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ABSTRACT
The aim of this research is 1) to test the hypothesis
that participating in collective action varies by social
class position, 2) to examine the mechanisms behind class
effects in collective action in a general model of
individual participation in collective action, and 3) to
discuss the societal implications of these effects. Class
position modifies the social process which determines who
will participate in protest demonstrations or community
problem solving. Class influences political socialization,
an individual's network of interpersonal ties to others, and
opportunity constraints which guide individual choices to
participate in collective action. A model of these relations
is tested empirically using secondary analysis of a nationwide, longitudinal survey of young adults and their parents
(Jennings and Niemi's Youth-Parent Socialization Panel
Study, 1965-1973).
The findings show that working class young adults
participate in collective action at a lower rate than the
young adults in other class positions. The direct
relationship between class and collective action
participation is virtually nonexistant. It is the indirect
effect of class through the development of a sense of
efficacy (socialization) and membership in organizations
(networks) that is significant in the prediction of who

12

participates.
The primary contribution of this work involves the
formulation of a general model explaining individual
participation in collective action. Further, by linking
socialization and networks, this research attempts to bridge
the micro-macro distinctions found in other explanations of
collective action. Other contributions of this research lie
in its implementation of a neo-Marxist definition of class
and the utilization of alternative measures of collective
action (protest participation and activity in community
problem solving).
In conclusion, finding that some individuals are
hindered in their ability to participate in collective
action has implications for the direction of social change
efforts. It appears that inequality exists in the promotion
of social issues even in the area of non-institutionalized
politics. The findings suggest that the relationship between
stratification and collective action should be explored
further in future research.
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CHAPTER ONE
INTRODUCTION

*************************
The following quote is from a working class high school
senior just prior to his graduation in the early seventies.
I read the paper every day and it frightens me-- that I'm
sort of floating along through something that's so
enormous and so ugly, and to think that it can smash down
at any time when I'm not looking up around me enough to
see it coming and to do anything about it.
That worries me.
[That you're so helpless?]
Not so much that but that I'm not making the choices that
I could make.
I support the system I don't believe in.
Steinitz and Solomon (1986:102-103) in their book Starting
Out: Class and Community in the Lives of Working-Class Youth
follow this quote with the comment: "Like Lance many of
these youth struggle with the conflict between their
idealism and their cynicism, and feel they have learned that
they are susceptible to the apathy they criticized in
others.

They hold deep moral convictions, yet they doubt

the possibility' of positive social change, and they are
suspicious of everyone's motives, including their own."

The

cynicism and frustration felt by these youth is attributed,
by Steinitz and Solomon, to their social class position.
Sennett and Cobb (1972) found similar problems among blue
collar adults in the early seventies.

These studies allude
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to a lack of working class participation in organized
attempts at social change.

Like these qualitative works,

the research undertaken in this dissertation also considers
individual attempts at social change in the U.S. during the
late 1960s and early 1970s. The aim of my research is 1) to
empirically test the hypothesis that participation in
collective action varies by social class position, 2) to
examine the mechanisms behind class effects in a general
model of individual participation in collective action, and
3) to discuss the societal implications of these effects.
There has been little empirical work in political
sociology addressing the question of class effects in
collective action at the individual level of analysis.

Most

of the work in this area has focused on theoretical issues.
In general, social movements have been thought of as the
,

non-institutionalized political mechanism used by the
powerless to achieve their goals, since their access to
institutionalized means is limited (Piven and Cloward 1977;
1

McAdam 1985).

More specifically, it has been suggested

that the entrenchment of upper and middle class persons in
1

Power is not simply a class phenomenon, it also refers to
the relative advantage of men over women, whites over
blacks, etc •• The literature often recognizes that power
relations cut across class lines (Davies 1962; Gurney and
Tierney 1982). This work will focus on the other side of
the relationship, and how class tends to be associated with
the lack of power in disadvantaged groups.
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our political institutions diminishes their need to pursue
their interests through non-institutionalized means (Marger
1981).

This orientation posits that if upper and middle

class persons want social change they have the power to go
through the "proper" channels in order to inspire action.
Given this assumption, the motivation of upper and middle
class individuals to participate in collective action should
be weaker than the motivation of working class individuals.
This theoretical expectation is not readily observed in
activist behaviors.

The limited empirical findings on the

subject suggest that upper and middle class individuals
participate in collective action at much higher rates than
do individuals from the working or lower class.

Flacks

(1967) found activists in student movements to
overwhelmingly perceive of themselves as "upper-middle
class" and his findings are supported by Fendrich and Krauss
(1978) and Braungart (1972).

Carden's (1978) study of the

feminist movement and Leahy and Mazur's (1978) comparison of
movements opposed to nuclear power, flouridation and
abortion produced similar findings on class.

Also,

Oberschall (1978) and Perrow (1977), in their general
discussions of the 1960's social movements, mention that the
majority of the movement participants and, more importantly,
the majority of the leadership, came from upper-middle class

2
backgrounds.

These findings tend to take the form of post
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hoc insight on class relationships since the information on
class is tangential to the central question of the research.
Still, the patterns suggested by the findings, when compared
to the theoretical expectations mentioned earlier, provide
an interesting anomoly in the field.
The possibility that working class individuals are less
likely to participate in collective action has implications
for the direction and extent of social change efforts.
Collective action does not necessarily result in revolution
or even a social movement.

Collective action occurs when a

number of individuals who have a common interest in a public
issue which can

no~

be resolved by individual or

institutional means, come together and organize to acheive a
purpose or objective related to their collective interest.
Aggregates of collective action incidents form social
movements and/or revolutions.

Consequently, lack of working

class input in the political processes associated with
collective action creates a disadvantage for them in terms
of making their interests known.

The effects of social

2
The movements listed here may be indicative of a particular
type which encourages upper-middle class participation. A
clear distinction among movement types has not occured in
the literature. There is an indication, however, that
middle class participation prevails in all types of
movements.
For example, Piven and Cloward (1977) mention
the role of middle class leadership in Poor People's
Movements, as does Marx (1972) in his description of the
Paris Commune.
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class in patterns of participation in collective action,
and in non-institutionalized politics in general, should be
examined because of its association with the larger problems
of inequality and stratification.
This dissertation is an attempt to make sense of the
aforementioned anomoly in the social movement literature. It
is an examination of the impact of class background on
3

individual participation in non-institutionalized politics.
I propose that social class position has effects on the
process of political socialization, on an individual's
network structure of organizational affiliations, and on
opportunity constraints on individual choices to participate
in protest demonstrations or community problem solving.
Combining the concepts of socialization, networks, and
opportunity constraints in a general model of individual
participation is new in the field of social movements. In
past research, socialization, networks, and individual
choice explanations have been considered separately. The
3

Non-institutionalized politics covers a broad spectrum of
behaviors.
I narrow the possibilities down when using the
term collective action by focusing on organized attempts to
obtain a collective good which is unobtainable by individual
means.
This clarification excludes spontaneous behavior
such as riots or looting. However, the definition allows for
activity that borders on institutionalized participation. I
consider certain forms of highly routinized political
participation when it involves emergent activity initiated
by citizens such as civic improvement efforts or promoting
a school bond election.
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inability to recognize the overlap in the three concepts
frequently produces a very narrow explanation of individual
participation in collective action. The formulation of the
comprehensive model used in this research is an attempt to
overcome past problems with underspecification. It is hoped
that the general model will be a contribution to the field
that is in addition to the exploration of class effects. The
general model will be tested empirically using secondary
analysis of a nation-wide, longitudinal survey of young
adults and their parents.

The collective action

participation described by survey respondents took place
between 1965 and 1973.
Hypotheses.
The process by which social class is transmitted
intergenerationally may represent one important link in the
relationship between class and collective action.

The same

factors that are involved in the socialization of
individuals to their class position may also act to
predispose individuals to collective action participation.
Kohn (1969) in Class and Conformity: A study of Values,
describes how family childrearing practices steer youth
toward self-directing or conforming behaviors and that these
behaviors lead youths to take jobs similar to those of their
parents.

He finds that middle class families encourage

self-direction through communication, while working class
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families encourage conformity through disciplinary actions.
Kohn (1983) later mentions that the socialization found in
education also reinforces these class distinctions.

The

process of reproducing social class position may explain
variation in an individual's sense of personal or political
efficacy.

Efficacy is the belief that one can accomplish

what he or she sets out to 1do which is, in essence, the
motivation behind self-direction.

This line of reasoning

suggests that being in the working class might disadvantage
an individual in activist endeavors since less emphasis is
placed on self-direction and building a sense of efficacy in
their childhood.

In general, efficacy has been shown to be

a predictor of participation in both institutionalized
politics such as voting (Finkel 1985), and noninstitutionalized politics such as social movement
activities (Travers 1982). This leads to my first hypothesis
about the relationship between class and collective action.

H1: Class differences in socialization result in an
individual's sense of efficacy being class-related. In
turn, a strong sense of efficacy promotes participation
in collective action.
A second factor which may help explain the relationship
between class and collective action can be found in networks
of interpersonal ties.

Networks, particularly the

interlocking memberships of organizations, are relatively
easy to mobilize to action in social movements (Bibby and
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Brinkerhoff 1974; Curtis and Zurcher 1974; Fernandez and
McAdam 1987; Harrison 1974; Rosenthal, et ale 1985; Snow,
Zurcher and Ekland-Olsen 1980).

For example, the civil

rights movement often mobilized participants to act through
church groups (McAdam 1985).
Individuals are differentially drawn into participation
in organizations. An organization calling for large amounts
of time and/or money would encourage a particular type of
member.

Also, organizations which call for strong

friendship bonds encourage homogeneity, including similar
class backgrounds (McPherson and Smith-Lovin 1987).

In this

project, one of the most important class-related barriers to
organization membership is college attendance.

College

affiliated organizations had a great deal to do with the
protest demonstrations of the sixties and early seventies
(Flacks 1967; Lewis and Kraut 1972; Sale 1973; Fernandez and
McAdam 1986).

Since most working class youth at that time

were not in college, they did not have access to college
organizations and/or the protests that took place on college
campuses. The relationship between

cl~ss

and membership in

organizations will also be examined in the empirical
analysis.
H2: Class differences in participation in organizations
(with respect to amount of participation and type of
organization) place individuals in networks that vary in
their ability to promote participation in collective action.
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The third and final element which is expected to
mediate the relationship between class and collective action
is structural availability and the constraints on individual
choices to participate.

Many of these constraints are

associated with job conditions (Gray 1975; Burn and Konrad
1987) which vary by class. For example, most professionals
experience flexibility in their work schedules so that they
can participate in movement activities even in the middle of
the day.

Working class jobs are much more rigid in their

expectations so that it is difficult to get time off.
Similarly, a lack of child care opportunities for working
class parents may also limit their ability to participate in
collective action.

Other factors associated with structural

availability which may interact with class position include
age, gender (Orum, et ale 1974), race (Bloom 1987), marital
status, and military enlistment.

All of the aforementioned

factors could potentially affect the availability of an
individual to participate in collective action.

These

factors will also be tested in the empirical analysis.
H3: Structural availability for participation in formal
organizations and in collective action are associated
with class.
As mentioned earlier, the three factors I have
described-- socialization, networks, and structural
availability -- have been discussed separately in the social
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movement literature. One of the contributions I expect to
make to the field is the formulation of a comprehensive
explanation that provides a more complex theoretical
framework behind the process of individual participation in
collective action.

The second contribution of this work

exists in its explication of the links between class and
collective action participation. Rather than focusing on a
direct relationship between class and collective action, I
prefer to consider class as an artery running through the
recruitment process.
In addition to the hypothesized effects of
socialization, networks, and availability on activism, the
proposed research considers ways in which socialization and
availability determine the formation of networks and vice
versa.

Certain aspects of socialization, at home and at

school, can encourage a propensity for joining organizations
as well as for participating in collective action.

There is

an indirect effect of socialization on participation through
membership in an organization. Individuals are not isolated
in their immediate personal situations when they choose to
participate in collective action.

Rather, individuals are

embedded in social structures, which in this case, are
networks of organization memberships.

These networks also

provide a socialization function as they affect individual
opportunities and choices (Granovetter 1973; McAdam 1986;
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Burn and Konrad 1987).

Because group norms emerge, network

effects are produced which can not be found in the
aggregation of individual decisions.

There is a reciprocal

relationship between the socialization and network forces
determining collective action participation. This
theoretical connection between the individual and structure
is an important part of my explanation.

It is an attempt to

forge a micro-macro link in explaining the effects of class
on collective action.
Thus far, I have described class relations as a
comparison of the working class to the middle class. The
operationalization of class can take one of two forms. Class
can be equated with socioeconomic status whereby the working
and middle class would be on a continuum of increasing
income, education and sOGial position. Alternatively, class
can be based on exploitation and the relationship to the
means of production. Working from the latter perspective,
neo-Marxists such as Carchedi (1987) and Wright (1985) take
into account the structural conditions associated with
modern occupations. The central tenet in a Marxist
definition of class is the concept of exploitation (Marx
1972).

It is important to note, however, that structural

conditions and class relations have changed since Marx's
original conceptualization of class struggle (e.g., there

24
are an increasing number of managerial positions in today's
occupations).

Neo-Marxists have attempted to maintain a

similar sense of exploitative relations while developing new
definitions of social class.

While Carchedi (1987) and

Wright (1985) each argue for a different operationalization
of social class, both agree that managers, supervisors and
semi-autonomous employees create a new contradictory class
position.

The contradictory nature is derived from the fact

that individuals in this class exploit those whom they
supervise, while they are also exploited by those for whom
they work.
The neo-Marxist inclusion of a contradictory class
position is applicable in the prediction of collective
action participation because exploitation may still be an
issue in the process.

The contradictory nature of the

position-- namely the simultaneous understanding of what it
means to exploit others and to be exploited-- may encourage
a propensity for collective action participation. The
resources held by the contradictory class, coupled with the
sense of exploitation they share with the working class, may
provide individuals in the contradictory class with a
heightened motivation for participation when collective
action issues arise.
In this research, I briefly consider socioeconomic
status as a measure of class, but focus on Wright's neo-
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Marxist definition. The elements associated with class
struggle are often the impetus for collective action.
Competition between groups is not clearly captured by
socioeconomic status measures. Using a neo-Marxist
definition of class in the prediction of collective action
participation is new to the field and it shows promise as a
research contribution.
Data and Methods.
In an effort to test my hypotheses, secondary analysis
will be performed on data obtained through the Interuniversity Consortium for Political and Social Research.

I

will be using The Youth-Parent Socialization Panel Study,
1965-1973 which was conducted by M. Kent Jennings and
Richard G. Niemi (1981a).

In this nation-wide study, high

school students and their parents were interviewed in the
spring of 1965 and were reinterviewed in 1973.

Because the

two samples come from the same families, an eight-year
history of 1063 parent-offspring pairs is present.

The

study is concerned with the evolution of political
orientations and inter-generational influences upon those
orientations.
Clearly there are problems with the use of data
analysis to explore the collective action process.

Most

studies of social movements gather data by seeking out
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participants, surveying them and then randomly selecting a
control group for a comparison.

This produces a selection

bias that is problematic with regard to statistical
inference (Berk and Ray 1982).
use a large random sample.

The alternative method is to

With this method, problems arise

because of the relatively small number of collective action
participants in the general population.

For example, in the

Jennings and Niemi survey, 15.5 percent of respondents
report that they have participated in a protest or
demonstration and 11 percent have worked with others on
community problems.

By using the latter method, I have

chosen to risk the likelihood of low significance levels in
exchange for increased confidence in my generalizations.
Since mine is a broad theory of collective action,
generalizations about the process comprise the bulk of its
contribution as an empirical study.
In considering the fit of the data to my theoretical
interests, I am fortunate that Jennings and Niemi chose
survey items which make the operationalization of my
theoretical constructs relatively easy.

Socialization items

on self-direction and conformity and other aspects of
childrearing are included in the data. Also included in the
survey are items measuring personal and political efficacy,
organization memberships before and after high school (which
provide information on networks), and items measuring
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availability constraints such as gender, marital status, and
job and military histories.

Furthermore, several items can

be combined to construct a class variable which incorporates
the notion of a contradictory position.
Using these variables, I will first explore the general
characteristics of the survey respondents and the direct
relationship between class and collective action
participation. Then, I will focus on the specification of a
model predicting participation in collective action,

4
primarily using logistic regression analyses.

Because of

the complexity of the model, socialization processes will be
analyzed separately from membership in organizations and
availability. In the chapters directed at specification,
class effects will play somewhat of a secondary role.
Finally, socialization, networks, and availability will be
combined in a pared-down model predicting participation. In
this last chapter, the mode! is run separately for each
class position. This allows for a more careful consideration
of class effects. For example, by comparing the working
class equation with the others, one can see if there is a
difference in the determination of a propensity for
participation among these individuals.

4
Path analysis would be a better statistical test, but the
combination of dichotomous and continous dependent variables
in the model makes this impossible.
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Summary and Conclusions.
In this dissertation, I will use a general model of
collective action participation to test the hypothesis that
individual activity in protest demonstrations and community
problem solving varies by social class position. To perform
this test, I will utilize data from the Youth-Parent
Socialization Panel Study which was collected in 1965 and
1973.

In the test, I primarily use a neo-Marxist definition

of social class which includes a contradictory class
position.

This definition of class will be examined in

conjunction with theories on socialization, networks and
individual structural availability.

The goal of the

analysis is to provide a prediction of participation in
collective action that takes into account class effects.
Research on collective action and social movements in
the u.S. often assumes that all persons have equal access to
participation. We take stock in the belief that voicing
opinions and taking action in the name of social change is
an inalienable right. While this right may be legally
guaranteed, the political efficacy and organizational skills
necessary to take a stand may be hindered socially for
various subgroups within the population. This research
posits that the hinderance may be related to social class. I
am not arguing that certain individuals are incapable of
participation in collective action. This research simply

29

explores the characteristics that encourage participation
and attempts to explain why the odds are against the working
class individual possessing a strong combination of these
characteristics.
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CHAPTER TWO
A REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE

******************************
The perspective taken in this research on class and
collective action is very broad in terms of cutting across
several subfields in sociology. The literature on class and
stratification, alone, is massive. Also pertinent to this
work are the fields of social psychology (socialization),
network analysis, rational choice (constraints), education,
political sociology (institutionalized versus noninstitutionalized politics), history (social context for the
analysis), and collective behavior and social movements. In
this review of the literature, the potential for omitting
what would appear to others as a relevant piece of research
has been quite overwhelming for the author. I realize that
while a project of this nature may be interesting to many
different sorts of sociologists, it will also dissatisfy
many with its lack of specificity in any given area. Keeping
this in mind, the following factors were taken into
consideration when sorting through the literature and
determining what is believed to be applicable.
First, the information is grounded in the work on
social movements. The reported literature on the theories
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and findings related to socialization, networks, and
structural availability tend to be based in this
perspective. Second, only work oriented toward the microlevel of analysis is considered. Hence, I will not be
addressing macro issues such as relative deprivation of
class groups (Gurney and Tierney 1982) or resource
1

mobilization (McCarthy and Zald 1973; 1977).

It is,

however, necessary to consider some aspects of the macro
perspective when discussing the consequences of social class
position.

Third, a formal presentation of information about

the advantage of one definition or operationalization of
class over another has been omitted. Some justification for
the implementation of the neo-Marxist definition is
provided, but ultimately the comparison of theories about
class is tangential to the larger project. Rather than dwell
on the specifics of class, the author wishes to focus on
class and stratification in general.
1

Relative deprivation theory, and, to some extent,
resource mobilization theory, have a relationship to
class structure.
It is feasible to discuss the power
disadvantage of one class relative to another. Also, the
upper and middle class usually have greater access to
resources which are valuable to a social movement. These
statements, however, are the broadest sense of what the
theories attempt to convey.
Since the details of these
theories do not aid my explanation, this short
acknowledgement of their contribution will have to
suffice.

32

This review is organized around the following
questions. What is collective action? How do socialization,
networks, and structural availability affect the likelihood
that an individual will participate in collective action?
Does class-related socialization change an individual's
propensity for collective action participation? In what
social context should the findings of this research be
placed?
The questions are linked in various ways. For example,
how collective action is defined determines what aspects of
socialization, networks, and availability, are important to
participation. Further, class socialization is related to
networks, availability, and other types of socialization
which,

in turn, encourage differential participation along

class lines. Finally, the historical context can make the
class relationships in collective action participation more
or less pronounced. Overall, the purpose of this review is
to provide background information for the presentation of a
causal model in chapter three which explains individual
participation in collective action.
Who Participates in Collective Action?
I have already defined collective action as occuring
when a number of individuals who have a common interest in
promoting or resisting social change which can not be
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resolved exclusively by individual or institutional means,
come together and organize to achieve a purpose or objective
related to their collective interest.
individuals assemble may

be-fo~mal

The manner in which

or informal.

