 76 -~} 28 25 134 121 3% -01 28 27178 33 72 6
200 § 47 48 69 59 39 38 34 28| 43 19 26 22 -- 66 82 62f 47 23 44 26 "ZE'”EZ"?T’?E?
2120 31 39 47 sal 4h 39 32 9| 25 03 21 11 66 -- 55 78] 24 05 34 17| h& 51 52 66
213 49 59 67 60 50 57 48 44 | 46 38 25 L1} 82 55 -- 70f 39 10 46 12| 56 54 b5 69
2149 12 29 45 S0 % 31 32 28 104 28 25 18 iz} 62 78 70 -~y 29 08 LO 08| 33 39 45 59
221 25 19 29 o7 55 11 sk 298 19 17 24 18f u7 23 44 26§ ~-- 57 78 47 | 29 51 14 45
2220 10 15 13 -02 J1s 47 051 38 37 i7 41 w24 05 34 17§57 -- v owef 235 50 12 Wy
223 36 32 42 22 50 31 70 64 10-09 04 -00{ 39 10 46 12§78 58 -- 66§ 36 53 24 47
2240 16 25 18 -01 §22 58 sh 70| 34 -01 28 27} 29 03 4o 03 § 47 86 66 --) 25 54 20 4B S

e e SRS
231 & 29 32 4 {24 48 18 37 76 b2 58 50y 62 56 71 72| 29 51 14 45 f ~- 96 79 83 AR
232| 03 18 24 10| 21 42 15 13 )72 45 75 s9f 44 51 52 66| 23 50 12 w7 96 -- 78 85 o
233| 19 31 30 49 {36 53 32 24 L 66 h2 75 66l 56 54 65 69| 36 53 2b 47 f 79 78 -- 89
2341 -12 02 09 -02 | 27 52 27 17 }78 33 72 61} 33 39 45 59| 25 54 20 4B § 83 B85 ¥y --
4 - TR




TABLE 11

Inter-item Correlation For Income Expectation Scale o _
(N=22)°8 _ . &%éﬁgfﬁnWJ

PR

TSOIQ1 TSO12 TSOIY3 TSOIGE TSOIEX j oz 3
CTSO1Q1 1.0 |
TS0I1Q2 ..721 1.0
TSO13  .751 692 1.0
TSOIQh  .756 .897  .773 1.0

TSOIEX  .912 872 .930 .926 I.0

R test-pretest = .699



TABLE 12

© Correlations of Youths' Income Aspfrations With
Significant Others' income Expectations®

| EXP1 | EXP2 | EXP3 1 EXP4 TOTAL | EXP

| ASP1 -.02  -.10 .07 - .0k .03
| ASP2  ~.02  ~.18 .- .03 ~-.ok -.07

| ASP3  -.15  -.25  -.02  ~-.09 -.15

| ASPE  -.04 -1 .09 .02 -.0h
TOTAL X - e

I ASP -.06 A7 04 =02 |, -.06 :)
. A, )

Income Aspiration (family) 1, 2, 3, &, and total

Total SO's Expectation Income QI, Q2, Q3, Q4 and total

g
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TABLE 13

Means, Standard Deviations, and
Zero~Order Correlation for Major Variables®

N=56
X 5.0 TSOPEX TSPS TPOLASP SEX ~ GPA  RESID POLEFF POLINT TPOCK COLPLAN-TSOIEX' TIASP
3.87° 1.52 TSOPEX 1.0
0.76  0.55 Tses  (Lh6D 1.0
3.73 3.02 TPOLASP  .135° .008 1.0
061 0.9 SEX  -.h22)A.36h° 231 1o
2,51  0.66 GPA 103  -.066  .011 402 1.0
0.14  0.35 RESID .209 -~.2k0  .105  .015 -.187 1.0
2.36  1.31 POLEFF  ==--=  -=--- ~.0h5 -.068  .307) .004 1.0
2.55 0.9 POLINT  .276 .15  .180 ~-.195 -.013 =-.137  .321
k.64 2,72 TPOCK mmmma memne 211 =.170  =-.004 . -.134 112
0.4  0.50  COLPLAN (;ééﬁ% 071 318 -.063 ko -.051 192 1.0_
77.70 1970 TsOlEx  (.279) .01 L20h  ~.153 (ZEEE) -.008  =---- @40 1.0
194 | -.063 | 1.0

84.79 34,27 TIASP .227 .3 . 134 ,001  =.042 ~.131 -,189

2TSOPEX = Total Significant Others Political Expectations; TSPS = Total Significant Others Polltical Status;
TPOLASP = Total Political Aspirations; SEX = 1 for Females, 0 for Males; GPA = High School Grade Polnt Average;
RESID = Farm/Non~Farm Residence; POLEFF = Politlcal Efficacy; POLINT = Political interest; TPOCK = Politlical
Knowledge; COLPLAN = College Plans; TSOIEX = Total Significant Others Income Expectations; TIASP = Total Income
Aspirations. _ ‘
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TABLE 14 | g?f_} %Mgﬁ 5/ !?Laf

Standardized Regression Coefficients Describing f ) ”“ﬁ

Relationship of Total Significant Others Political Expectations
To Background and Individual Variables®

(M, (2 3 W B (e O B (9 (o

TSPS igl 460 436,354 .360 .470 .327 - .331 .5kz 485
TPOLASP J131 .09% .069 | .03k
POLINT .209 “
SEX 293 -.275 -2 -.L10
GPA A3k 296 289
RESI{P _ .339
COLPLAN | | i--.337
9 , |
0 2.609 2.365 1.593 3.380 3.205 1.616 1.977 1.911 2.230 2.114
R? 198 .201 .229 .260 .251 .201 .322 .310 .295 .300
.g”m} Standard
R Error of
Esti-

mate .1.359 1.356 1.332 1.305 1.313 1.356 1.249 1.260 1.273 1.269



TABLE 15

Standardized Regression Coefficients Describing Relationship of

Total Political Aspirations To Background and Individual Variables®

(1) (2) (3) _(4)

SEX -296  -.327 -.397
GPA 156 A77 317
RESID D .139 154 .251
TSOPEX -.053 -. 180
POLEFF 104 -.252
POLINT 132 .226
TPOLK .152 .085
C 2.869  3.105  2.405  1.563
RZ .032 - .0l5 L006  .046
Standard
Error of

2.970  2.996  3.009  2.948

Estimate



" TABLE 16

Standardized Regression Coefficients Describing
Relationship of Total Significant Qthers Income 5
Expectations To Background and Individual Variables

(1)
SEX ~.395
GPA - .618
RESID 120
COLPLAN 135
¢ | 37.570
-3 ’

R ©.325

Standard Efror-
of Estimate ' 16.189



TABLE 17
T Standardized Regression Coefficients Déescribing -

Relationship of Total Income Aspirations_To
Background and Individual Variables®

mn @)

SEX .067 .037
GPA <2 -.079
RESID = b5 136

COLPLAN 208 .218
TSOEX -.075
c - S 94.107  99.010
R -.009 -.025
Standard Error

of Estimate 34.417 34.694