Further,

aggregates of collective action incidents form social
movements and/or revolutions.
This definition is related to what Blumer (1946; 1955)
describes as the acting tendency in collective behavior.
The acting crowd develops a goal or purpose (focus) and a
plan of action to achieve the goal (cohesiveness).

Blumer

describes the focus and cohesiveness of acting crowds as
separate from the extreme emotional response found in
expressive crowds.

Acting and expressive crowds are,

however, ideal types and Blumer sees all collective behavior
as having some emotional and spontaneous qualities.

In my

definition of collective action, I have added to Blumer's
explanation, a link between collective behavior incidents
and a larger shared public interest or purpose.
Sensitivity to public sentiment and the organization of
individuals in collective action has been discussed by
Mancur Olson (1965) in

Th~

Logic of Collective Action.

Olson examines the importance of formal groups in the
achievement of goals aesociated with a public good:
••• when a number of individuals have a common or
collective interest-- when they share a single purpose or
objective-- individual, unorganized action will either
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not be able to advance that common interest at all, or
will not be able to advance that interest adequately.
Organizations can therefore perform a function when there
are common or group interests, and though organizations
often also serve purely personal, individual interests,
their characteristic and primary function is to advance
the common interests of groups of individuals.
Olson's definition is similar to mine in that it
focuses on a common interest and the bond that must be
forged between individuals to obtain a collective good.
Yet, Olson eliminates the sense of spontaneity that one
might find in collective action.

I appreciate the emphasis

on purposive behavior found in both Blu

'~r

and Olson's work;

however, I want to deemphasize the need for formal
organization found in Olson and support the informal
mechanisms of internal cohesiveness mentioned by Blumer.
There is a place for formal organization in an explanation
of collective action, but it does not work to the exclusion
of impromptu collective behavior.
In this research, I want to compare those who have
participated in collective action, even if it was in only
one incident, to those who have never participated.

This

comparison includes the less dedicated participant who may
have been caught up in the excitement of the collective
behavior.

This distinction is important because collective

action does not always develop into a full-fledged social
movement or community organizating effort, and collective
action participants do not always become activists.
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Past research on individual participation in social
movements has focused on particular movements as the unit of
analysis. The research examines an active membership and
sometimes a control group for comparison. Because of this,
past research methods select for the more dedicated and
commited collective action participant. The process
explaining dedicated "activism" should have the same basic
properties as the process explaining relatively casual
individual-level participation in collective action. Casual
participation focuses on mobilization forces, and activism
depends a bit more on socialization, but selection and
mobilization processes are important to both. This research,
and the methods employed within, should help to verify that
participation in any form of collective action is a behavior
similar to activism in social movements. Since the behaviors
are assumed to be related (one can think of the relationship
as a continuum), socialization, network, and choice
explanations of activism in social movements are applicable
to collective action participation overall.
Socialization. Studies of social movement participation
stressing socialization have focused on the
intergenerational consistency of particular values related
to participation in social movements and the concept of
political efficacy.

The transference of parental values to
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their offspring has been shown in studies of activism that
focus on student values and the values of their parents
(Block, Haan and Smith 1969; Flacks 1967; Braungart 1972;
Lewis and Kraut 1972; Thomas 1971; see also Klineberg, et
ale 1979 for an international approach).

Block, Haan and

Smith (1969) found socialization practices regarding the
acceptance or rejection of institutional authority and
traditional societal values to be associated with diverging
orientations toward political-social activism among progeny.
They focus on how child rearing practices affect
psychological predispositions to activism.

For example,

activists' parents tend to support suppression of
aggression, encourage independence, support emotional
involvement, and prohibit teasing (Block, Haan and Smith
1969:164).
Flacks (1967) also considers acceptance or rejection of
traditional societal values.

He states that activism is

related to a complex set of values, not exclusively
political, which is shared by both the students and their
parents.

" .•• [N]onactivists and their parents tend to

express conventional orientations toward achievement,
material success, sexual morality, and religion, [while] the
activists and their parents tend to place greater stress on
involvement in intellectual and aesthetic pursuits,
humanitarian concerns, opportunity for self expression, and
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. tend to de-emphasize or positively disvalue personal
achievement, conventional morality and conventional
2

religiousity" (Flacks 1967:68).
As an illustration of the socialization process at
work, Sara Evans (1979) describes volunteers to a civil
rights campaign-- the Mississippi Freedom Summer Project in
1964-- as follows:
The children of northern liberals and radicals, however,
were the most likely to join the new struggle with
passionate commitment. Most had grown up with a naive
liberal faith in the nation's bland pronouncements of the
fifties, accepting the cold war ideology that America had
solved its social problems and was embarked on solvin~
the problems of the rest of the world. For them the
discovery of massive domestic poverty and discrimination
inspired a simple desire to 'make thin~s right'. Others
from more critical families had knowledge of an activist
past and the fears that accompanied its repression during
the fifties. (Evans 1979:61)
The participants described by Evans mirror the findings of
the socialization research mentioned earlier. Her emphasis
on children of "liberals" or "radicals tl fits with Flacks'
(1967) notion of activists and their parents stressing
humanitarian concern and intellectual and aesthetic pursuits.
Block, Haan and Smith's (1969) emphasis on the rejection of
institutional authority in socialization better explains the
2

Another popular conception of activists is that they are
rebellious. While this is not empirically substantiated
in the literature, there are several personal accounts
including Like Father. Like Son-- Like Hell! by Robert
Hansel (1969).

38
3

participation of students with parents who were radicals.
Descriptions of the process whereby socialization leads
to activism often centers on the concept of political
efficacy.

Efficacy, or feeling that one can accomplish what

one sets out to do, is frequently discussed in the
literature on participation in institutionalized politics
(McPherson, et ale 1977; Campbell 1980; Balch 1974; Asher
1974; Craig and Maggiotto 1974; Craig 1979).

It has been

shown that the perception of one's ability to produce a
successful outcome encourages individual participation in
voting and campaigning (Weissberg 1975).

There is a

reciprocal effect of efficacy inducing activity in that
successful participation further boosts the individual's
sense of efficacy (Finkel 1985).

Efficacy is thought to

have the same effect in instances of non-institutionalized
politics (Travers 1982; Sutherland 1981).
Networks.

Social networks, or the interrelated memberships

of an individual's group affiliations, have also figured
into a number of explanations of participation and
differential recruitment to social movements (Oberschall
1973; Curtis and Zurcher 1973; Jenkins 1983; Rosenthal, et
3

There is a literature that describes these children whose
parents were members of the Communist party or the socialist
labor party (The League for Industrial Democracy). Tagged
"red-diaper babies", these youth grew up in left-wing
households (see Gitlin 1987).
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ale 1985; McAdam 1986; Gould 1990; Marwell, Oliver and Prahl
1988; Burn and Konrad 1987; Klandermans and Oegema 1987).
For example, studies of recruitment into religious
organizations show that few new members are gained using
evangelistic methods (Heirich 1977; Harrison 1974; Bibby and
Brinkerhoff 1974).

New members were generally found among

family members, friends and people from other churches.

In

other words, recruitment of outsiders was much less
successful than accessing the social networks of current
meffibers.
One of the things that recruitment depends on is the
strength of interpersonal ties.

The strength of a tie is a

"combination of the amount of time, the emotional intensity,
the intimacy (mutual confiding), and the reciprocal services
which characterize the tie" (Granovetter 1973:1361).

Weak

ties can be as important as strong ties in the recruitment
of new members into networks.

This occurs because weak ties

are more likely to link members of different small groups
than are strong ties, which tend to be concentrated within a
particular group (Granovetter 1973).

The variety of

interaction provided by weak ties creates a broader base
from which to recruit (Marwell, Oliver and Prahl 1988).
The strength or weakness of an interpersonal tie is
related to the concept of structural proximity.

Structural

proximity deals with how well integrated an individual is in
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a network. Potential recruits are drawn from these networks
of interpersonal ties (Snow, Zurcher and Ekland-Olson 1980).
Affective interaction provides the potential recruit with
information about membership as well as approval for
involvement and disapproval for non-involvement.

Intensity

of the interaction, i.e., the strength of the tie, affects
how seriously the information is considered.
The significance of networks in the recruitment of
activists has been demonstrated empirically (Bolton 1972;
Fernandez and McAdam 1988; McAdam 1986; Orum 1972; Rogers,
Bultena and Barb 1975; Von Eschen, Kirk and Pinard 1971;
Rosenthal, et al. 1985; Klandermans and Oegema 1987).

As an

example, Fernandez and McAdam (1988) focus on
multiorganizational fields to show the importance of
structural centrality in the recruitment of civil rights
activists.

They show that the centrality of an

organization's position within a field of organizations has
implications for recruitment. For example, individuals
participating in "central" organizations were more likely to
have participated in the Mississippi Freedom Summer campaign
(Fernandez and McAdam 1988). They also found that the
overlapping memberships among locally-based organizations
produce a core-periphery network structure at the
individual-level so that the core individuals, with some
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exceptions, were more likely to be recruited into Freedom
Summer.
Availability. Another method of accounting for decisions to
participate in collective action involves the individual
weighing the costs and the benefits of the activist
behavior.

This perspective calls for the assumption that

individuals behave rationally.

While the precise

cost/benefit analysis that each individual engages in is
impossible to compute, there are certain factors that
generally act as constraints on participation. Structural
availability is grounded in the notion that involvement in
several group activities can produce countervailing
influences that discourage participation in a new

gro~p.

"Hence, some individuals will be more available for movement
exploration and participation because of the possession of
unscheduled or discretionary time and because of minimal
countervailing risks or sanctions" (Snow, Zurcher and
Ekland-Olson 1980:793).

For example, the constraints that

result from working evenings or weekends produce variable
participation in organizations (Gray 1974).
The theoretical logic underlying the importance of
structural availability can be found in the work on rational
choice.

Availability depends on the weighing of

participation costs and benefits. The rational choice
perspective posits that because individuals are self-
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interested, they will not act to achieve their common group
interests (Olson 1968).

When an individual feels that his

contribution towards the costs of the collective good
exceeds his directly consequential marginal gain, he does
not participate in collective action (Olson 1968; Laver
1980). This line of reasoning, called the "free rider
problem", is important in explaining the generally low rates
of collective action participation.

The rational choice

perspective asserts that the only way a collective good can
be obtained is through selective incentives directed at
individuals in a positive or negative way (Olson 1968;
Oliver 1980) and/or when an entrepreneur supplies the good
at a profit (Laver 1980; Frohlich, et al. 1971; Moe 1980).
While rational choice theory explains why more people
do not participate in collective action, it is difficult to
make a direct application of the theory to empirical
research on individual participation in collective action
(see Klandermans 1984).

Since selective incentives vary

across individuals, they are nearly impossible to quantify.
There are also problems using survey research to
operationalize the subtleties of organizational
entrepreneurship. Therefore, this research relies on the use
of an alternative sense of cost/benefit analysis.
Alternative activities can act as costs to participation by

43

limiting structural availability. On the other hand, ties to
certain groups, such as those involving movement activists,
can promote participation by making it beneficial to the
potential participant. In such cases, participation enhances
the individual's standing within the group. Consequently,
structural availability factors can be seen as costs or
benefits that either encourage or discourage collective
action participation.
How is Class Related to Collective Action Participation?
Thus far, I have described collective action as
involving non-institutionalized politics aimed at obtaining
a collective good without eliminating the role of
spontaneity. Socialization, networks, and structural
availability to participation would seem to have little to
do with the spontaneous side of mobilizing participants.
However, if one considers how spontaneity involves risk, the
relationship becomes clearer. An attribute that encourages
risk-taking is the individual's sense that they are capable
of changing the world around them. Efficacy, as it relates
to self-direction, has been shown to be socialized at home
and at school (Kohn 1969; Miller, Kohn and Schooler 1985;
1986). The efficacious individual is more likely to
participate in spontaneous collective action due to the
confidence they feel.
Networks and structural availability act to pull
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individuals into participation and are also related to risk
taking. Strong interpersonal ties within networks of
potential participants have been shown to decrease the costs
of high-risk activism (McAdam 1986). Participating because
others to whom you are close are active, suggests a
bandwagon effect. The interpersonal ties found within
networks can adjust the individual cost/benefit analysis
making participation less costly. The spontaneous side of
pulling potential recruits into participation is not only
related to a reduction in participation costs, it is also
related to having better information about an event. News of
a collective action event is not always well publicized.
Information dissemination tends to flow through informal
channels. These informal channels are synonomous with
networks.
Efficacy and networks are not wholey independent
elements in the promotion of collective action
participation.' Individuals recruited through network ties
must have been socialized to feel some minimal sense of
efficacy before they will accept an invitation to
participate. Similarly, an efficacious, yet structurally
isolated individual, would receive few opportunities to
participate. Further, efficacy and networks are not
independent because class stratification links the two. The
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individual's sense of his or her structural position in
society has an impact on his or her sense of efficacy.
Persons with less social standing feel they have fewer
resources at their disposal to use in the promotion of
social change. Network ties can be thought of as one of
these resources. Also, structural availability is class
related. Class-based participation constraints have an
impact on the formation of network structures and, again,
structural location can feed back on an individual's sense
of efficacy. Socialization related to the reproduction of
class provides further insight with regard to this process.
Socialization and the Reproduction of Class.

The notion

that value consistency promotes the reproduction of social
class is examined by Kohn (1969) in Class and Conformity: A
Study in Values.

Kohn argues that class is related to

differences in several key parental values and their
orientation (e.g., self-direction is valued by middle class
respondents and conformity is valued by the working class).
Class differences in parental valuation of self-direction or
conformity are based on parental work experiences which, in
turn, shape class differences in child rearing practices.
Parental child rearing practices greatly determine the
values adopted by children, thus "preparing their children
for a similar class position" (Kohn 1969:200).
Consequently, the argument for why class is related to
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values and orientation is centered on the importance of
occupational experience, particularly on occupational selfdirection.
In other words, Kohn's explanation of the reproduction
of social class is as follows: parental work experience
leads to child rearing practices which lead to conformity or
self-direction in value orientations of offspring, which
ultimately lead to the child's education and work
experience. When parallels are drawn between work experience
and social class position, Kohn's socialization theory
suggests that the social class of parents leads to similar
values among their children which, in turn, lead to the
placement of those children in a similar class position.
Because it is a circular argument, it is uncertain whether
class determines values or values indirectly determine
class.

Hence, the argument is dependent on what generation

is chosen as the beginning of the cycle.

Kohn has gone on

to show how the education system reinforces the selfdirection skills, or lack of them, that are initiated in the
home (Kohn 1983; Miller, Kohn and Schooler 1985; 1986).
Bowles and Gintis (1976) also describe a process in
which class position is reproduced intergenerationally.
primary assertion of their work is that schooling and
economic life demonstrate similar structures in their

The
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respective social relations.

Education simply prepares

students to do work in the same sort of jobs their parents
hold.

They argue that upper and middle class students are

rewarded and encouraged to go into higher education, just as
they are encouraged to advance in the work force.
In most education systems, the structural mechanism
which acts to stratify the social relations of students is
the tracking process.

Tracking separates students into

groups based on ability and/or future aspirations (i.e.,
college prep versus vocational education courses).

The

effect of tracking on the reproduction of class position has
been examined by Oakes (1982).

She found a relationship

between the racial composition of schools and tracking-- the
non-white students tended to be in the lower track courses.
Because past research shows a strong link between race and
socioeconomic status in the education system, she infers
that there is support for Bowles and Gintis' hypothesis that
class is related to the tracking process.

She points out

that the differential socialization which takes place in
racially-mixed schools includes an emphasis on vocational
training and a deemphasis on college preparation.
Furthermore, in the low track classes, teachers spent a
greater proportion of their time disciplining students and
emphasizing conformity rather than self-direction.
Oakes also cites support for Bowles and Gintis' notion
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that inequality in education is legitimized by students.
She states that "students in low tracks had lower
aspirations, felt more negative about themselves
academically and expressed more feelings of general
unworthiness than did students in higher classes.

Yet, in

judging their schools ••• they reported the same levels of
satisfaction as other students" (Oakes 1982:209).

The

finding that students simultaneously feel they do not fit in
the school environment, and that the school is
satisfactorily serving its function, has direct implications
for activism.

Individuals who are unhappy with elements of

their social environment may not act on that dissatisfaction
if they have been taught to be complacent about their
surroundings and to blame themselves rather than the
"system" for failure.

The manner in which education

encourages conformity in lower track courses may act to
decrease the propensity for collective action in the working
class.
Defining Social Class.

How class is defined makes a

difference in the explanation of the reproduction of class
and in the relationship to collective action participation.
There are two basic modes of defining social class: the
Marxist tradition (Marx 1972) and the Weberian tradition
(Weber 1968).

Weber devised a definition of class that is
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dependent on the combination of an individual's economic,
political, and social power (Weber 1968).

Individuals who

hold similar positions on these dimensions share a common
market situation which determines their life chances.

The

resulting lifestyle has repercussions for individual
behavior because class-related opportunity narrows the
choices available to the individual.

Variations on the

Weberian theme of socioeconomic status can be found in the
status attainment literature (Blau and Duncan 1967; Sewell,
Hauser and Featherman 1976; Jencks, et ale 1972; Duncan,
Featherman and Duncan 1972; Knottnerus 1987).

Social

position, in these studies, is often a continuous variable
which predicts incremental changes in the individual's
quality of life.

When class is described in categorical

terms, the distinction between class positions is difficult
to discern.
Rather than focus on comparing individuals, Marxist
definitions of class examine groups relative to one another.
Marx and Engels begin The Communist Manifesto with the
statement, "The history of all hitherto existing society is
the history of class struggles" (Marx 1972:335).

Marx sees

social change as being dependent on one class pitting their
interests against the interests of another class.

In this

conception, class is defined as the relationship to the
means of production.

Under capitalism, those who own the
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means of production are driven by the logic of the system to
exploit workers in an effort to obtain profit.

Marx

predicts that the resulting exploitation of workers leads to
polarization of the classes and revolution.
There is a big difference between class-based
collective action and class effects in collective action
participation. Marxist theory focuses on the former. This
research is an examination of the latter. The author does
not take the stance that all collective action is motivated
by class struggle. Consequently, this research is not bound
to the use of a Marxist definition of class.
Using the Weberian definition of class, one would
hypothesize that increased socioeconomic status affords the
individual increased opportunities to participate in
collective action.

The hypothesis relates nicely to the

rational choice literature because of its focus on
opportunity and cost/benefit analysis.

Further, the social

status component of class may be tied to social networks and
a limited sense of the socialization mentioned by Flacks'
(1967). The ability to reject traditional societal values is
an allowable option for those young adults with a great deal
of family-based social status.
On the other hand, the Weberian definition does not
relate to the socialization to class position described by
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Kohn (1969), Bowles and Gintis (1976), or Oakes (1982).

The

concept of socioeconomic status explains intergenerational
changes in class position better than it explains the
reproduction of class position.

The impact of class on

participation in collective action is clearer when its
definition is based on some property that remains relatively
stable across generations.

This type of emphasis makes the

political socialization described by Block, Haan and Smith
(1969) and others useful because they center on how parents
pass their values and beliefs on to their children, and in
turn, how class position aids in determining the nature of
those values and beliefs.
There are certain characteristics associated with a
Marxist definition that makes its use in this case more
appealing. The Marxist definition involves discernable class
positions with clear relationships between groups.
Socioeconomic status should be correlated with these groups,
i.e., owners have more resources and opportunities than
workers. The correlation means that some aspects of the
stratification measured by socioeconomic status are inherent
in the Marxist definition. Also, there should be less
intergenerational mobility across these class positions than
there would be across narrower categories of socioeconomic
status. This is important because the research deals with
young adults and extensive.consideration is given to their
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parents' class position.
Most neo-Marxists admit that modern capitalist
societies exhibit diversity in the relationship to the means
of production so as to result in a more complex system than
two classes

(see Marger 1981:41).

Carchedi (1977)

identifies the "new middle class" in his discussion of
unproductive laborers and nonwage laborers.

Managerial and

supervisor positions and all state employees do not fit into
the traditional Marxist schema with regard to their
relationship to the means of production.

The old middle

class consisted of the petty bourgeoisie or small shopkeeper
who held real ownership of the means of production and whose
dominant function was that of accumulating capital.

They

are typically the exploiters or economic oppressors.

The

new middle class, including managers, supervisors, etc., is
"partly on the side of capital and partly on the side of
labour.

This is the contradiction inherent in their

position.

Moreover, even when they are on the side of

capital, they are both exploiters (or oppressors) and
oppressed.

This is an element of further contradiction

inherent in their position" (Carchedi 1977:89-90).

It is

difficult to know how people in contradictory class
positions will behave in class action as defined by Marx or
in the modern conception of collective action.
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The concern with how to classify unproductive and
nonwage laborers is continued in the work of Erik Olin
Wright (1979; 1982; 1985).

Wright (1985) operationalizes

his conception of social class structure by including
several contradictory class positions. First, he divides
people into two groups; those with assets in means of
production (owners) and those without assets (wage
laborers).

Among the owners of the means of production,

the bourgeoisie own sufficient capital to hire workers and
not work; small employers own sufficient capital to hire
workers but must work; and the petty bourgeoisie own
sufficient capital to work for themselves but not to hire
workers.

Differentiation among nonowners is based on

organization assets and skill/credential assets.
Organization assets deal with effective control over the
coordination and integration of the division of labour.
Wright breaks these assets into three categories: managers,
positions which are directly involved in making policy
decisions and have authority over subordinates; supervisors,
positions which have authority over subordinates, but are
not involved in organizational decision making; and nonmanagement, positions without any organization assets within
production.

Assets in credentials and skills also yield

three categories: experts, includes all professionals,
technicians and managers with college degrees; skilled
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employees, includes school teachers, craft workers, managers
and technicians with less than college degrees, and
salespersons or clerical with college degrees and whose jobs
are autonomous; and non-skilled, includes clerical and
salespersons not satisfying the credential or autonomy
criterion for skilled employees and non-craft manual
occupations and service occupations.

The possible

combinations of organization and credential/skill assets are
shown in a three by three table that appears in Figure 2.1.
All the positions in the table are specifications of the
contradictory class positions demonstrated in Wright's
earlier work (1979), except for the cell with no
organization assets and no credential/skill assets.

Notice

that this cell, in the bottom right corner, represents the
proletariat in Wright's scheme.
Figure 2.1. Typology of Class Locations in Capitalist
Society: Non-owners.
SKILL/CREDENTIAL ASSETS

+
+
ORGANIZATION
>0
ASSETS

>0

Expert
Managers

SemiCredentialed
Managers

Uncredentialed
Managers

Expert
Supervisors

SemiCredentialled
Supervisors

Uncredentialed
Supervisors

Expert
non-managers

SemiCredentialled
Workers

Proletarians
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While Wright's (1985) notion of contradictory class
positions based on exploitation appears to be a careful
adaptation of Marx's work, the conceptualization has not
gone without criticism.

Carchedi (1987;130) states the

following about Wright's theory as an application of Marxist
thought: "How useful can a theory be if it uses static
concepts instead of dynamic ones, if it is based on a
deterministic (instead of a dialectical) relation between
them, if this relation is investigated exclusively by using
techniques of social research [individual-level analysis
using survey research] unfit both to study and to form
collective consciousness, and if it is to these techniques
that the theory owes its credibility?".

In essence,

Carchedi is proposing that individual-level analysis should
not be attempted because it is untrue to Marxism.

He

continues with, "My thesis is that Wright has chosen a frame
of reference in which the Marxist unit of analysis (classes)
has been replaced by individuals •••

; Marxist dialectics by

determinism; and the Marxist concern for social change by
the concern for the explanation of individual consciousness
and phenomena" (Carchedi 1987:131).

I have to disagree with

Carchedi that a Marxist notion of social change can not tie
the explanation to individual behavior.

Marx's concept of

alienation is used to explain how "the possessing class and
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the proletarian class represent one and the same human selfalienation •••• within depravity [among the proletariat], an
indignation against this depravity, an indignation
necessarily aroused in this class by the contradiction
between its human nature and its life-situation ..• (Marx
1972:104)." It is this condition that ultimately leads to
revolution. Marx himself uses the individual in this
explanation of how dehumanization induces social change. The
analysis presented in this research attempts to further
Marx's general ideas on the relationship between individuals
with common social circumstances and collective action.
The Research Context.
studies of participation in class-based movements have
shown support for the widespread activity of the owning
class (see for example, Beisel 1990) and the working class
(see for example, Petras and Zeitlin 1967) in a variety of

4
times and places.

Since both classes are represented using

this type of evidence, one would suspect that class effects
do not exist. This demonstrates, as I mentioned before, the
difference between participation in class-based movements
and class effects on individual participation in movements
overall. A great deal of activity that was independent of
4

Support for the activity of the contradictory class is
not yet available since the definition of this class
position is relatively new.
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class motivations was found in the

u.s.

during the time

period that is the focus of this research. The cause of the
increase in activity has been debated by many. Regardless of
the cause, this time period provides a rich context in which
to study collective action participation.
Class and Activism in the Late 1960s.

It appears that by

the late sixties two worlds had formed in the

u.s.:

one

world filled with social protest, change and the call for
"participatory democracy"; the other world trying to
maintain the status quo-- individuals going through the
daily routines of work and raising families as their parents
and their grandparents did before them.

Much has been

written about the turmoil of the sixties in what seems to be
an effort at understanding how the unrest began, flourished
and diminished in such a short time span.

Little has been

said about how or why much of the population watched the
activities from the fringes.
By the time the students n the Youth-Parent
Socialization Panel Study were seniors in high school (the
first wave of the study took place in the spring of 1965)
they had already witnessed civil rights workers in lunch
counter sit-ins, freedom rides, the March on Washington,
Mississippi Freedom Summer and the formation of the
Mississippi Freedom Democratic Party (see Blumberg 1984;
McAdam 1988); the writing of the "Port Huron Statement" by
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Students for a Democratic Society (Albert and Albert 1984;
Lynd and Ferber 1969; Sale 1973); the publication of Betty
Friedan's book, The Feminine Mystique (1963; Freeman 1975);
the formation of the Peace Corps and the assassination of
President Kennedy (Redman 1986); the inception of the Free
Speech movement at Berkeley (Heirich 1968); and escalation
of conflict over U.S. involvement in Vietnam.

The movements

of the sixties were in full-force when the surveyed youth
were graduating from high school.

The individuals under

consideration were most certainly exposed to the youth
culture of the times, both in face-to-face interaction with
peers and through the media.
Just after the initial survey was conducted, the
1965 riot broke out in Watts.

Au~ust

In the following years, the

surveyed youth observed and possibly participated in the
movements for Black Power, numerous student movements, the
Women's movement and the anti-war movement (Viorst 1979;
Harris 1982).

Movements also developed around the issues of

welfare rights, occupational health, busing, the
environment, farm workers, homosexuality, and abortion
(Freeman 1983).

As young adults, these individuals saw the

assassination of Martin Luther King Jr. and Robert Kennedy,
and the killings at Kent State and Jackson State.

The call

to action during the years between 1965 and 1973 (the year
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of the follow-up survey) was loud and frequent.
The characteristics of those who answered the call and
were recruited to action are illustrated in the following
quote from Todd Gitlin:
As many studies revealed, student radicals of the New
Left shared many more sentiments and values with their
parents than with the rest of American society. Children
of the relatively democratic families of the educated
middle class, they wanted to live out the commitments to
justice, peace, equality and personal freedom which their
p~rents professed.
But about the meaning of affluence
there was a divide of experience which could never be
erased. Parents could never quite convey how they were
haunted by the Depression and relieved by the arrival of
affluence; the young could never quite convey how tired
they were of being reminded how bad things had once been,
and therefore how graced and grateful they should feel to
live normally in a normal America. (1987; 19-20)
The "many studies" that Gitlin refers to include the
socialization studies done by Flacks (1967), Block, Haan and
Smith (1969) and others (Braungart 1971; Lewis and Kraut
1972; Thomas 1971).

This research, and other studies on

activists in the sixties (Carden 1978; Leahy and Mazur 1978;
Oberschall 1978; Perrow 1977; Jenkins 1985; Freeman 1975;
McAdam 1986; 1988) concur on the significant role of
affluence and the middle class participant.
It is difficult to understand why the movements of the
time were composed of a predominantly middle class
constituency when one considers that the impetus to much of
the action was race, gender, and age (students and the
draft). It does not seem logical for individuals to argue
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for a cause that in many cases did not ultimately concern
their own well-being.

Todd Gitlin describes his perception

of how this phenomenon came about:
In a culture devoted to the celebration of middle-class
security, they [activists] labeled it smugness and
expressed solidarity with people who were systematically
excluded from a fair share in prosperity. The revelation
that there were people blocked from affluence not only
offended them, it discredited the dream-- a dream they
already felt ambivalent about, even estranged from.
They
felt cramped by the normal middle-class pursuits of
career, family, and success, and they brandished their
alienation as a badge. They were not satisfied to take
up public participation as a sideline, whether in
political parties, PTAs, or professional associations.
Their peers wanted to make families; this tiny group
wanted to make history. (1987:27)
The ideology of the New Left spread throughout student
organizations and into community organizing.

There existed

a wide-spread belief that the injustice of systematic
exclusion from opportunity, experienced by minority groups,
had to be eliminated.

The ideology helps to explain the

involvement of the middle class, but it does not explain the
lower levels of participation among the working class and
the poor.
"the cause"

The focus on the rights of the minority group as
did not fully bridge the gap between middle

class activists and other members of the minority group they
were fighting for.

For example, middle class black college

students provided the majority of the youth leadership for
the civil rights movement which was meant to provide a
collective good for all blacks (Carson 1981). Middle class
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background, as a characteristic of the decision-making body,
must have set the leadership apart from the nonaffluent
movement participants.
The hinderences to poor and working class collective
action have been recognized by Piven and Cloward
(1977:3,12), who state
••• protest is not a matter of free choice; it is not
freely available to all groups at all times, and much of
the time it is not available to lower-class ~roups at
all.
The occasions when protest is possible among the
poor, the forms that it must take, and the impact it can
have are all delimited by the social structure in ways
which usually diminish its extent and diminish its
force •••• neither the frustrations generated by the
economic change [ie, loss of work], nor the breakdown of
daily life may be sufficient to lead people to protest
their travails.
Ordinarily, when people suffer such
hardships, they blame God, or they blame themselves.
For
a protest movement to arise out of these traumas of daily
life, people have to perceive the deprivation and
disorganization they experience as both wrong, and
subject to redress.
From this, one could hypothesize that interaction between
collective action participants from different class
positions functions to change the perceptions of the lower
class participants.

Working or lower class activists learn

to question the social structure from middle or upper class
activists who already have a sense of political efficacy.
For example, the middle class members in the civil rights
movement, clergy and students, and the ideology they
promoted, changed the perceptions held by all blacks (Carson
1981; Moreland, Steel and Baker 1987).

Change in the
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perception of their situation and relative power in the
political system then stimulated black activism. Another
example can be found in the neighborhood orgnizating efforts
of the early seventies. Boyte (1980) argues that many of the
sixties activists went on to mobilize at the community
level, teaching their organization skills to previously
uninvolved neighborhood residents (see also Boyte, Booth and
Max 1986).
There are many cases of widespread working class
activity (i.e., Black Power, farm workers, union strikes).
However, there appear to be class differences in leadership
and instigating collective action that are not necessarily
found in the support of collective action (Stein 1987).
Evidence of these differences is present in a collection of
essays edited by (Binstock and Ely 1971) on "the politics of
the powerless".

Articles such as "The Power Structure of

the Ghetto" by Kenneth B. Clark, describe how "inside the
ghetto lie sources of energy that are ordinarily mobilized,
overtly or covertly, to prevent change and to perpetuate and
exploit that status quo" (Binstock and Ely 1971:135).

The

documented solutions to the problems of organizing action
among the powerless involve the role of advocacy or the
"agent for the powerless", and the importance of observation
and learning from other movement organizations.

The editors

note that professional organizers like Saul Alinsky and
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Cesar Chavez, are representative of a long

standin~

tradition of "relativelY powerful people who use their
personal, professional and political resources in attempts
to aid others who have little or no power" (Binstock and Ely
1971:151).

These agents for the powerless stimulate the

common interest and provide direction for the collective
action group.

The importance of this advocacy is especially

obvious in organizing working class neighborhoods (Fisher
1984).
During the late sixties, class has the following
implications for individual participation in collective
action: there are few working class leaders in collective
action, relative to the middle class, and the working class
individual participates more often in established movements.
The literature suggests that the working class individual's
propensity for activism was determined by perceptions of his
or her role in instiating social change.

The individual's

perception of this role can be a barrier when they do not
see a need for their participation.

Class, socialization,

networks, and availability work together to inform decisions
on whether or not to participate in collective action.
These factors can be linked to one another to produce an
explanation of how social class position can help or hinder
collective action participation.
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Summary and Conclusions.
In this review, I have considered individual
participation as it is effected by socialization, networks,
and structural availability. Socialization predisposes
certain individuals to have activist tendencies, networks
provide access to information which pulls the individual
into activism, and structural availability explains why the
cost of participation is greater for some individuals
compared to others.

Class position effects the individual

characteristics described in the aforementioned areas.

At

least part of the class effect is due to the socialization
to class position which takes place in the family and in the
education system.

A Marxist definition of class fits best

with the class socialization argument as applied to
collective action.

Wright's (1985) neo-Marxist definition

of class will be utilized in this research because it
considers the contradictory nature of certain class
positions in modern social structure.
This research is located in an historical context that
is rich with participation in collective action.

The rates

of participation during this time (1965-1973) are relatively
high.

Young activists were a fairly homogeneous group of

individuals who were affluent, educated, and middle class
(Gitlin 1987; Fisher 1984).
Detail on the causal mechanisms which link class,
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socialization, networks, and structural availability are
presented in the next chapter.

These mechanisms come

together in an explanation of collective action which is the
basis of this thesis.
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CHAPTER THREE
THE MODEL, DATA AND METHODS

******************************
In this chapter, the ideas of the previously described
literatures will be brought together in an explanation of
how class is related to participation in collective action.
First, I will provide a general model showing the links
between the major theoretical constructs of class,
socialization, networks, structural availability, and
participation in collective action.

This discussion will

include brief mention of the variables used to empirically
measure the constructs.

Detailed description of the

operationalization of the variables is presented in later
chapters when the variables are introduced in data analysis.
Second, I will present the predictors of the constructs and
the relations between these variables.

This elaboration

creates a full causal model of the hypothesized process to
be utilized in the prediction of participation in collective
action.

I will then describe the data to be used in the

empirical test of the model.

This description will briefly

discuss the Jennings and Niemi (1981b) findings related to
my topic and their initial analysis of the data.

Finally, I

will provide an outline of the method to be employed in the
exploration of my research question and the test of the
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causal model.
The General Model.
Thus far, the relationships between socialization,
networks, structural availability, class and participation
in collective action have been alluded to, but have not been
carefully explicated.

Figure 1 provides a representation of

the theoretical constructs to be discussed.
FIGURE 3.1. The General Model.
CLASS

~EFFICACY ~
NETWORKS
AVAILABILITY

7

COLLECTIVE ACTION
PARTICIPATION

Class (Steinitz and Solomon 1986; Sennett and Cobb 1972;
Piven and Cloward 1977; Oberschall 1978; Perrow 1977;
Jenkins 1985), a felt sense of efficacy (Travers 1982;
Sutherland 1981; Finkel 1985), networks, and structural
availability (Snow, Zurcher and Ekland-Olson 1980;
Oberschall 1973; Curtis and Zurcher 1973; Jenkins 1983;
Bolton 1972; Fernandez and McAdam 1987; Orum 1972;
VonEschen, Kirk and Pinard 1971; Rosenthal, et al. 1985),
all have an impact on participation in collective action.
Evidence for these direct relationships was provided in
chapter two.

Class also has indirect effects on
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participation through its positive relationship to efficacy,
networks, and structural availability (Bowles and Gintis
1976; Miller, Kohn and Schooler 1986; Oakes 1982; Gray
1975).

As outlined in chapter two, a sense of efficacy and

networks allowing access to political participation are
encouraged among those from middle and upper class
backgrounds.

There is an additional indirect effect in the

link between efficacy and networks (Finkel 1985).

An

individual's feelings of efficacy will encourage their
participation throughout the networks associated with
collective action participation and certain kinds of network
membership encourage efficacy.
A clearer sense of the relationships between the
theoretical constructs can be found when the relations are
discussed in terms of the empirical measures of the
constructs.

In this analysis, class is specified by using a

neo-Marxist definition which includes the owning class, a
consolidation of the contradictory classes described by
Wright (1985), and the working class.

An alternative

definition of class related to socioeconomic status will
also be tested.

Participation in collective action will be

measured by whether or not an individual has participated in
protest demonstrations, marches or sit-ins, or has
participated in community problem solving.

The efficacy
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variable will be more specific than a generalized sense of
accomplishing what one sets out to do.

The variables under

consideration involve a felt sense of political efficacy
based on a perceived ability to promote social

chan~e

throughinstitutionalized channels and a sense of personal
efficacy based on a perceived ability to satisfy plans and
aspirations. Networks will be represented by participation
in high school extracurricular activities.
Therefore, when I state that class has a direct effect
on participation in collective action, I am speculating that
the owning, working, and contradictory class positions are
somehow related to participation in protest demonstrations,
marches, sit-ins, and community problem

The

solvin~.

hypothesized relationship between class and collective
action was originally described in chapter one.

Individuals

in contradictory and owning class positions should
demonstrate higher rates of collective action participation
than working class individuals.

The other direct effects

involve the manner in which efficacy, participation in high
school extracurricular activities, and structural
availability determine participation in collective action.
Increased efficacy and membership in organizations should
increase participation in collective action.

Structural

availability varies in its positive and negative effects on
participation. The nature of the indirect relationships,
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also described in chapter one, tie efficacy, networks, and
structural availability to class position. Class differences
in socialization result in an individual's sense of efficacy
being class-related.

In turn, a strong sense of efficacy

promotes participation in collective action (H).

Further,

1

class differences in participation in organizations (with
respect to amount of participation and type of organization)
place individuals in networks that vary in their ability to
help or hinder participation in collective action (H). And
2
finally, structural availability for participation in formal
organizations and in collective action are associated with
class (H ). The indirect relationship not addressed in
3

chapter one entails the effect of efficacy on network ties.
Efficacy will facilitate participation in high school
activities and vice versa.

Again, since a contradictory or

owning class position encourages efficacy, and efficacy
encourages participation in organizations, the indirect
effect of class can be seen throughout the path.

The

introduction of the indirect effect of class on networks
through efficacy calls for an additional hypothesis to be
tested.
H4: A strong sense of efficacy encourages participation
in formal organizations, and participation in
organizations further strengthens a sense of efficacy.
The general model found in figure 3.1 is really the
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heart of my research question.

By including efficacy and

networks, I am attempting to study how the social context of
a person's life effects their actions.

While it does not

thoroughly link the micro perspective of the individual to a
macro level of analysis,

it certainly approaches the hazy

region that exists between the two theoretical orientations.
The introduction of class effects throughout the model
further addresses the structural elements that impinge on
the individual's propensity for participation.

Showing that

the relationships between efficacy, networks, constraints
and class position are significant in the prediction of
participation in collective action is the crux of my thesis.
The Elaborated Model.
Specifying the variables that mediate the relationships
between class, efficacy, membership in organizations,
structural availability, and collective action participation
completes the full model.

The paths which make up the model

can be separated along the lines of the literatures they
stem from.

Socialization theories produce the causal

relations found in the prediction of a sense of efficacy.
The literature on networks explains the relationship between
structural availability and participation in high school
extracurricular activities or collective action
participation.

The way in which a sense of efficacy and

involvement in networks tie the two literatures together is
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a unique aspect of this research.

In order to carefully

describe the factors which predict participation in
collective action, I will first address the causal
mechanisms of socialization, then the causal mechanisms of
networks, and finally the ties between the two.
Socialization.

There are many forms of socialization which

may influence the development of a sense of efficacy.
Figure 3.2 shows the three spheres of influence chosen as
theoretical constructs predicting efficacy.
FIGURE 3.2. The Socialization Component of the Causal Model.
- - " POLITICAL INTEREST

pEDUCATION~
CLASS---) FAMILY

) EFFICACY --4COLLECTIVE ACTION
PARTICIPATION

Socialization in the family effects a child's feelings of
efficacy in two ways.

How parents raise their children, and

the examples they set for their children in their own
behavior, affect the development of efficacy in youth.
These notions reflect the work by Kohn (1969) and others
(Block, Haan and Smith 1969; Flacks 1967; Braungart 1972;
Lewis and Kraut 1972; Thomas 1971).

The education system

socializes youth to be efficacious through mastery of
educational self-direction {Kohn 1983; Miller, Kohn and
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Schooler 1985; 1986) and in the opportunities for leadership
experience which it provides to some students.

Finally,

taking a personal interest in politics may have been learned
through talking with peers and adults in the home, school
and elsewhere.
Networks.

This research examines the networks of young

adults that were formed prior to their leaving high school.
Figure 3.3 shows how networks can determine participation in
collective action.
FIGURE 3.3. The Networks Component of the Causal Model.
IN--7COLLECTIVE ACTION
HIGH SCHOOL
PARTICIPATION
ORGANIZATIONS

CLASS~----------------?)INVOLVEMENT

/

POST HIGH SCHOOL
AVAILABILITY

The individual's opportunity to participate in networks is
constrained or encouraged by a variety of factors (Snow,
Zurcher and Ekland-Olson 1980; McAdam 1986). Participation
choices are based on cost/benefit analyses determining
availability.

Prior to leaving high school, the number of

hours a student studies or works outside the home determines
the student's availability in terms of the time constraints.
Further, how frequently they date, and how long they have
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lived in the community, provide access to certain networks.
Post high school availability includes working, marital
status, college attendance, and military service.

While

working and marriage can provide opportunity to access
networks, these factors tend to act as countervailing costs
to participation.

College attendance and military service

are particularly important in this research given that the
time frame under consideration involves the late sixties and
early seventies when many males were involved in the Viet
Nam draft.
The Links Between Socialization and Networks.

Social class

position and the relationship between efficacy and
membership in organizations tie the socialization process to
the structure of networks (see figure 3.4).
FIGURE 3.4. The Full Causal Model.

HIGH SCHOOL
AVAILABILITY

POST HIGH SCHOOL
AVAILABILITY
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The socialization of youth provide some with a sense of
efficacy about collective action participation.

Social

class affects the socialization process by virtue of Kohn's
(1969; 1983) theory of child rearing practices in the home,
and socialization in the education system.

Therefore, class

predisposes some youth to participation through
socialization.

Social class also affects networks through

voluntary affiliation with organizations.

Decisions

regarding collective action participation consider
structural availability which is related to class position.
For example, working class youth are more likely to be
dependent on the income from the jobs they hold compared to
owning and contradictory class youth.

This dependence would

make them less flexible about the number of hours they work.
Efficacy also determines participation in
organizations.

When the individual considers the costs and

benefits of participating in an organization, they also
consider whether they can accomplish something by joining
(Klandermans 1984).

In turn, membership in certain networks

can increase an individual's sense of efficacy, when they
are successful in their activities, by reinforcing a sense
of their ability to accomplish goals (Finkel 1985).
Finally, I want to rephrase my initial hypotheses to
predict the tendency to participate in collective action
given the individual's class position.
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H5: Compared to the owning and contradictory class youth,
young adults from the working class will report less
efficacy and participate in extracurricular activities at
lower rates due to their decreased structural
availability. Consequently, the working class will
participate least often in collective action, of any
class group.
The indirect effects of class through conforming behaviors
and decreaed parental political activity should minimize
their sense of efficacy.

Also, the increa3ed availability

constraint found in the inflexibility of working class jobs
provides an indirect effect that limits the opportunity to
belong to organizations. In contrast, the owning and
contradictory class youth will demonstrate a strong sense of
efficacy and will participate extensively in extracurricular
activities. The structural availability related to these
class positions facilitates participation. Consequently,
young adults from the owning and contradictory classes will
be very active in collective action.
Unfortunately, the data used in this research does not
allow for the explanation of discernable differences in
owning and contradictory class participation in collective
action. In order to distinguish the participation of the
owning class from the participation of the contradictory
class, certain measures of class consciousness are
necessary. The distinction calls for contradictory class
awareness of a common bond with the working class. Whether
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or not respondents explain the bond using the notion of
exploitation is unimportant, but the explanation of
contradictory class effects calls for some measure of
empathy for working class concerns. It is expected that the
contradictory class would feel this bond more than the
owning class due to their structural location. If this
awareness measure was present, it could be coupled with the
increased human capital resources of the contradictory class
to explain their increased participation relative to the
working class. Further, the increased awareness would
explain increased contradictory class participation relative
to the owning class, despite the owning class advantages in
terms of resources, because the contradictory class would be
sensitive to an additional set of collective action appeals.
The contradictory class would have a broader agenda to
attend to than the owning class because of their ties to the
working class.
At times, this research will point out divergence in
owning class behavior from contradictory class behavior.
These findings are discussed when the differences relate to
the in-between nature of the contradictory class position.
It is regretable that the owning class can not be
systematically compared to the contradictory class. However,
the inability of this research to test these differences
does not disable the overall explanation of class effects
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and the process linking class to collective action
participation. The emphasis in this research is on building
an explanation of individual collective action participation
that is sensitive to class differences. This missing
awareness measure does not sufficiently hinder the effort
and the problems associated with its ommission will be
considered, by the author, in future research.
Data and Sampling.
The data to be utilized in testing the causal model was
obtained through the Inter-university Consortium for
Political and Social Research.

The Youth-Parent

Socialization Panel Study, 1965-1973 was conducted by M.
Kent Jennings and Richard G. Niemi (1981a).

High school

students and their parents were interviewed in the spring of
1965 and were reinterviewed in 1973.

The study was designed

to assess political continuity and change across time for
two biologically related generations.

The 1973 wave

includes a number of questions that capture the political
and non-political histories of the respondents across the
eight-year panel period.

Contained in the 1965 youth

schedule are a number of detailed questions about high
school experiences.

Both the youth and parental schedules

address familial relationships.
In 1965 the students interviewed were chosen from a
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national probability sample of ninety-seven secondary
schools (including eleven non-public schools) selected with
a probability proportionate to their size.

Within each

school, 15-21 randomly designated seniors were interviewed.
The number of students interviewed totaled 1669.

The

parents were selected randomly such that for one-third of
the students the fathers were to be interviewed, for another
one-third the mothers were to be interviewed, and for the
remaining one-third interviews were obtained from both
parents.

Where the designated parent was permanently

absent, the other parent or parent-surrogate was
interviewed.

Interviews with at least one parent were

obtained for 94 percent of the students (1562 cases), and
with both parents in 26 percent of the cases, for a total of
1992 parents altogether.

Since more mothers than fathers

were head of household in single-parent families, the sample
of parents includes 56 percent mothers.
Of the 1669 youth who completed the 1965 interview,
1119 were reinterviewed in 1973 and an additional 229
completed mail back questionnaires for a total of 1348 (80.8
percent).

Of the original 1562 parents, 1118 were

reinterviewed and 61 completed mail back questionnaires for
a total of 1179 (75.5 percent).

Because the two samples

come from the same families, an eight-year history of 1063
parent-offspring pairs can be examined.
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Jennings and Niemi published their findings on
political socialization in Generations and Politics: A Panel
Study of Young Adults and Their Parents (1981b).

In a

chapter related to activism they examined protest behavior
by focusing on the question "Have you ever taken part in a
demonstration, protest march, or sit-in?".

Among other

things, Jennings and Niemi found that
Two main demographic characteristics seemed to divide the
protestors and nonprotestors. Among whites the reported
[protest] rate was 14% compared with 30% among nonwhites.
By educational strata the figures rose from 4% among
those with a high school degree, to 15% among those with
some college, on to 29% among those with a college
degree. Among nonwhite college graduates the protest
rate was 52% compared with a 27% figure for similarly
educated whites. (p.335)
This sort of descriptive analysis constitutes the bulk of
Jennings and Niemi's consideration of the topic.

They also

found protestors to have higher grades, to major in the
social sciences in college, to be more politically aware at
the time of high school graduation and to have participated
in more political activities in college.

The emphasis was

on cohort effects in protest behavior and no comparison was
made in regard to the parents.
This dataset is ideal for a more extensive secondary
analysis considering the collective action process.

The

number of participants in collective action is small because
the dataset is a random sample of the nation's youth.

This
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is unfortunate since significance levels on some of the
variables in the regression may prove problematic.

This

misfortune, however, is offset by the fact that sampling
bias will be minimized.

Most studies of collective action

find it necessary to abandon random samples in order to
collect data from the few participants they can locate.

The

random sample used in this research will allow for better
statistical inference with regard to

predictin~

proper~ies

associated with the dependent variable.
Methods.
The intentions behind the methods used in this research
include 1) an examination of the impact of class on
collective action participation, 2) building an explanation
of what determines individual participation in collective
action, and 3) showing how individuals within class
subgroups vary when the model of individual participation is
applied.

A combination of descriptive and predictive

analyses will be utilized in the performance of these tasks.
Path analysis would appear to be the obvious method of
choice to test the full model in figure four. However, the
assortment of dichotomous, continuous and multi-categorical
measures used throughout the model makes the use of path
analysis impossible. The consistent use of either ordinary
least squares or logistic regression techniques would also
be difficult (see Hanushek and Jackson 1977). Because the
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ultimate dependent variable, collective action
participation, is dichotomous, an effort was made to
dichotomize the intermediate variables measuring efficacy
and involvment in organizations.

Admittedly, this narrows

the information associated with these measures, but the
sacrificed information is counterbalanced by the ability to
be relatively consistent in the use of logistic regression
across the latter paths of the model.
A minor negative consequence of using logistic
regression is that the coefficients are not directly
comparable across equations with different dependent
variables because they are based on the log odds associated
with the dependent variable. Hence, comparisons similar to
those found in path analysis are not valid.

On the other

hand, comparing the general findings of one logistic
equation to another makes more sense than comparing a hodge
podge of logit and OLS coefficients.
While logistic regression will be used to analyze the
latter paths of the model (those involving the prediction of
collective action participation, efficacy, and involvement in
high school organizations), the relationship between class
and the exogenous variables will be analyzed using
descriptive methods.

Again, this is due to the combination

of dummy, continuous and multi-categorical variables.
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Various measures of association will be employed in testing
the relationship between socalization factors, structural
availability, membership in organizations, and class.
Presentation of the data analysis will be organized in
the following manner: the direct relationship between class
and collective action will be presented first; the
socialization component of the full model will be presented
~econd;

the networks component of the full model will

presented third; and a complete examination of the full
model will be presented last.

Given this organization

is presented with the socialization component

scheme, H
1

(chapter 5), H and H with the networks component (chapter
2
3
6), H with the class and collective action discussion
5
(chapter 4), and H and H with the discussion of the full
4
5
model (chapter 7).
Summary and Conclusions.
The literatures describing participation in collective
action stem from different objectives.
literature

~ks

The socialization

at the factors predisposing individuals to

activism, pushing them to participate.

The networks

literature examines social structure and the recruitment
processes which pull individuals into collective action.
Because one looks at individual propensity and the other at
movement recruitment, both have failed to address the area
where the two processes meet.

The causal model presented in
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this chapter provides a possible explanation of how the
concepts can be unified. Five hypotheses outline the points
needing supportive evidence in order to consider the
explanation a success.
Class is used as a thread, weaving the components of
the causal model into a comprehensive explanation of a
particular aspect of participation in collective action.

I

was fortunate to find preexisting data which includes
operational measures for the key variables my explanation.
Secondary analysis of the Youth-Parent Socialization Panel
Study (Jennings and Niemi 1981a) will be performed in order
to test the stated hypotheses.

Statistical tests will be

both descriptive and predictive, with the latter

utilizin~

logistic regression techniques.
The data analysis presented in subsequent chapters will
consider 1) the direct relationship between class and
participation in collective action, 2) socialization
processes in the prediction of participation, 3) network
processes in the prediction of participation, and 4) a
combination of class, socialization, networks, and
availability in the prediction of participation.

The

details of the relationships in the causal model were
intentionally left out of this chapter.

This first

presentation of the model was meant to be an overview of the
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proposed process.

The detailed data analysis chapters

coming up will be followed by a chapter of conclusions on
the success of the model and the implications of the
findings.
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CHAPTER FOUR
CLASS AND COLLECTIVE ACTION:
THE DIRECT RELATIONSHIP

******************************
Thus far, I have emphasized the role of class in
collective action participation a great deal-- possibly to
the point of overstating its direct effects. The direct
relationship between class and collective action
participation is not blatantly obvious. This is especially
the case when collective action is not motivated by classrelated issues. Because the form of collective action varies
in

~erms

of its grievances and the spontaneous collective

behavior that is associated with its initiation and
continuance, patterns in class effects are subtle.
This chapter examines the direct relationship between
class and collective action participation. The

findin~s

are

supportive of the relationship, yet rarely are they strong
in their statistical significance. Examination of the direct
relationship provides important information for why class
may have been downplayed in past research, and for why a
closer look at the mechanisms which locate persons within
class structure is warranted.
Social Class Position.
In my description of the class variables used in the
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analysis, I will examine the neo-Marxist definition of
class, then the socioeconomic status measure which is used
as an alternative.

As described in chapter two, the neo-

Marxist class variable is an adaptation of a measure used by
Wright (1985). Wright's description of the social class
structure adheres to the following logic.

First, he divides

people into two groups; those with assets in means of
production (owners) and those without assets (wage
laborers).

Among the owners of the means of production,

the bourgeoisie own sufficient capital to hire workers and
not work, small employers own sufficient capital to hire
workers but must work, and the petty bourgeoisie own
sufficient capital to work for themselves but not to hire
workers.

Differentiation among non-owners is based on

organization assets and skill/credential assets.
Organization assets deal with effective control over the
coordination and integration of the division of labor.
Wright derives three categories from his consideration of
assets: managers, positions which are directly involved in
making policy decisions and have authority over
subordinates; supervisors, positions which have authority
over subordinates, but are not involved in organizational
decision making; and non-management, positions without any
organization assets within production. Assets in
credentials and skills also yield three categories: experts,
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includes all professionals, technicians and managers with
college degrees; skilled employees, includes school
teachers, craft workers, managers and technicians with less
than college degrees, and salespersons or clerical with
college degrees and whose jobs are autonomous; and nonskilled, includes clerical and salespersons not satisfying
the credential or autonomy criterion for skilled employees,
non-craft manual occupations and service occupations.

The

possible combinations of organization and credential/skill
assets are shown in the three by three table that appears as
figure 2.1. All the positions in the table are specifications
of the contradictory class positions demonstrated in
Wright's earlier work (1979), except for the cell with no
organization assets and no credential/skill assets.

Notice

that this cell, in the bottom right corner, represents the
working class in Wright's scheme.
I can reproduce aspects of Wright's definition using
the Youth-Parent Socialization Panel Study.

The class

variable utilizes information from the 1965 parent survey.
As in Wright's definition, self-employment is equated with
ownership.

Self-employed owners are separated from wage

laborers with a measure which asks "Does he [the head of
household] work for himself or someone else?".

If the

respondent states that the head of household is both self-
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employed and working for someone else, they are classified
as owners because they have some exposure to that social
position.
As in Wright's definition, differentiation among wage
laborers is based on organization and skill/credential
assets.

Wright's notion of skill/credential assets are

reproduced as accurately as possible, given his appendix
1

describing the classifications.

The head of household's

occupation and years of education classify them as experts,
semi-credentialled, and uncredentialled in their skill
2
assets.
I have to take a different approach than Wright in
classifying organization assets.

As previously mentioned,

organization assets are considered by Wright to be the
effective control over the coordination and integration of
the division of labour.

Basically, he examines the concept

by considering how the respondent's position exploits the
work of others.

The measures used to tap this concept

relate to the respondent being directly involved in making
policy decisions, the respondent having authority over
others, and the number of subordinates for which the
1

See appendix II in Wright (1985).

2
In the classification of skill assets, some (approx.
80) of the heads of household describe their occupation as
"retired, unemployed or housewife". These respondents are
considered uncredentialled in their skill assets.
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respondent is responsible. The data I am using does not have
specific measures on involvement in policy decisions and
supervision with real authority.

Therefore, I must consider

a different notion of organization assets.
Rather than examine how the individual's position
exploits the work of others, I can determine whether or not
the individual considers him/herself to be exploited by his
or her supervisor, and if he or she has any effective
response to the exploitation.

This sense of perceived

exploitation is not as structurally oriented as Wright's use
of the individual's position in the hierarchy of authority.
On the other hand, perceived exploitation should be related
to feelings of efficacy and how different individuals manage
the social psychological aspects of exploitation.

The

consideration of perceived exploitation could make for a
better prediction of participation in collective action.
Organization assets are classified in this research
using the following measures: "When decisions are made
affecting your own work, do those in authority over you ever
consult you about them? [usually, sometimes, rarely, never]"
and "If a decision were made affecting your own work that
you strongly disagreed with, what would you do-- would you
feel free to complain? If you complain, would it do any
3

good? [yes; no; might, it depends]".

If complaining does
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some good, and authority figures usually consult the
individual, the respondent is designated as having
managerial assets.

If complaining does some good, and

authority figures sometimes consult the individual, the
respondent is considered to have supervisal assets.

If

complaining does no good, the individual has no managerial
assets, regardless of whether they are consulted or not.
Table 4.1 provides the crosstabulation of
skill/credential assets by organization assets including
owners (those who are self-employed) and those who did not
consider themselves the head of household.

The percentages

represent the cell frequency divided by the sample size.
The largest group in the sample are those individuals who
are self-employed with marginal skill/credential assets.
This group is comprised of self-employed individuals who are
typically artisans, teachers, craftsmen, and skilled
workers; managers and semi-professionals without a college
education; or sales and clerical workers with a college
3

There is some problem switching from self-employment
and skill data on the head of household to the respondent's
self-report on the classification of organization assets.
It is necessary to consider the respondent, whether they are
the head of household or not, on the organization assets
classification because the necessary questions are not asked
specifically about the head of household.
If the respondent
is not the head of household, they are placed in a fourth
category that is split between the contradictory and working
class. This split is discussed in the formulation of the
class variable.
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education. The smallest group involves those with mid-level
or supervisal organization assets and expert skill assets.
Individuals in this group are college educated
professionals, managers or foremen, and semi-professionals
who feel that registering a complaint does some good, but
they are consulted only some of the time.
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TABLE 4.1. Percent of Sample Showing Organization Assets by
Skill/Credential Assets for All Respondents (n=1021).
SKILL/CREDENTIAL ASSETS
experts

marginal

%

%

(n)

(n )

uncredentialed
%
%
(n)

3.6
( 37 )

16.9
( 173 )

2.7
(28)

3.7
(38)

9.7
( 99 )

6.9
(70)

supervisors

.3
(3)

2.9
( 30 )

3.5
( 36 )

non-management

2.6
( 27 )

10.8
(110)

14.0
(143)

3.6
(37)

10.1
( 103 )

8.5
( 87 )

self-employed
ORGANIZATION
managers
ASSETS

not head-ofhousehold

(n)

23.3
(238)

44.1
(450)

32.6
(333)
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Because many of the cell sizes are too small to be
reliable in data analysis, the self-employed will be lumped
together into one class of owners and the eight
contradictory class positions will be combined.

The working

class will generally remain as it stands. In order to
maintain the largest possible sample size, those listing the
head of household as someone other than themself will be

4
classified in the following manner.

If the respondent lists

the head of household as having expert skill assets, they
are placed in the contradictory class position.

If they

list the head of household as having marginal skill assets
and they, themselves, have a college degree, they are placed
in the contradictory class position.

If the respondent has

no college education, and the head of household has marginal
skill assets, they are placed in the working class, along
with the respondents listing the head of household as
uncredentialled.

This criteria was chosen to take into

account the general class environment of the household-- my
assumption being that families with college educated,
housewives, retired, or unemployed respondents will tend
toward the contradictory position and those without college
will tend toward the working class.
The adjustments and consolidation of the class

4
Respondents in this group list themself as retired,
unemployed or housewives.
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positions results in the frequencies found in the margins of
Table 4.1. The reported percentages can be compared to the
percentages Wright (1985) found in the
survey.

u.s.

portion of his

The 1965 Youth-Parent sample shows 23.3 percent in

the owning class, 44.1 percent in the contradictory class
positions and 32.6 percent in the working class.

Wri~ht's

sample, taken in 1980, shows 14.7 percent in the owning
class, 45.5 percent in the contradictory positions, and 39.9percent in the working class. Most of the difference between
the findings lies in the operationalization of the
organization assets variable, and in combining all selfemployed individuals in the owning position, even when they
5
work a second job.
Part of the 8.6 percentage point
difference between Wright's study and the Youth-Parent data
reflects the fact that Wright has a mechanism to separate
the part-time owning class from those holding solely the
owning

po~ition.

A further explanation of the difference

exists in a selection bias problem found in the Youth-Parent
data.

The principle investigators, Jennings and Niemi

(1981a), indicate in their code book sampling information,
that an estimated 26 percent of the age cohort during this
period dropped out of school.

Since the survey considers

5

The mean SES score for self-employed individuals who
work a second job is the same as the mean SES of selfemployed individuals who do not work a second job.
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only high school seniors, students who left school prior to
their senior year were not incorporated into the sampling
design.

Wright is more accurate in his initial sampling of

the U.S. population and he weighted his data to correct for
response rate problems resulting from the use of telephone
surveys.

Hence, in comparison to Wright's proportions, the

Youth-Parent survey's shortage of working class respondents
is probably due to dropout rates.
time self-employed individuals, a

The combination of partchan~e

in the

operationalization of organization assets, and dropout
effects in the sampling design, appear to account for the
inability to replicate Wright's findings.

These factors

will be taken into account when interpreting the results in
this research.
The alternative measure of class position is determined
by the parents' 1965 response to a question about the head
of household's occupation.

This question is used to

recreate the Duncan (1961) measure of socioeconomic status
(SES) which originally considered the status, education
requirements, and income of occupations.

Jennings and Niemi

(1981a) apply the SES coding strategy to listings in the
detailed classification of occupations in the 1950 bureau of
the census.

The SES of respondents in the sample varies

from 0 to 96, with the mean being 39.07 and the standard
deviation equal to 25.61 (sample size equals 1021).

A high
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level of SES, such as that found among medical doctors and
judges, is equated with an upper class social position, and
a low level of SES, such as that found among manual
laborers, is equated with a lower or working class position.
A comparison of the two class measures demonstrates the
difference in their composition.

The mean SES score for

respondents in the owning class position is 41.11 (the
standard deviation [s.d.] equals 24.42), the mean SES score
for those in the contradictory class positions is 50.20
(s.d.=25.34), and the mean SES score for the working class
is 30.07 (s.d.=19.44).

Finding that the mean SES is higher

for the contradictory class than for the owning class
indicates that the ranking of occupation, education, and
income is different than the ranking of self-employment,
skill/credential, and organization assets. Self-employment
does not require the education that is associated with upper
levels of socioeconomic status. For example, a vendor
selling hot dogs on a street corner is, by definition, in
the owning class if he or she owns their cart. On the other
hand, the managerial positions found in the contradictory
class frequently require post secondary education or other
credentials that inflate the SES score.
Overall, the working class SES is lower than the SES of
the owning or contradictory classes. The dichotomy between
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the working and the owning/contradictory class is clearly
related to lesser versus greater levels of SESe This is also
reflected in the smaller standard deviation associated with
the mean working class SES compared to the larger standard
deviations associated with the owning and contradictory
classes. There is more variance in the SES backgrounds of
individuals from the owning and contradictory classes.
Hence, the neo-Marxist definition contributes more to
understanding the differences between the owning and
contradictory class positions than it does to the
differences between the working and upper/middle class
because the latter can also be explained by SESe Whether or
not this is helpful in determining who participates in
collective action will be discussed later in this chapter.
Collective Action.
Collective action occurs when a number of individuals
who have a common interest in promoting or resisting social
change (an interest that can not be resolved by individual
or exclusively by institutionalized means), come together
and organize to achieve a purpose or objective related to
their collective interest.

Measures of participation in a

"demonstration, protest march, or sit-in" or having "worked
with others to solve some community problems", collected in
1973 on the youth follow-up survey, will be used to
operationalize this concept. The collective action concept
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is measured by two survey questions. An alternative to the
protest demonstration measure was included to minimize a
possible class bias.

The bias would stem from the fact that

students who went on to participate in demonstrations,
protest marches, and sit-ins were most likely in college,
and students attending college in the late sixties were
disproportionately from the middle or upper class.
Participating in community problem solving includes
activities that are not dependent on college attendance (see
Appendix A for a detailed list of protest and problem
solving activities).

Dealing with racial matters in

schools, tenants' rights groups, and efforts aimed at civic
improvement, are all examples of the community issues
mentioned by respondents.

The combination of the two

questions considerably broadens the scope of participation
in collective action which decreases the specificity of the
analysis.

This is warranted, however, because using only

the "protest" question would virtually predispose the
6

results with respect to class effects.
The measurement of participation in protest and/or
community problem solving results in two separate
dichotomous variables that focus on whether respondents
6

The percentages by class for participation in protest
and community problem solving are found in Table 4.3 and are
discussed later in this chapter.
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participate or not. There is some overlap between the 15.6
percent who have protested and the 19.6 percent who have
worked on community problem solving-- 6.5 percent of the
respondents were involved in both forms of collective action
(n=1208).

These percentages would appear low considering

that, when asked in the 1965 survey, 77.6 percent of the
students anticipated being "very" or "somewhat" active in
public affairs and politics.

It seems that perceptions of
7

future activity differ greatly from the actual behavior.
Compared to other studies of participation, an average
8

participation rate of 17 percent is high.

In order to

explain the difference in the rates one must keep in mind
that the frequency of participation is not a consideration
in this research. An individual who was active in only one
collective action event is considered a participant. As
pointed out in chapter two, participants are not necessarily
7 This difference may be due to "the times". Seniors in
high school in 1965 must have felt that they had a world of
political opportunities ahead of them-- even more so than
high school seniors during other times.
8
Comparison participation rates from a random,
nationwide sample can be drawn from the 1973 General Social
Survey. The highest protest participation rate is 5.3%
related to having ever taken part in a school related
demonstration, and the lowest rate is 4.3% related to having
ever taken part in a civil rights demonstration (n=1504).
Comparable statistics for community problem solving could
not be found, but they are assumed to be similar to the
protest rates.
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activists. Past research on individual participation in
social movements has tended to study activists. The higher
rates of participation in this research are explained by the
inclus.ion of single event involvement. When one considers
this delineation between any participation in collective
aciton and no participation, 17 percent may still seem low.
This attests to the strength of the mechanisms prohibiting
collective action participation.
Many observers of the social movements of the sixties
note differences over time in the type of activity
(nonviolent activity changing to increased militancy) and
the characteristics of participants (middle class, educated
"leaders", many with a leftist orientation, changing to an
increased diversity of characteristics) (Harris 1982; Viorst
1979; Foss and Larkin 1976). Since the data used in this
research spans the years 1965 through 1973, it seems logical
that differences in participation may exist early in the
time period versus late in the time period. Indepth study of
the differences between early and late participation will
not be pursued further because it complicates the analyses
beyond the scope of this project. However, a discussion of
how the timing of participation is related to race, gender,
religious, and class affiliation, at this point in the
research, helps to distinguish the characteristics of
collective action participants. Findings from survey data
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often leave the reader with a weak sense of who the
respondents are. Discussion of the percentages presented in
Table 4.2 will hopefully provide a rough portrait of who
participated in what type of collective action and when that
participation took place.
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TABLE 4.2. Percent Participating in Collective Action by
Timing and Gender, Race, Religious and Class Affiliation.
COLLECTIVE ACTION TIMING
EARLY
PROTEST

LATE
PROTEST

EARLY
PROBLEM
SOLVING

*

LATE
PROBLEM SAMPLE
SOLVING SIZE

GENDER
female
male

8.2
10.3

4.6
6.2

4.6
4.6

11.2
10.9

670
678

RACE
minority
nonminority

10.1
8.3

3.1
5.3

3.9
4.3

11.4
10.0

228
1236

RELIGION
Protestant
Catholic
Jewish
other

6.7
11.6
27.6
28.6

4.3
7.6
12.1
0.0

3.1
7.6
10.3
14.3

11.1
9.2
15.5
28.6

913
327

CLASS
owning
10.8
contradictory 10.8
working
6.4

4.1
5.3
4.9

5.0
4.6
2.7

9.5
11.2

455

8.5

328

*

58
7

241

Early collective action participation takes place prior
to and including 1969; late participation takes place
between 1970 and 1973. There is more missing da~a involved
in the timing of participation than there is in the general
collective action participation variables (5.3% more missing
data in protest timing and 4.5% more missing data in problem
solving timing.)
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In Table 4.2, early participation is defined as

takin~

place prior to and including 1969, and late participation
occurs between 1970 and 1973 (the time of the follow-up
survey). There are no great events that distinguish 1969
from 1970, it was simply the turn of the decade and the
approximate midpoint of the time spanned in the surveys.
Missing data resulted from imposing the timing dimension on
the participation variables. In about 5 percent of the
cases, the information on timing was not good enough to
classify the participation as either early or late.
Overall, there appears to be a trend reflected in Table
4.2 whereby protest participation rates are higher in the
early years and problem solving rates are higher in the
later years. This might suggest a change in activity type
for the 6.5 percent of the respondents who participated in
both protest and problem solving. It is more likely the case
that, for all participants, protest activity as a political
participation option was waning by the early seventies, and
community problem solving became a more attractive
alternative. Explaining this statement has much to do with
being in the right place at the right time. Most protest
demonstrations took place on college campuses. For most
persons, the ties to a college campus are strongest directly
after high school graduation. If the respondent did not go
to college, he or she may still have had peers who were
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enrolled during this time. After four years, the ties to
college-related activities dwindles for most people. This
explains the higher rates of early protest.
Similarly, community problem solving tends to be
dominated by adults with established ties to the community.
Some high school students are active in the community, but
community involvement generally comes later for most
persons. Maturing and "settling down" explains the higher
rates of community problem solving during the early
seventies. Since age is virtually controlled for in this
survey (most respondents were within one year of being the
same age), this explanation is plausible without
crosstabulating age and participation timing.
In addition to aging, there are other demographic
characteristics associated with collective action. These
findings should be considered a preview of things to come
since explanations of why the differences exist are tied to
concepts forthcoming in future chapters. Males participate
in protests at a higher rate than females, regardless of
timing. As an alternative, participation in community
problem solving appears to be more egalitarian with respect
to gender. Also, the shifts from high to low rates of
protest participation and low to high rates of problem
solving participation are more extreme for members of racial
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minority groups than they are for nonminorities. For
example, minority participation is higher than nonminority
participation in early protests, but it is much lower than
nonminority participation in later protests.
Religion also plays a part in facilitating
participation. Protestants have relatively low participation
rates with the slight exception of participation in problem
solving in the later time period. Catholics are more active
than protestants, yet they are less active than Jews and
members of "other" religions which include Muslim, Buddhism,
Hinduism, etc •.
Finally, rates of participation by class position also
vary. Since this is a crude, first look at this
relationship, I will focus on the time dimension and leave
the other comparisons for the remaining section of this
chapter. Working class participation in protest changes very
little over time-- there is a 1.5 percent decrease in
participation from early to late. The decrease in protest
participation is much greater for the owning and
contradictory classes. This stability in the working class
rates suggests that the type of protest activity was not
dependent on an environment, like a college campus, whose
relative importance could change over time. A complementary
explanation would be that the mechanisms

drawin~

class persons into participation did not

chan~e

working
much over
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this time period. Changes in the problem solving
participation rates were about the same for all three class
groups: the rate increased the most for the contradictory
class, than the working class, and the owning class had the
smallest increase. The findings suggest that timing affected
the community problem solving participation of all three
class groups in similar ways.
It seems important to reiterate the point that Table
4.2 provides only vague estimate of who participated in
collective action. Missing data on timing, variation in the
sample sizes, the lack of between group tests of statistical
significance, and the exclusion of sociological explanation
about the differences in participation rates should make the
reader cautious when interpreting these findings. On the
other hand, having some notion of a few of the
characteristics of collective action participants provides a
context that aids in the interpretation of the subsequent
analyses. A thorough examination of the direct relationship
between class and collective action follows in the next
section.
Predicting Collective Action Participation.
Hypothesis five states that individuals in the working
class will demonstrate lower rates of collective action
participation than contradictory or owning class
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individuals. I will begin to test the hypothesized
relationship using crosstabulation of class and
participation. The statistical significance of class as a
predictor of participation will also be presented.

Then, I

will compare the neo-Marxist definition of class to
socioeconomic status levels. This is necessary to clarify
the implementation of the neo-Marxist definition.
Table 4.3 presents the rat.es of collective action
participation by class position. Seventeen percent (17.1%)
of the young adults whose parents held owning or
contradictory class positions in 1965 reported having
participated in a protest demonstration. This is compared to
12.5 percent of the working class youth who participated.
The difference between the working class and the owning and
contradictory classes is statistically significant

(p~.10).

There is more divergence in the rates of community problem
solving participation. Young adults from the contradictory
class show the highest rate of participation in problem
solving (17.6%), followed by the owning class (15.7%), and
the working class has the lowest rate (13.3%). Only the
difference between the working and contradictory class is
statistically significant

(p~.10).
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TABLE 4.3. Percent Participating in Collective Action by
Class Position.
COLLECTIVE ACTION PARTICIPATION

PROTEST

COMMUNITY
PROBLEM SOLVING

SAMPLE
SIZE

CLASS
owning

17.1

15.7

210

contradictory

17.1

17.6

391

working

12.5

13.3

264

all subgroups

15.7

15.8

865

*The reduced sample sizes in this table reflect the listwise
deletion of missing data that occurs in later regression
analyses. The statistics from the reduced samples are
reported in order to be consistent with the later analyses.

*
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The findings in Table 4.3 support the previously stated
hypothesis. Participation in community problem solving and
protest participation follows the described pattern for the
working class. The working class rate of participation in
collective action is lower than the owning and contradictory
class rates.
The variation in collective action participation by
social position demonstrated by the application of the neoMarxist class variable can also be seen in the application
of the socioeconomic status variable. The mean SES among
those participating in protest demonstrations is 48.28 with
a standard deviation of 25.83.

The mean SES score for those

not participating in protests is 38.43 with a standard
deviation of 25.28 (n=1060).

The almost 10 point difference

in the means is statistically significant (PS .05). The mean
SES score for those participating in community problem
solving is 38.18 (s.d.=25.88) and for those who did not
participate in problem solving it is 39.41 (s.d.=25.51;
n=1179). The difference in these means is not statistically
significant.
It is not possible to tell which definition of class is
preferable, at this point, since both are somewhat
statistically significant in their relationship to
participaton in collective action.

The fact that the neo-

Marxist definition is categorical and SES is continuous
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further complicates any comparison.

The examination of

statistically significant effects using the neo-Marxist
definition involves the juxtaposition of the participants in
one class group against another. Using the mean SES score
only allows for the comparison of participants versus
nonparticipants. The two tests are not the same.
Another way to contrast the definitions is to examine
their ability to predict participation. Table 4.4 presents
information from logit equations predicting participation in
collective action, using class and SES as independent
variables. In the table, the three models listed beneath the
dependent variable represent different combinations of the
independent variables. Modell employs only the neo-Marxist
class variable, model 2 uses only SES, and model 3 considers
the effects of both. The logic behind model 3 is the ability
to examine the effect of one definition while controlling
for the other.
The statistical package used to calculate the log its
generates a different form of coefficient for categorical
9
variables.
The two coefficients presented in Table 4.4 for
the neo-Marxist variable are representative of a comparison
between the contradictory position and the owning class, and

9
Data analysis was conducted using the BioMedical Data
Processing (BMDP) statistical package.
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the working class with the owning class. The owning class is
used as a base group to which the others are compared.
Therefore, the coefficients indicate that the contradictory
position generally has a greater tendency to participate
than the owning class, and the working class has a lesser
tendency to participate.

113
TABLE 4.4. Predicting Collective Action Participation Using
Neo-Marxist Class and Socioeconomic Status (n=865).
PROTEST
model 2model 1
b

b

(s.e. )

(s.e. )
CLASS
contradietory
working

+

p~.10

b

b

(s.e.)

(s.e.)

.159
( .124 )

.133
(.130)

-.247 +
( .145 )

-.086
( .153)

-.179
( .144)

- .149
(.150)

.015
( .004 )

p~.05

b

(s.e.)

(s.e. )

-.019
( .132 )

-1.699
(.098)

loglikelihood -374.8

*

~

b

.123
( .125 )

SES
CONSTANT

model

COMMUNITY
PROBLEM SOLVING
model 1 model 2. model. 3_

*

-2.372
(.207)
-368.1

*

*

.015
( .004 )
-2.350
(.211)
-367.8

*
*

.004
( .004 )
-1.700
(.098)
-376.8

*

-1.863
(.190)
-377.3

.003
( .004 )

*

-1.818
(.193)
-376.6

*
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The only statistically significant effects associated
with the independent variables are found in the prediction
of protest participation. In model 1,

predictin~

protest

participation, the difference between the owning and the
working class is statistically significant. Inherent in this
finding is the notion that the working class would also be
statistically significant from the contradictory class, if
the contradictory class were used as the base category,
because the owning and contradictory rates of participation
are the same. The effects of SES, found in model 2, are also
statistically significant. This means that increasing levels
of socioeconomic status increases the likelihood that the
individual had participated in protest demonstrations. When
the two variables are entered simultaneously (model 3), the
neo-Marxist class variable is no longer significant. The
effect of SES remains unchanged when controlling for the
owning, contradictory, and working class positions.
The findings shown on the left side of Table 4.4,
predicting protest participation, suggest that the
relationship between SES and collective action participation
is stronger than the relationship to the neo-Marxist
definition of class. However, other aspects of the findings
in Table 4.4 suggest that there is insufficient information
to draw conclusions about the merit of one definition of
class over the other. The findings are, again, inconclusive

115
10
because of the following issues.

First, SES is not

significant in the prediction of the alternative collective
action measure, participation in community problem solving.
If SES is to be considered the outstanding measure of class
to be used in this research, it should be able to hold up in
the prediction of community problem solving. The
relationship between protest and college attendance is very
obvious and the significance of SES may be tapping into the
college relationship rather than the general relationship to
11
collective action participation.
Second, since the neo-Marxist definition is categorical
and SES is continuous, a direct comparison of the
coefficients is not easy. The problem mentioned earlier in
the comparison of rates is again present. Statistically, it
10
The reader may wonder why I included this table with
all its weaknesses. The format of later analyses include
nested logit models predicting participation. The
coefficients for the direct relationship between class and
collective action participation found in Table 4.4 will be
refered to in later chapters.
11
Whether or not the individual went to college is
the most obvious class-related factor associated with the
rate differences. Sixty-seven percent (67.0%) of the total
sample of young adults attended college at some time between
1965 and 1973. Among those who participated in a protest
march (n=152), 90.1% had some college attendance during that
time. While the college and protest measures are not
specific enough to establish the causal order of the
relationship, it appears very likelY that most of the
individuals who went on to participate in demonstrations,
protest marches, and sit-ins did so on a college campus.
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is rather like comparing apples and oranges. As an
alternative to comparing the statistical significance of
coefficients, the log likelihood can be used as a crude
measure of model specification in comparing similar logistic
regression equations.

The better the model fits the data,

the smaller the log likelihood will be (Aldrich and Nelson
12
1987).
In this case, the log likelihood of the model 3
equation using the neo-Marxist definition of class and SES
to predict protest is smaller than the log likelihood of the
model 1 equation or the model 2 equation. Unfortunately,
this indication of better specification is so small it is
probably due to the addition of another variable rather than
an actual contribution to the fit of the model. In
conclusion, the information in Table 4.4 is not very helpful
in either supporting or refuting the use of the neo-Marxist
definition.
A clearer method of examining the effects of the neoMarxist definition of class while controlling for SES can be
found in Table 4.5. The percent participating in collective
12
Aldrich and Nelson (1984) actually describe the use
of twice the log likelihood ratio as a goodness of fit
measure.
BMDP does not provide this statistic when so few
variables are entered into the equation.
Since the sample
is the same for both equations, the intercepts are close,
and no other independent variables are added beyond the
class measure, the log likelihood for the equation is a
"crude" substitute.
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TABLE 4.5. Percent Participating in Collective Action by SES
Categories of Class.
SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS
high
middle
low
{67-99}
{34-66}
{1-33}

total

%

%

%

%

(n)

(n)

(n)

(n )

25.0
( 32 )

19.8
(96)

12.9
(93)

17.7
(221)

23.1
(143)

17.4
(144)

12.1
(132)

17.7
(419)

21.4
( 14 )

18.4
( 98 )

10.5
(171)

13.8
(283)

9.4
(32)

18.8
( 96 )

16.5
( 91 )

16.4
(219)

20.4
(142)

18.8
(144)

16.0
( 131 )

18.5
(417)

7.1
( 14 )

17.5
( 97 )

11.2
(170)

13.2
(281 )

PROTEST
CLASS
owning
contradictory
working

COMMUNITY PROBLEM SOLVING
CLASS
owning
contradictory
working
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action, broken down by SES categories of the class
positions, is shown in this table. SES was not broken into
categories earlier because the author feels uncomfortable
with the arbitrary distinction between high, medium and low
SES.
At least in the upper part of the table, there is a
consistent relationship between SES and participation.
Moving across the rows from high to low SES, one finds
decreasing rates of participation. If, however, SES were the
only factor having an effect, the rates down the columns
would be the same. This is not the case. There is variation
13
in participation by class position within SES cate~ories.
The patterns are not particularly consistent, but variation
does exist.
In this chapter, the evidence supporting the use of one
class measure over the other is not clear. Therefore,
much of the remainder of the analyses will focus on the neoMarxist definition because the neo-Marxist concept has
interesting theoretical underpinnings to other important
14
concepts related to collective action (see chapter 3).
Use
13
The variation in rates within any given collumn in
Table 4.5 is not statistically significant. For example, the
difference in problem solving rates, in the low SES collumn,
between the contradictory (.160) and the working (.112)
class is close to being statistically significant at the .10
level, but it is not. The lack of statistical significance
may be due to the reduced sample sizes in the cells.
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of the neo-Marxist definition is not a declaration that
socioeconomic status is unimportant to the promotion of
collective action participation. Neo-Marxist class and
socioeconomic status are strongly related (see Table 4.5).
The neo-Marxist concept simply has the added benefit of a
richer theoretical explanation of the relationship.
To further explain what is meant by a richer
relationship, recall the original inspiration for the
project. Marx posits that class struggle promotes working
class participation in collective action. This implies that
the working class should participate at rates that are at
least comparable with other class groups. The Marxist focus
is on the social psychological impact of exploitation and
how it motivates individuals to act. Grievance as motivation
to act is related to efficacy and it can outweigh the need
for human capital resources. An anomoly exists when the
Marxist perspective is employed because empirical research
indicates that the middle class participates in social
movements at higher rates than the working class. Much of
the past empirical research describes class in terms of SESe
However, the findings earlier in this chapter using the.neoMarxist definition of class also supports this observation.
14

Chapter seven, where the full model is tested, also
compares SES to the neo-Marxist class variable.
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At this point in the argument, one can either drop the
Marxist perspective altogether and state that human capital
resources are the dominant factor predicting participation,
or one can consider how the Marxist concept of class is
indirectly related to collective action. This work explores
the latter as a possibility. The emphasis on socialization
and networks in this research implies that the direct affect
of class on collective action participation is not
particularly strong. Consequently, the limited statistical
significance of the between class group comparisons in Table
4.3 is not surprising.
In this chapter, the one finding that is crucial to the
rest of the research is the lower rate of working class
participation. The discussion of the causal model in chapter
three admitted limitations in the ability to distinguish the
owning from the contradictory class in predicting
participation. This is due to the inability to measure a
contradictory class awareness of ties to the

workin~

class

and coupling that awareness with greater access to
resources. Since I do not have the means to test the
difference between the owning and contradictory classes, the
difference between the working class and the other class
groups is more important. Hopefully, the lower rate of
working class participation in the direct relationship is an
indication that the indirect effects of class described in
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chapter three are accurate.
The importance of how collective action is measured has
also been demonstrated in this chapter. Collective action
type makes a difference with regard to the timing of
participation. For the young adults in this sample, protest
participation occurs earlier in life than does participation
in community problem solving. The type of collective action
may also be more or less related to factors such as class.
Evidence for this lies in the nonsignificance of both SES
and the neo-Marxist class definition in the prediction of
community problem solving. The class finding does not
preclude the possibility of indirect effects, but it does
suggest that, overall, class may play less of a role in this
type of participation.
The measurement of collective action may be a more
sensitive issue than it has be portrayed in past research.
Overgeneralization from the study of a particular type of
collective action could be misleading. The

advanta~e

of this

research is that it allows for the comparison of two very
different types of collective action participation.
Another factor that differentiates protest and
community problem solving is the relationship between
institutionalized politics and these measures.
Institutionalized politics involves routinized means to
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obtain a collective good that is entrenched in the
bureaucracy of well established formal organizations. The
collective action associated with non-institutionalized
politics involves collective, often spontaneous efforts to
promote or resist social change. It is difficult to classify
activity as institutionalized versus non-institutionalized
because the activity is on a continuum involving more or
less structure and formal procedure.
Non-institutionalized politics allows for a wide range
of options and strategies. However, efforts to promote or
resist social change frequently require collective action
participants to work with or against agents of
institutionalized politics. This interaction can impose on
collective action, drawing it nearer to institutionalized
politics. For example, some forms of community problem
solving end up looking very similar to institutionalized
politics. Oftentimes the principles of formal organization
begin to take over and a hierarchical leadership develops,
procedures and tasks become defined as an office, etc ..

On

the other hand, protest demonstrations, sit-ins, and marches
are not as tied to institutionalized politics as community
problem solving. Hence, on the continuum of
non-institutionalized versus institutionalized politics,
community problem solving participation is more
institutionalized than protest participation. It is likely
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that this difference with regard to types of collective
action has strong implications for who participates.
Summary and Conclusions.
This chapter has explored the definition and
measurement of class and collective action participation. A
brief description of a few of the characteristics of
participants was presented. Then, the direct relationship
between class and collective action was examined in
conjunction with the fifth hypothesis. Support was found for
lower rates of participation in the working class.

The

implementation of the neo-Marxist concept of class is based
on theoretical grounds rather than support by

overwhelmin~

empirical evidence.
The role of class in collective action participation
may have been downplayed in past research because the direct
effects are observable, but inconsistent. Depending on the
type of collective action, a variety of constituents may be
mobilized. Sometimes mobilization efforts follow class lines
and sometimes they do not. When class is considered a factor
that directly promotes participation, its effects are
generally weak.
The strength in the relationship between class and
collective action participation lies in the indirect effects
of class. Class has an impact on the individual's propensity
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for participation through his/her sense of efficacy and
his/her

structural location in networks. In this research.

the indirect effects of class do as much to explain why
individuals do not participate in collective action than
they do to explain the encouragement of participation. For
example, being located in the working class can hinder a
sense of efficacy and/or limit access to networks of
politically active individuals.
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CHAPTER FIVE
SOCIALIZATION

******************************
The relationship between class and collective action is
generally considered to be a function of exploitation. It
has been said that the efforts of the working class are
exploited by the owning class which leads the working class
to act collectively in an attempt to offset the power
imbalance. Yet, this is the same relationship that was
questioned earlier due to the lack of empirical evidence. An
alternative explanation of how exploitation plays a part in
collective action participation involves the consideration
of individual efficacy as an intermediary variable. When
class positions are defined by exploitative relationships, a
hierarchy of efficacy is also created. The owning,
controlling class naturally exhibits a stronger sense of
efficacy than does the working class, based on the power the
owning class position holds. The class-related power
experienced in day-to-day interaction provides a basis for
feelings of efficacy. In this alternative explanation, the
owning class would also participate in non-institutionalized
politics at higher rates than the working class because of
their heightened sense of efficacy. Even though the
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assumption exists that owning class interest in
non-institutionalized politics would be minimal, there are
no barriers to owning class participation. In general, it
seems that individuals who have a sense that they can
accomplish what they set out to do, will not hesitate to
attempt the behavior.
The contradictory class position is also related to
exploitation and the development of efficacy. The structural
nature of the contradictory position allows for the
simultaneous understanding of what it means to exploit
others and what it means to be exploited. It can be argued
that a sense of efficacy arises from the social position and
power held by the contradictory class relative to the
working class. Further, the structural position of the
contradictory class and the sense of betweenness that it
elicits, encourages a sensitivity to social problem issues.
The contradictory class should at least possess an awareness
of what it means to be exploited by other. Awareness,
coupled with a sense of the ability to positively affect
social change, works together to make individuals in
contradictory class positions the most likely candidates for
participation in non-institutionalized politics. Even though
the owning class possesses a strong sense of efficacy, they
would not be as sensitive to social problems as the
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contradictory class. Some issues may not even be defined
within the owning class as a problems, especially if they
are related to exploitation. On the other hand, the working
class has an acute awareness of social problems, but they
hold a very weak sense of efficacy. Acting on issues is
hindered within the working class by their sense of
powerlessness.
The mechanisms promoti.ng efficacy and the awareness of
social problems are a part of the political socialization
process. Political socialization creates the overall
hierarchy of class-related efficacy and also allows for
variation in efficacy within the class positions. The classbased socialization of youth occurs within the family, among
peers, and in the education system. Family socialization in
terms of parents' political involvement and childrearing
practices, discussion of politics with peers, and the
educational socialization associated with factors such as
curriculum tracking, encourage efficacy and act together
with political awareness to explain participation in
collective action. Figure 5.1 illustrates the proposed
relationships between class, political socialization factors
and collective action participation.
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FIGURE 5.1. Causal Model of Political Socialization
Predicting Participation in Collective Action.

CLASS----______________________

~

~EFFICACY

POLITICAL
ARENTS'

DISCUSSION~

~

INVOLVEMENT~~----~~~~~

~~~~~~==~~~~OLLECTIVE ACTION

_

PARTICIPATION

POLITICAL INTEREST

The left side of the causal model in figure 5.1 shows
the relationship between class and socialization. The class
literature suggests that significant patterns should be
found in the relationship between class and various measures
of political socialization. Specifically,

childrearin~

practices and curriculum tracking in education should be
different for the working class compared to the
contradictory and the owning classes. The argument presented
thus far hypothesizes that class, directly and indirectly
through political socialization factors, is associated with
an individual's sense of efficacy. Because of class effects
in the socialization process, the owning class should
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demonstrate the strongest sense of efficacy, followed by the
contradictory and working classes, respectively. Class
effects in the development of efficacy have further
repercussions for the propensity to participate in
collective action. Individuals in the contradictory class
have the highest rate of collective action participation due
to the strong sense of efficacy associated with the class
position and because of an awareness of social problems
inspired by other aspects of the political socialization.
Individuals in the owning class participate in collective
action for similar reasons, but their rate is lower than or
equal to the contradictory class because of weaker political
interests. Finally, working class individuals show the
lowest rate of collective action participation because of
the political socialization they experience and the way in
which it discourages a sense of efficacy.
To test the model shown in figure 5.1, I will first
present measures of the parent's political involvement and
childrearing practices, the youth's political discussions
with others, and their education experiences. The
association between class and the socialization measures
will also be described. Second, the socialization measures
are used to predict four efficacy measures. Then, class
position, political socialization factors and efficacy are
used to predict participation in collective action. Given
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the results of the logistic regression analyses, inferential
findings about the indirect role of class in collective
action participation will be formulated.
Efficacy and Political Participation.
The literature on political efficacy that is applicable
to this research can be divided into two areas: studies on
structural effects on efficacy (Kohn and Schooler 1973;
Gecas and Schwalbe 1983; Staples, Schwalbe and Gecas 1984)
and studies on the role of political efficacy in the
prediction of political action (Verba and Nie 1972; Craig
1979; Sutherland 1981; Travers 1982; Finkel 1985; Asher
1974; Balch 1974; Craig and Maggiotto 1974; Weissberg 1975;
McPherson, Welch and Clark 1977; Campbell 1980). The
theoretical argument linking class to efficacy is described
by Gecas and Schwalbe (1983).

They emphasize the role of

efficacy as "the experience of agency or self-as-cause" to
explain the meaning associated with action.

In Gecas and

Schwalbe (1983), class is linked to efficacy by virtue of
structural barriers to the development of working class
efficacy. The argument is supported empirically by Staples,
Schwalbe and Gecas (1984) when they provide evidence of the
relationship between social class and occupational
conditions that determine self-efficacy and self-esteem.
Most of the studies assessing the relationship between
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political efficacy and the prediction of political action
include efficacy as a belief that works in conjunction with
other variables (Verba and Nie 1972; Craig 1979; Finkel
1985; Sutherland 1981; Travers 1982).

For example, Travers

(1982) examines political efficacy along with an evaluation
of leadership and belief in the governmental system as
factors having an effect on political participation.
Two measures of political efficacy and two measures of
personal efficacy are used in this work. The measures have
been used in other research, hence they are relatively
standard items (see Jennings and Niemi 1979). The measures
of political efficacy are constructed using responses to the
statements "voting is the only way that people like my
mother and father can have any say about how the government
runs things," and "sometimes politics and government seems
so complicated that a person like me can't really understand
what's going on."

Those who disagree with the statement are

considered to have a strong sense of political efficacy and
are coded 1 in these dichotomous variables. The personal
efficacy concept is measured with two separate dichotomous
variables. The measures are created using responses to the
statements "Have you usually felt pretty sure your life
would work out the way you want it to, or have there been
times when you haven't been very sure about it" (1= pretty
sure) and "When you make plans ahead do you usually

~et

to
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carry out things the way you expected, or do things usually
come up to make you change your plans" (1= things as
expected) •

TABLE 5.1. Percent Efficacious by Class Position.
OWNING

CONTRADICTORY

WORKING

SAMPLE SIZE

ALTERNATIVES
TO VOTING **

75.7

71.8

63.3

924

UNDERSTANDS
GOVERNMENT *

41.4

47.9

38.5

923

LIFE AS
WISHED **

42.3

40.2

30.2

1024

FINISH ORIGINAL
PLANS **

66.4

64.6

54.6

1024

**

*

chi-square sig. at .01 level or better
chi-square sig. at .04 level
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Table 5.1 shows the relationship between the class and
efficacy measures. The information provided in Table 5.1
begins to address the hypothesis that efficacy, developed
through socialization in the home and the education system,
will be stronger among individuals in the owning and
contradictory class positions, which encourages their
participation in collective action. Efficacy developed
through socialization among the working class will be
weaker, resulting in the discouragement of participation.
Chi-square tests of the crosstabulations are significant at
the .01 level or better for the relationships between class
and parents having an alternative to voting, life working
out the way they want, and being able to finish plans. The
patterns of class effects are, as one would expect, in the
statistically significant relationships. The working class
individuals have the highest rate of agreement with the
statement regarding voting as the only say their parents
have in politics, followed by the contradictory class and
the owning class. The owning class has the highest rate of
agreement that their lives are working out the way they want
them to, with the contradictory and working class showing
lower rates. Finally, the working class shows the lowest
rate of personal efficacy in terms of being able to finish
their original plans, while the contradictory and owning
class have higher rates, respectively.
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In general, the owning class exhibits the greatest
sense of efficacy, the working class has the weakest sense,
and the contradictory class is in between. It appears that
these findings support the Gecas and Schwalbe (1983) notion
that structural barriers exist in the development of
efficacy. Not only does class variation exist in the
response to the efficacy measures, but high levels of
efficacy are associated with the more powerful class
positions. If the direct relationship between efficacy and
collective action participation exists as I have
hypothesized, this suggests that the owning class would show
the highest rates of participation. However, sensitivity to
social problems is not taken into account in this direct
relationship. An awareness of social problems should cause
those in the contradictory position to act on their

feelin~s

of efficacy more often than the owning class.
Having established that class is associated with a
sense of political and personal efficacy, some of the
political socialization elements which predict a sense of
efficacy can now be considered. Class position should be one
of the strongest predictors of efficacy, but other elements
of socialization may determine the development of efficacy.
For example, what happens in the socialization of youth at
home and at school to promote the beliefs that they
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understand politics and that they will complete their
original plans, and do these beliefs eventually lead to
participation in collective action?
Measures of Political Socialization.
Several measures of each of the following aspects of
political socialization will be considered in the prediction
of efficacy: political discussion and interest; parent's
political involvement and childrearing; and education (see
Appendix B for the means and standard deviations of these
variables) •
Political Discussion and Interest.

Frequent social

interaction with others about political topics is likely to
occur among those who feel a strong sense of political
efficacy.

Political discussion and political efficacy are

mutually reinforcing: efficacy
discussion encourages efficacy.

encoura~es

discussion and

Lewis and Kraut (1972)

include "frequent political discussions with parents" as a
measure of socialization and political climate in the home.
In their study,

family political discussions proved to be a

significant predictor of radical and conservative activism
among Yale freshmen in 1969.
To whom one talks about political affairs may also be
telling in the prediction of political efficacy,

In

discussing political affairs, the interaction would be
different between high school seniors and their friends,
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family and/or other adults such as teachers.

Variation in

the types of political discussions is measured using the
following question, "Do you talk about public affairs and
politics with (members of your family/ friends/ other
adults)?

(If yes) How often would you say that is?"

initial response of "no" is coded O.

An

Responding "once or

twice a year" is coded 1, "a few times a month" is coded 2,
and "several times a week" is coded 3.

The mean response of

the frequency of political discussion with family is 2.057
(s.d.=.959), with friends it is 1.832 (s.d.=1.052), and with
other adults it is 1.010 (s.d.=1.051).
The youth's interest in politics is measured by this
item, "Some people seem to think about what's going on in
government and public affairs most of the time, whether
there's an election going on or not.
interested.

Others aren't that

Would you say you follow what's going on in

government and public affairs most of the time (coded 4),
some of the time (coded 3), only now and then (coded 2), or
hardly at all (coded 1)?"

The mean response was 3.245

(s.d.=.728) which corresponds with most youth following
political issues some of the time.
Parents' Political Involvement and Childrearing.

Most of

the studies on political socialization emphasize the
consistent manner with which values and attitudes are
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transferred intergenerationally (Block, Haan and Smith 1969;
Braungart 1972;Lewis and Kraut 1972). The effect of parents'
activity in the socialization of youth was also considered
by Thomas (1971).

The parents' dedication to causes from

either a conservative or a liberal orientation (i.e., the
difference between organizing Homeowners Associations and
protesting in the Civil Rights movement) was found to be
statistically significant in the prediction of student
activism. Continuity in socialization promotes the notion
that politically efficacious youth have parents who are
active in public affairs. The political activity of parents
is measured by parental involvement in community and school
affairs as reported by the parents.

Coded 0 for nonactive

and 1 for active, the percent of respondent parents who were
active in school affairs was 33.4 (s.d.=.472), and 32.8
percent (s.d.=.470) were active in community affairs.
Another area of politics in which parents may become
involved is union activity. The socialization that a family
member in a labor union experiences may also be transfered
to younger family members in terms of their gaining a
greater understanding of how politically oriented formal
organizations function. The variable measuring union
membership asks, "Does anyone in this household belong to a
labor union?"

A "yes" response is coded 1. Approximately

one-third (31.0%) of the youth surveyed report a tie to
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unions through membership (s.d.=.463).
Several studies on political socialization have
included measures reflecting styles of childrearing (Block,
Haan and Smith 1969; Thomas 1971; Lewis and Kraut 1972).
Block, Haan and Smith (1969) are most thorough in their
consideration of discipline, suppressiveness of parents,
independence, conformity versus individuation, mechanisms of
control and achievement orientation.

The factors they find

to be most salient in the socialization of activists are
parental emphasis on the child's suppression of his or her
aggression and encouragement of the child's independence,
among other things.

Thomas (1971) and Lewis and Kraut

(1972) both use measures of childrearing that focus on youth
involvement in family decision-making.
The measures of childrearing practices used here were
chosen to reflect the previously shown importance of
independence and participation in the family decision-making
,

process.

The first item asks "How much influence do you

feel you have in family decisions affecting yourself? Do you
have much influence (coded 3), some (coded 2), or

non~

at

all {coded 1)?" and is called self-direction in this work.
The mean response is 2.475 (s.d.=.538) which indicates that
most of the sampled youth reported having at least some
influence in family decisions.
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The other measure is related to compliance. The youth
were asked "In your case, does your family want to have
quite a lot to say about your friends and the places you go,
and so on, or are you pretty much on your own?"

They then

chose from the following responses: parents have a lot to
say (coded 3), about average (coded 2), or, the youth is
pretty much left alone (coded 1).

The mean response on

family say about behavior is 1.902 (s.d.=.941) which
demonstrates that most of the respondents felt their family
was "about average."
Inclusion of the respondent's influence in family
decisions and the amount f compliance the youth reports is
also important because both factors are related to Kohn's
general argument about class and conformity.

Since self-

direction tends to be emphasized in middle class households
(Kohn 1969), one would expect a greater number of owning and
contradictory class youth to indicate that they have a lot
of influence in family decisions.

Similarly, since the

working class, according to Kohn's scheme, values comformity,
working class youth in this sample, should show the highest
rate of parents having a lot to say about their behavior.
Education.

Throughout the literature on social movements,

political socialization explanations have focused on the
role of the family.

For example, Block, Haan and Smith

(1969:144) sum up the research on the socialization of
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sixties activists as follows, "Activists are found to be
intellectually gifted, academically superior, and
politically radical young people from advantaged homes in
which parents are successful in their careers, comfortable
in their economic position and liberal in their political
orientations."

While it is mentioned that activists tend to

be "academically superior," no attention is given to
education as an agent of political socialization.

The

effects of schooling and the education system need to be
added to the effects of the family in the consideration of
the relationship between socialization and activism.
It has been argued that education perpetuates class
stratification (Bowles and Gintis 1976; Miller, Kohn and
Schooler 1985).

The argument centers on factors such as

labeling, self-concept, and self-direction.

These factors,

which ultimately determine the class location of youth when
they reach adulthood, are initiated in the home and are
reinforced by schooling (Oakes 1982).

Since class effects

permeate the socialization found in the family and
schooling, and family and schooling can promote selfdirection and efficacy, both family and education need to be
taken into consideration.
Curriculum that encourages political efficacy
students is the most obvious way that education may

amon~

all
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counteract class effects in family political socialization.
This phenomenon will be measured using an item that asks
"How much did the courses [which required you to pay
attention to current events in public affairs and politics]
increase your interest in things like public affairs and
politics?"

Responses included "not much at all" and "some"

which were coded 0, and "a good deal" which was coded 1.
Slightly more than half of the students responded that it
had increased their interest a good deal (53.1%; s.d.=.499).
The increased interest measure does not take into
account the possibility that some students may be
systematically eliminated from enrollment in courses that
promote political awareness.

Curriculum tracking in

education also plays a role in the form of political
indoctrination a student receives.

It is unlikely that a

curriculum track which emphasizes vocational training would
encourage political efficacy to the same extent that one
would find in a college preparatory track. "What kind of
course or program are you taking here?" is the item
measuring curriculum track.

Responses corresponding with

placement in a college preparatory program are coded 1 and
all others are coded O.

Approximately fifty-one percent of

the students sampled were in a college prep track (51.3%;
s.d.=.500).
Class Effects. Past research has revealed class effects in
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many of the political socialization measures used in this
research. Since this analysis employs a relatively unique
definition of class, more specific evidence of the
1

association is called for.

Table 5.2 provides the

correlation between the socialization measures and class
2

using alternative coding schemes for the class measure.

The

A coding scheme for the class variable reflects the
traditional neo-Marxist hierarchy (working=l;
contradictory=2; owning=3). Consequently, a positive
association using this scheme indicates that individuals in
the owning class are most likely to exhibit the behavior.
The B coding scheme for the class variable reflects the
hypothesized hierarchy of class participation in collective
action (working=l; owning=2; contradictory=3). Hence, a
positive association using this Hcheme indicates that
individuals in the contradictory class are most likely to
exhibit the behavior.
1

Given the model in figure 5.1, the relationships
between class and the socialization variables should be
investigated using the same method that is applied to the
relationships between class, socialization, efficacy, and
collective action participation. In this research, I must
use logistic regression to estimate the latter
relationships. I can not use logits to estimate the class
effects on socialization because many of the socialization
variables are not dichotomous. Hence, I have to estimate the
class effects in socialization with simple measures of
association. I hope to remedy this problem in future
research by using more sophisticated data analysis
techniques such as LISREL or LISCOMP.
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TABLE 5.2. Correlations Between Class and the Political
Socialization Variables Utilizing Alternative
Class Coding Schemes.

1
CLASS CODED A
DISCUSSION
W/FAMILY
DISCUSSION
W/FRIENDS
DISCUSSION
W/ADULTS
PARENTS ACTIVE
IN SCHOOL
PARENTS ACTIVE
IN COMMUNITY
FAMILY MEMBER
IN A UNION
SELF-DIRECTION

.092

***

2
CLASS CODED B
.087

***

SAMPLE SIZE
926

.026

.039

925

-.041

-.031

925

-.006

1024

.050

*

.119

***
***

-.224

.056
-.065

.019

.056

COMPLIANCE

.008

-.006

COLLEGE PREP

.123

COURSE INCR.
POL. INTEREST
POLITICAL
INTEREST
FUTURE
ACTIVISM

.025
.050
.003

***
*

.205

**
**
**

1024
1024
926
926

***

1024

-.004

926

.028

926

.059

**

925

__ __..

.

1

2

*
**
***

A class coding (working=1jcontradictory=2;owning=3)
B class coding (working=1jowning=2;contradictory=3)
p<.10
p<.05
p~.01

.

-.-
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Statistically significant class effects are found,
using either coding scheme, for the association with college
prep, parents being active in the community, family member
in a union, and having political discussions with family
members. Finding that both coding schemes are statisticallY
significant suggests that most of the class difference lies
in comparing the working class to the others. It appears
that the working class individual is significantly less
likely to be in a college prep curriculum track, their
parents are less active in the community, they are more
likely to have a family member in a labor union, and they
discuss politics with family members less often than
contradictory or owning class individuals. Further, the
traditional class arrangement is a significant indicator of
political interest and which parents are active in school
affairs-- owning class parents are more active than
contradictory class parents, who are more active than
working class parents. Finally, class arranged in the
hypothesized hierarchy related to collective action
participation is statistically significant in its positive
association with self-direction. Finding that contradictory
class parents encourage self-direction more than owning
class parents provides support for the use of the
2 In Table 5.2, the correlation between class and the
future activism measure is shown, but will be discussed later.
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neo-Marxist definition as it has been discussed thus far.
Discussion of politics with friends and adults other
than family members, family encouragement of compliance, and
taking a high school course which increased an interest in
politics are not statistically significant in their
correlations with class. Crosstabulation shows that the
factors do vary by class position, but the patterns are
inconsistant and the class differences are not great enough
to be reliable. Since the majority of the socialization
variables exhibit statistically significant associations
with class, the evidence in Table 5.2 will be considered
sufficient and a moderate level of class effects in the
political socialization variables will be assumed throughout
the rest of the analyses. Further, race, gender, and
religious affiliation will be included in subsequent
analyses to enhance the specification of the process (see
Appendix B for coding and the means of the variables).
Predicting Efficacy.
Table 5.3 presents a series of nested models
considering the exogenous effects of the socialization
factors. Logistic regression is used due to the dichotomous
nature of the four efficacy measures. Initially, class alone
is used to predict efficacy (model 1- M1). The second column
represents an equation using class and the socialization
factors to predict the political and personal efficacy
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variables (model 2- M2). The class coefficients in Table 5.3
show that, relative to the owning class base category,
either the contradictory or the working class position are
statistically significant in the prediction of each of the
efficacy measures. Working class youth are significantly
less likely than owning class youth to respond that their
parents can voice their political preferences

means

throu~h

other than voting. Along these same lines, there is an
increased likelihood of the contradictory class youth
understanding the workings of government relative to the
owning class. In terms of personal efficacy, the working
class youth are significantly less likelY than the

ownin~

class youth to report that their life is as they wish and
that they finish their original plans. Overall, working
class youth not only show lower levels

(percenta~es)

of

political and personal efficacy, but the lower class
position that they hold makes them significantly different
than the others in the

sampl~

when predicting efficacy.

Further, the contradictory class youth are

si~nificantly

different than the others in terms of their propensity for
understanding government.
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TABLB 5.3. Class and Socialization Factors Predicting Efficacy Measures (n:865).
ALTERNATIVES
TO VOTING
~a
!U.
CLASS
(contradict)
(working)

.079
(•102)
-.345*
(•107)

GENDER
RACE
RELIGION
(catholic)
(jewish)
(other)
DISCUSSION
If/FAKILY
DISCUSSION
If/FRIENDS
DISCUSSION
If/ADULTS
PARENTS ACTIVE
IN SCHOOL
PARENTS ACTIVE
IN COKKUNITY
FAKILY HEKBER
IN UNION
SELF-DIRECTION

UNDERSTANDS
GOVERNMENT
~l

~a

LIFB AS
WISHED
Ha
!U.

FINISH
ORIGINAL PLANS
Ha
U

.108
.126
.127
(.0931 (.0981 ( .0991
-.251* -.174+ -.125 -.287* -.235* -.257*
( .118) ( •102) ( .113) 1.1041 (.111) (,106)
.017
-.033
-.396*
( .149)
( •161 )
1.1451
-.327
.098
-1. 018*
(.279)
I. 286)
(.278)
-.001

.192*

.197*

(. Ill) ( .092) ( .100)

-1.579*
( .549)
-1. 520*
(.722 )
4. 785*
(1.678)
.009
( .091)
.063
( .083)
.036
( .081)
-.308+
( .177 )
.725
(.184 )
.309+
( .180)
.333*

-.163
( .283)
.251
(.371)
.588
(.720 )
-.093
(.086)
-.147+
I. 080 1
.225*
( .0751
-.040
(,162 )
.246
( .164 )
-.066
( .167 )
.140

( •lSI)

(.142)

.244
( .321)
.299
I. 390)
-.996
(.858)
-.089
I. 083 )
.935
1.075)
-.002
(.0731
.272+
1.158)
.188
1.160 )
-.155
( .164)
.282*
(. 1381
-.323*
(.077)
.133
(.1531

.082
( . 1051
-.136
(.1131
-. 118
( .155)
-.372
( .2711
.259
I. 2911

.824*
( .420)
-1.351+
( .716)
.030
( .086)
.074
(,0771
.037
( .0771
.130
( .171)
.172
( .174 )
-.338*
( .167)
.645*
( .146)
-.077
( .081)
.294+
( .161)

-.032
( .0791
.333*
COLLEGE PREP
( .156)
.306+
COURSE INCR.
(.tH)
(.160 )
POL. INTEREST
.307
INTEREST IN
.624*
( .121 )
( .120 I
POLITICS
.509 -.289* -2.081* -.389* -1.025* .768* -1.201*
CONSTANT
.872*
( .078) (0.0)
I. 071) ( .589) (.072) (.5201 I. 076) ( .5161
-589.8 -541.6 -580.6 -559.2 -537.2 -511. 2
LOG-LIKELIHOOD -521.9 -478.6
COHPLIANCE

-.166*
( .0851
.765*
( .171 )
.100

------------------------------------------------------------------

* pi .05

+ p~.10
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Several of the class effects lose their statistical
significance when other factors, such as demographic
variables and socialization measures, are included in the
prediction of efficacy. The remaining statisticallY
significant class effects include the decreased sense of
working class efficacy in the prediction of alternatives to
voting, the increased sense of contradictory class efficacy
in understanding government, and in the decreased sense of
personal efficacy reported by the working class regarding
their life being as they wish. While the class effect
remains significant in the working class cases, the
magnitude of the coefficient decreases, indicating that some
of the effect is absorbed by the socialization variables. On
the other hand, the magnitude of the contradictory class
coefficient in the prediction of understanding government
increases, indicating that controlling for socialization
factors strengthens this relationship.

The

variable~

associated with Kohn's (1969) work, self-direction and
compliance, aid in the explanation of who reports that their
life usually works out the way they want it to. Being selfdirecting increases the likelihood, and coming from a family
that encourages conformity decreases the likelihood of
asserting this form of personal efficacy. Also, having
parents who are active in school affairs has a positive
affect on the "life as wished" personal efficacy measure.
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In the prediction of the other personal efficacy
measure, being self-directed and taking college preparatory
courses increase the tendency to report finishing original
plans. Since Oakes (1982) and Miller, Kohn and Schooler
(1985) both describe how tracking is associated with the
development of self-direction, this relationship emphasizes
the self-directing qualities of personal efficacy. Further,
having a family member who is in a union decreases the
likelihood that the youth feels a

stron~

sense of personal

efficacy. This is probably due to the relationship between
union membership, the working class, and feelings of
personal efficacy.

Finishing plans is also encouraged by

being Jewish. A possible explanation for this might stem
from the cultural socialization found in Jewish households
which is likely to encourage perserverance in the attainment
of personal goals like finishing plans.
Compared to the patterns found in the prediction of the
personal efficacy measures, there are many differences in
the prediction of the political efficacy measures. The
general profile of the individual who is likely to disagree
with the statement that voting is the only voice their
parents have in politics would be someone who is not a
racial minority member; is self-directing rather than
compliant; is in the college prep curriculum track; has
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parents who are not active in school affairs; has a family
member who is in a union; and, they are more likely to be
Protestant or another religion other than Catholic or
Jewish. Predicting the ability to understand politics and
government centers on individuals who are in the college
prep track; have taken a course that focused on increasing
an interest in public affairs; are generally interested in
politics; frequently discuss politics with friends and
adults outside their family; and are male. The

ma~nitude

of

the coefficients suggest that race and religion are the most
important predictors of the political efficacy associated
with parental voting, while gender, educational
socialization, and political interest are the most important
predictors of understanding politics and government.
In political socialization, it appears that class has
indirect effects in the development of a sense of efficacy.
The indirect role of class is suggested by the way most of
the unmediated class coefficients decrease in magnitude
and/or the statistical significance of the coefficient falls
below an acceptable level. The latter is the case in terms
of the significance of finishing original plans when other
political socialization variables are added to the model.
Many of the socialization variables are also related to
class position such as self-direction and compliance (as
argued by Kohn 1969) and college prep (as argued by Oakes
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1982, among others).

The class effects in the socialization

variables are sometimes strong enough to confound the
significance of the class coefficients, but are not so
strongly correlated as to cause concern about
multicolinearity. Political socialization has a strong class
component that is intertwined with many of the theoretical
constructs represented in this prediction of efficacy. The
findings suggest that structural barriers to the development
of efficacy are real. For example, the statistical
significance of gender, race, religion, and class indicates
that group characteristics are related to the development of
the various forms of efficacy, Individuals have some sense
of their structural position in society and the
opportunities afforded them because of the position. An
obvious example of this is the finding that working class
youth perceive their lives as not working out the way they
want them to, As seniors in high school, it seems that these
individuals are already feeling relatively trapped by their
~lass

circumstances.
Finding that college prep, self-direction/compliance,

and discussion with friends and adults, and family
involvement in public affairs are important socialization
factors in the prediction of efficacy is also logical for
the following reasons. First, college preparatory studies
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often include civics coursework which would increase the
political efficacy associated with understanding government
and politics. Second, the status attributed to students
taking college prep courses would tend to make them feel
more confident in some circumstances, relative to the other
students. For example, since the students were surveyed in
the spring of their senior year, going to college had
already been discussed and probably had already been
determined for most college prep students. The latter would
give the college prep students a general sense of being able
to finish plans. Third, self-direction and compliance
affected only the political efficacy related to parents'
voting because of family political socialization. As per
Kohn (1969), youth learn to be self-directing from their
parents. Parental participation in political activities
other than voting would be indicative of parental selfdirection skills. Similarly, parents emphasizing conformity
in the childrearing practices would probably not go beyond
voting in their own political participation due to their own
value for conformity. I do not believe that

a~reement

to the

"voting is the only way that people like my mother and
father can have any say about how the government runs
things" is really based on the hypothetical

"~.Q~

like my

mother and father". It seems that most respondents would
consider how their parents participate in politics and would
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answer the question accordingly. The measure indicates what
the parents do, not what potential exists for the parents.
Consequently, the measure appears to tap the self-directing
or compliant qualities of the parents' political behavior
and that is why the youth's own self-direction or compliance
predicts it. Finally, self-direction predicts the personal
efficacy measures because it deals with having influence on
family decisions affecting themselves. The individual's
experience with decision-making gives them a sense of selfcontrol that helps them to feel that their life is working
out the way they want it to, that they have mostly good
luck, and that they will be able to carry out their plans
the way that they want to.
The final factors that seem important to the
development of efficacy are the discussion of public affairs
with friends and adults, and family activity in school
affairs and unions. Socialization often involves role
models.

The adults who are not family or peers are

apparently serving as positive role models, encouraging
political efficacy. Interaction with adults, especially
about public affairs, involves maturity and a sense of
awareness about events outside the youth's private circles.
The individuals who have engaged in frequent discussion with
adults have probably experienced positive reinforcement of
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their ideas on public affairs. The respect of adults willing
to engage in discussion with a youth is bound to encourage
the development of the youth's sense of efficacy. On the
other hand, discussion of politics with friends appears to
weaken the youth's confidence in his or her understanding of
politics.
Political socialization at home relates parental
activity in school affairs and family membership in unions
to efficacy in very different ways. Parental involvement in
school affairs decreases the likelihood of understanding
alternatives to voting, but it increases the likelihood of
having a strong sense of personal efficacy (life turning out
as wished). The effects of union membership are the opposite
of the school involvement finding. Having a family member
involved in union activity increases the likelihood of
possessing a strong sense of political efficacy
(alternatives to voting), but it decreases the likelihood of
feeling the strong sense of personal efficacy related to
finishing original plans. This suggests that personal
efficacy is strongly related to proximal activities and
political efficacy is strongly related to more distal,
formally organized activities. The face-to-face interaction
of parental participation in school activities calls for
personal efficacy that is, in turn, reinforced during the
socialization of the younger members of the family. Union
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membership, as an alternative, teaches the workings of
formal organizations in politics and it therefore encourages
the understanding that political alternatives beyond voting
exist. This understanding of politics is also transferred to
the youth through their parents.
Overall, patterns of class-related socialization are
evident.

Emphasis on self-direction or conformity in

childrearing and taking college prep courses in high school
are frequently discussed as factors acting to reproduce
class position intergenerationally. The fact that these
factors are significant in the prediction of efficacy draws
class inequities into the socialization associated with
efficacy. Class-related socialization in the development of
efficacy should also have consequences for the individual's
propensity to participate in collective action.
Predicting Collective Action Participation.
Logit equations predicting the likelihood of
participation in protest demonstrations or community problem
solving are presented in Table 5.4. Modell enters only the
efficacy measures and model 2 considers the effects of
class, efficacy, and socialization factors. A variable
measuring the youth's perception of their future political
participation is introduced in this analysis for the first
time. Including this measure controls for the young adult's
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anticipated activity when he or she was still in

hi~h

school.

Future involvement in politics is measured with the
question "Looking ahead to the time when you are on your
own, what about actual participation in public affairs and
politics?

Do you think you will be very active (coded 3),

somewhat active (coded 2), or not very active (coded 1) in
these matters?"

A mean of 1.920 (s.d.=.602) is reported for

future involvement which indicates that most plan to be less
than somewhat involved. Future activism is positively
correlated with the hypothesized class hierarchy relating to
collective action participation (see Table 5.2). This
indicates that contradictory class individuals consider it
very likely that they will be politically active in the
future. This perception about the likelihood of future
activism is not as strong among the owning and working class
individuals, respectively. This statistically significant
correlation is very supportive of the hypothesized
relationship regarding the relative participation of the
various class positions.
The findings in Table 5.4 suggest the significance of
political efficacy in the prediction of protest
participation. Both measures of political efficacy have
positive effects indicating that feeling a strong sense of
political efficacy increases the likelihood that an
individual participated in a protest. Going from model 1 to
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TABLE 5.4. Efficacy and Socialization Factors Predicting
Participation in Collective Action In=8651.
COMHUNITY
~&Qtm~

LIFE AS
WISHED
FINISH
ORIGINAL PLANS
ALTERNATIVE
TO VOTING
UNDERSTANDS
GOVERNMENT
CLASS Icontradietary I
Iworkingl

lIodel 1
-.124
1.200 I
-,050
1.2121
,846 *
1,2491
,923 *
(.1971

GENDER
RACE
RELIGION (catholicl
Ijewish)
(otherl
DISCUSSION
W/FAHILY
DISCUSSION
W/FRIENDS
DISCUSSION
W/ADULTS
PARENTS ACTIVE
IN SCHOOL
PARENTS ACTIVE
IN COHHUNITY
FAHILY HEHBER
IN UNION
SELF-DIRECTION
COHPLIANCE
COLLEGE PREP
COURSE INCR.
POL. INTEREST
INTEREST IN
POLITICS
FUTURE
ACTIVISH
CONSTANT
LOG-LIKELIHOOD
.05 + p~.10

* p~

-2.718 *
(.280 I
-357.0

~&Qa~K~ ~Q~Htlq

lIodel 2 lIodel 1
-,086
-,128
(.194)
( .2161
-,142
.497 *
(.2241
(.230 I
,166
.697 *
(.2151
1.2761
,459*
.772 *
(,1901
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model 2, these effects decrease in magnitude, but they
remain statistically significant when controlling for
socialization.
The independent effects of finishing original plans and
understanding government are positive and statistically
significant in the prediction of community problem solving.
The significance of the personal efficacy measure, finishing
original plans, remains when controlling for socialization.
The magnitude of the coefficient associated with this
measure actually increases when the other variables are
added. This indicates that personal efficacy is an even
stronger predictor of participation when it is considered in
conjunction with measures of socialization.
In addition to political efficacy, there are several
other characteristics that increase the likelihood of
protest participation. Being from a racial minority group
and/or being Jewish are positively related to participation.
Further, discussion of politics with friends, having a
family member who is in a union, being in the college
preparatory curriculum track and anticipating future
political participation all encourage a propensity for
protest participation.
There are fewer socialization factors predicting
participation in community problem solving. Membership in a
racial minority group is, once again, significant, yet a

159

Jewish religious background is not. Discussion of politics
with family members and other adults, rather than friends,
increases the likelihood of participation in problem
solving.
The inconsistency in the significance of the
socialization and efficacy variables attests to the
differences in types of collective action. For example,
discussion of politics is important to the prediction of
both measures of collective action. With whom one talk is
what varies across the measures. The young adults in this
research who talk with peers about politics are more likely
to be involved in protest participation and those who
discuss politics at home or with teachers and other adults
are more likely to be involved in the community. Political
socialization takes place in a variety of arenas. The
importance of the finding lies in the linking of the
socialization environment with the type of collective action
participation. The links involve network ties that relate
socialization to participation through the mobilization of
individuals to action. The relationship will be discussed
further in chapter 7 whn socialization and networks are
brought together in the prediction of participation.
Discussion.
Overall, the findings suggest that in order to fully
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consider the question "How is class a part of the
socialization that leads to collective action
participation?,"

the indirect effect of class through

efficacy and other socialization factors should be examined.
In this data, there is a direct relationship between class
position and political and personal efficacy. The most
obvious piece of evidence for this relationship is the
significance of the logistic regression coefficients
representing class position in Table 5.3. One might ask,
however, if class is so important, why isn't it significant
in the full model predicting participation in Table 5.4? The
answer lies in the way class effects are found throughout
the political socialization process.
The development of a sense of efficacy is perhaps the
most important aspect of the political socialization process
related to class. Feeling that one has the ability to
promote a change in the surrounding environment is a quality
that is either learned through experience, or by seeing
others who have similar characteristics promote change, or
the abilities can be positively reinforced by significant
others. Class position can influence the socialization
process in any of the following ways: structural opposition
hinders efficacy-producing experiences; patterns in the
class characteristics of efficacious persons predetermine
role models; and significant others unknowingly reinforce
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the youth's potential efficacy along class lines. When class
position has an effect on the socialization process, shaping
a sense of efficacy, and efficacy increases the likelihood
of participation in collective action, the indirect effects
of class on participation are clear to see.
Other indirect effects of class on participation have
been suggested in this research, but were not fully tested.
Self-direction, compliance, taking college prep courses and
courses emphasizing an interest in public affairs were all,
in one way or another, statistically significant in the
prediction of efficacy. In this case, class is theoretically
linked to the socialization process and then. empirically,
the variables central to the process are found to predict
efficacy. The indirect effects of class accumulate in the
political socialization process associated with efficacy and
support the general importance of class in the prediction of
participation.
To further assess the validity of the findings, the
cumulative effects of class in political socialization need
to be related to explanations of class socialization. Most
research on class socialization is concerned with the
transference of class position from one generation to the
next. Transference is somewhat of a puzzle in this research
also. The class position of orientation was utilized because
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the research subjects are young adults. In general, the
young adult's class position, when defined by his or her own
job, does not reflect the class socialization he or she has
received and the class position he or she will eventually
hold. Using the class position of orientation is appropriate
because it coincides with the logic of the political
socialization argument.
However, using the class of orientation is not
completely consistent with my attempt to provide the best
possible prediction of participation in collective action.
At the outset of this paper, linking class to participation
was theoretically based on exploitation. By using the class
of orientation, the scenerio arises whereby young adults may
not feel the same sense of exploitation associated with
their class position as their parents feel. The process is
slightly removed because youth experience a sense of
exploitation, or lack of it, through their parents. Hence,
the test of exploitation as a motivation for participation
is not as strong as it could be. An alternative test of the
relationship between class and collective action
participation would consider subjects who are adults with an
established class position of their own. Employing the class
of destination in analyses similar to these may produce even
stronger class effects.
As mentioned before, using young adults and their class
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of orientation in a study focusing on political
socialization is not inappropriate. Participation rates are
high among young adults, especially during the time the data
was collected. Further, many behavior patterns, including
those of political participation, are established during the
years directly following high school graduation. In essense,
the political socialization that takes place during the
transition to adulthood is crucial and, as the findings
show, that socialization is related to class position.
Summary and Conclusions.
This chapter has presented evidence supporting the
hypothesis that class differences in socialization result in
an individual's sense of efficacy being class-related. In
turn, a strong sense of efficacy promotes participation in
collective action. Some of the factors encouraging a strong
sense of efficacy include college prep enrollment, selfdirection skills, a personal interest in politics and the
discussion of politics with adults other than family
members. The working class position and compliance with
parental authority are among the factors that decrease the
likelihood of feeling a strong sense of efficacy. When
predicting collective action participation, political
efficacy is related to the propensity for protest
participation and personal efficacy is important to the
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promotion of participation in community problem solving.
Being a racial minority and/or Jewish, having political
discussions, having a family member who is in a labor union,
being in the college prep curriculum track, and anticipating
future political activity also increase the likelihood of
collective action participation. Class is related to many of
these factors (i.e., self-direction, union membership and
college prep) demonstrating that class is important
throughout the political socialization process.
This chapter holds certain implications which stem from
the patterns found in socialization that are related to
class position. The findings indicate that the political
socialization of youth growing up in contradictory and
owning class homes encourages their subsequent collective
action participation. Increased participation appears to be
due in part to an increased sense of both political and
personal efficacy. Even more striking is the evidence for
the discouragement of participation among working class
youth. The political socializaiton experienced by the
working class seems to hinder their motivation and/or
ability to participate in noninstitutionalized politics. It
could be said that the socialization process systematically
denies this large sector of society an influence in social
3

change issues.
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The discouragement of working class participation is
most likely underestimated in the findings because of the
sampling problems discussed in chapter 4. If one could
compare the working class youth in the analyses to the
working class youth who droped out of high school before
their senior year, the latter probably would be found to
experience a weaker sense of efficacy and lower
participation rates due to greater limitations of
opportunity and resources.
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CHAPTER SIX
NETWORKS OF VOLUNTARY ASSOCIATIONS

******************************
The last chapter demonstrated how political
socialization predisposes some individuals to be sensitive
to collective action appeals. Socialization creates a pool
of potential recruits with a propensity for participation
that is much greater than that held by the general public.
If this pool of individuals possessing the characteristics
described thus far (eg., discussants of public affairs,
students in college prep curriculum tracks, etc.)
participated whenever the opportunity for collective action
arose, the rate of collective action participation would be
relatively high. In actuality, participation rates are
fairly low. To better explain participation in collective
action we must integrate the socialization argument with an
additional argument that explains why people refrain from
participation. Explanations of why individuals do not
participate in collective action generally try to account
for variation in the opportunity to participate.
There are two kinds of constraints on the opportunity
to participate in collective action. First, there is
constraint in terms of not having access to information
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regarding a collective action event. If one has no knowledge
of the future action, one obviously cannot be involved.
Information about events is transmitted through
interpersonal and interorganizational networks. Invitations
to participate are extended from person to person or group
to group (Snow, Zurcher and Ekland-Olson 1980). If persons
or groups have no contact with the network of individuals
recruiting for an event, then the opportunity to participate
will not exist.
The second kind of constraint considers the way in
which alternative obligations can push the potential recruit
to participate, or can pull them away from participation.
For example, counterveiling networks of family, work, or
other political participation responsibilities can inhibit
collective action participation. This kind of limitation is
generally due to time constraints. The notion that a
potential recruit balances alternative obligations is
referred to by Snow, Zurcher and Ekland-Olson (1980) as the
individual's structural availability to participate. McAdam
(1986) describes a similar concept and calls it biographical
availability. Ideas about structural and biographical
availability rely on the assumption that individuals make
choices by weighing the benefits and the costs of
participation. Compared to the sometimes

illo~ical

way that

socialization encourages people to participate in collective
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action, this chapter focuses on the rational choices which
explain the decision to participate or not to participate.
This chapter contributes to the understanding of
collective action participation by explicating the
relationship between class, availability for participation,
organizational affiliations, and collective action
participation. Organizational affiliations are measured by
voluntary membership in high school extracurricular
activities and groups/clubs outside of the school setting.
Research on institutionalized politics shows a difference
between involvement in instrumental, versus expressive,
organizations when predicting political participation. This
chapter investigates whether the findings for
institutionalized politics hold true for participation in
non-institutionalized politics.
Structural Availability, Membership in Organizations,and
Political Participation.
Several studies have shown that involvement in
organizations increases the likelihood of participation in
political activities (Lane 1959; Gordon and Babchuk 1959;
Verba and Nie 1972; Olsen 1972; Erbe 1964; Burn and Konrad
1987). The focus of these studies has been on
institutionalized political activity such as voting,
campaigning and attending political rallies. Evidence exists
that membership in voluntary associations also increases the
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likelihood of participation in non-institutionalized politics
(Rosenthal, et al. 1985; Orum 1972; Fernandez and McAdam
1987; Klandermans and Oegema 1987). The theory justifying
the relationship usually takes one of the following forms.
It may argue that some people are simply "Joiners" and those
who are active in voluntary associations are predisposed to
activity in politics. Or, as an alternative, the
relationship may be explained by the notion that, through
participation in organizational activities, people are
exposed to public issues and they develop skills which
enable them to facilitate political action. Rogers, Bultena
and Barb (1975) clarify and test the two models of
institutionalized political participation found in the
literature. The first model relates socioeconomic status and
political efficacy to membership in oganizations. Persons
with high SES and a strong sense of felt efficacy are more
likely to be members of voluntary associations. In this
"selection model," SES and efficacy predispose persons to
become politically active. This model involves a process
that is similar to the way I described socialization factors
in the last chapter. The second model, termed the
"mobilization model," argues that irrespective of factors
such as SES or felt political efficacy, involvement in
voluntary associations encourages persons to become
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politically active. The authors found support for both
1

models suggesting the need to integrate the literatures.
There is another study supporting the combination of
selection and mobilization models in which the authors
detail the incorporation of class in their argument.
Sallach, Babchuk and Booth (1972:879) consider Lipset's

(1963) class explanations centered on 1) "the varying degree
to which occupations encourage the skills necessary for
political participation" and 2) "the differential access to
information enjoyed by differing social classes." They
supplement Lipset's ideas with a third "competing"
explanation stemming from the Marxist position that
"politically efficacious channels are closed to the lower
classes." In this work, differential access to skills and

.

perceived powerlessness are associated with selection, and
differential access to information is associated with
mobilization. The authors used several measures of political
participation and found support for all three explanations,
depending on which political participation variable was in
2

use.

They conclude that "social class may thus predict

different activities on the strength of quite different
1

I discuss the relationship between the two models
(selection/ socialization and mobilization/ networks) in
greater detail in the next chapter.
2

Zipp, Landerman and Luebke (1982) found similar
results in their prediction of voting.
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processes .•• social class may possess numerous facets that
are differentially related to different forms of activity.
Such a conclusion forces recognition of the complexity of
the variable" (Sallach, Babchuk and Booth 1972:891).
A complimentary explanation of the stratification found
in political participation utilizes the concepts of
structural and biographical availability. Snow, Zurcher and
Ekland-Olson's (1980) explanation of how social networks
facilitate recruitment into social movement organizations
focuses on mobilization. Two factors determine
microstructural avenues of recruitment. First, the potential
recruit must be invited to participate. The invitation may
involve personal contact, an announcement made through
another organization, or it may be as diffuse as a public
posting of information about the upcoming event. Second, the
potential recruit must be available to accept the invitation
to participate. Constraints on participation due to
alternative obligations can be viewed as a lack of
structural availability.
Biographical availability also explains whether or not
someone accepts an invitation to participate in collective
action. McAdam (1986:70) defines biographical availability
as "the absense of personal constraints that may increase
the costs and risks of movement participation, such as fulltime employment, marriage and family responsibilities."

The
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examples given in the definition demonstrate how the
concepts of structural and biographical availability are
almost the same. However, McAdam later describes how age can
function as a biographical constraint to high risk activism.
Using the case of recruitment to the 1964 Mississippi
Freedom Summer pro,ject, the author states that "Age is
significantly related to participation, with 'adults' more
likely to have gone to Mississippi than 'youths'" (McAdam
1986:85). He cites the example of an applicant to the
pro,ject who withdrew because she was "only" a freshman in
college and felt unable to defy her parents strong
objections to her going. This applicant appeared to be
structurally available to participate in terms of time
obligations, but her sense of familial responsibility kept
her from participating. Hence, biographical availability is
more sensitive in its consideration of the prioritization of
obligations. In recruitment to Freedom Summer, when age was
a factor taken into consideration, it was generally due to
family relationships being a higher priority than the call
to participate.
Going back to the explanation of class stratification
in political participation, the concepts of structural and
biographical availability can be utilized in the following
manner. There are obvious class effects in structural
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availability in terms of work, family, and

or~anizational

membership commitments. For example, Gray (1975) shows how
the opportunity to participate in organizations is
structured by the temporal constraints related to jobs.
Typical working hours are from 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.,
Monday through Friday, and most organizations schedule their
activities outside' of those hours. If someone works evenings
and/or weekends, it seriously limits their ability to
participate in organizations. We can extend Gray's

findin~s

and make the case that any flexibility in one's work
schedule allows for increased opportunity to participate in
organizational activities. Consequently, self-employed
persons, professionals, and other autonomous workers who are
oftentimes able to set their own work schedules, would be
more likely to be structurally available for participation.
A substantial income is often associated with autonomous
working conditions. Further opportunities are created by the
ability to hire help with family/home maintenance
obligations. If one has assistance with the responsibilities
of their home life, he or she is more likely to be
structurally available to participate in other activities.
To state this more concretely, middle and upper class
individuals generally have an increased opportunity to
participate in organizations due to the nature of the work
associated with their class position. The middle and upper
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class individual is more likely to be structurally
available. On the other hand, working class individuals have
less flexibility in their working hours due to the nature of
their work. They also have less disposable income to hire
help with their family/home responsibilities. Hence, the
working class individual has less discretionary time to
participate in voluntary associations and/or collective
action (e.g., someone from the working class is less likely
to be structurally available).
The argument linking the work situations of various
class positions to the concept of structural availability is
obviously based in adult life. Since this research considers
the behavior of young adults, application of the argument
calls for more explanation. Family resources are often
pooled, providing more or less opportunity for all family
members. If parents have less flexibility in their

workin~

hours and less disposable income, some of the burden of
family responsibilities and

obli~ations

is likely to fallon

the shoulders of the children. For example, older children
may be called upon to cook, clean, care for

youn~er

siblings, work after school, etc .• When monetary resources
are plentiful and/or when parental work schedules are
flexible, offspring are less obligated. Consequently, owning
and contradictory class youth should be more structurally
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available to participate in voluntary associations and
collective action than working class youth.
Biographical availability comes into play when efficacy
is considered as a part of the availability of various class
positions. Since efficacy is acquired

throu~h

socialization,

it has biographical properties. The strong relationship
between efficacy and class adds another dimension to an
individual's availability to participate. The class-related
willingness to participate is added to the monetary and time
constraints of structural location.
The explanation of participation proposed by Sallach,
Babchuk and Booth (1972) about selection, mobilization, and
class is basically the same as what I have just

ar~ued

using

the concepts of structural and biographical availability.
The main difference is that they predict institutionalized
political participation and they use different terminology.
Another, more subtle difference, is that this research tries
to be more precise in determining why all three of their
models were supported. This research explicates the links
between the separate explanations. Rather than describing
the broad processes of selection and mobilization, this work
focuses on what kinds of socialization leads to efficacy
(chapter 5), the structural availability of participants,
how participation in certain types of organizations leads to
collective action participation, and why class is important
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to all of the aforementioned elements of the explanation.
How participation in certain types of organizations
leads to collective action participation is a part of this
explanation, but it has not been addressed thus far. This is
a separate question, traditionally associated with the
mobilization perspective in the political

sociolo~y

literature, that involves the possibility that some types of
organizations stimulate political participation more than
others (Rogers, Bultena and Barb 1975:307). Several studies
have shown a difference between iutitrumental organizations
that are externally oriented with activities that serve as a
means to an end, and expressive organizations that are
internally oriented with activities that serve as an end in
itself (Gordon and Babchuk 1959; Jacoby 1965; Booth, Babchuk
and Knox 1968; Rogers, Bultena and Barb 1975; Hanks 1981).
The instrumental-expressive comparison is pertinent to this
research because organization characteristics have also been
linked to class.
Booth, Babchuk and Knox (1968) attempt to explain why
social stratification exists in instrumental and expressive
voluntary associations. The authors state that instrumental
organizations require a membership that possesses skills and
talents that are rare. From this functionalist perspective,
the middle-class have scarce political talents by virtue of
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their education and socialization experiences which make
them the most likely candidates for recruitment into
instrumental groups. Middle-class participation is
reinforced by the status confered on them by the rest of the
membership because of the need for their skills. The authors
find empirical support for the

~eneral

hypothesis that the

middle-class participates extensively in instrumental
organizations and the working or lower class participates
more often in expressive organizations. They do not,
however, provide compelling evidence for the functionalist
explanation of the findings.
I propose the

followin~,

Booth, Babchuk and Knox (1968)

alternative explanation of the
findin~s.

explanation, commitment is an important

In this
intervenin~

variable. Also, rather than describing how skills are sought
out by existing members of the organization, the focus is on
potential members and a self-selection process. First,
instrumental organizations require more commitment and
dedication from their members in order to coordinate and
follow through on strategies aimed at achieving externallyoriented goals. Expressive organizations require less
commitment because they are internally-oriented and involve
more spontaneity. Second, exclusionary practices are not
common in voluntary associations. It is difficult to
maintain a strong membership and discouraging potential
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members because they lack certain skills seems unlikley. In
a similar line of reason, seeking out skilled persons would
require extensive efforts on the part of members. This also
seems unlikely given that the return for such an investment
is not certain. Hence, self-selection of membership in
voluntary associations is the norm. Finally, in a selfselection process, the potential recruit weighs the costs
and benefits of participation. Given that instrumental
organizations require more commitment from their members,
the costs in terms of time will be much greater than the
costs associated with expressive organizations. In general,
the increased structural availability of the

ownin~

and

contradictory classes makes individuals in these positions
more likely to be candidates for participation in
instrumental organizations. The structural constraints (such
as time) related to the working class position makes them
less likely to be candidates for participation in
instrumental organizations. Because individuals in the
owning and contradictory classes have the opportunity to
participate in either instrumental or expressive groups, the
notion of counterveiling ties within similar networks
becomes an issue. Structural availability dictates that some
of these individuals will be pulled out of participation in
expressive groups if they are already participating in
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instrumental groups. This is in comparison to working dlass
individuals who participate almost exclusively in expressive
groups. Again, overrepresentation of the working class in
expressive groups is due to their inability to meet the
extensive time demands of participation, not because of
3

skill deficiencies.
The analysis in this chapter will focus on structural
availability for participation, the biographical component
of that availability, and the relationship between certain
types of organizations and certain types of collective
action participation. The relationship of these factors to
political socialization will be discussed in the next
chapter. It is expected that the structural availability of
the owning and contradictory class youth will lead to
increased participation in the instrumental organizations
related to collective action participation. The structural
constraints experienced by the working class youth should
hinder their participation in the instrumental organizations
related to collective action participation.
Measures of Structural Availability and Membership in
Organizations.
Taking into account the relationship between structural
availability and voluntary association membership entails an
3

Poor People's Movemftn~~ by Piven and Cloward (1977)
give some examples of working class skill in organizing
collective action.
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individual-level consideration of availability factors such
as the time spent on activities in other networks and the
structural/biographical constraints related to race, gender,
and religion. One outcome of the individual-level
relationship is the transmission of information through
organization networks. Hearing information about particular
collective action events depends on where one is located in
the network of related

or~anizations.

I can not directly

test the information transmission hypothesis because of its
reliance on data gathered from the organizational level of
analysis which I do not have. A proxy measure for access to
information will be implemented.

FIGURE 6.1. Causal Model of Networks and Structural
Availability Predicting Participation in Collective Action.
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Structural Availability. Figure 6.1 provides a model of the
relations to be tested. The high school constraints include
time spent working (at a job outside of the home), studying,
and dating. These measures are used to gauge the structural
availability of the student. The fourth measure considers
how long the individual has been a resident in the area.
This is meant to be a proxy for the information on
individual has access to-- the assumption being that a

lon~

time resident would have more information about current
events and opportunities for membership in organizations.
The measure for working comes from the question "Not
including chores done around your home, do you work for pay
during the school year? (If yes) About how many hours a week
do you average?" The range of hours worked is from 0 to 40

4
with the mean equal to .264 (s.d.=10.051).

The study

variable is taken from the question "On the average, how
many hours do you study each week outside of school hours?"
The range on this variable is from 0 to 40 hours and the
mean is 9.837 (s.d.=6.529). Frequency of dating is measured
using the question "Do you go out on dates? (If yes) About
how often?" The variable ranges from 0 to 15 with 1 equal to
"less than once a month, occasionally, a couple times a

4
These numbers are also found in Appendix B. The
sample size for all variables is 865 and coincides with the
respondents used in the logistic regressions performed later
in the analysis.
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semester," 2 equal to "about once a month," 3 equal to "once
or twice a month," up to 15 equal to "more than four times a
week." The mean response is 6.600 (s.d.=4.055) which is
roughly equivalent to "three times a month or 'several'
times a month." The variable measuring length of residence
comes from the question "How long have you lived in the
(name of community) area?" The variable ranges from 0 (less
than 6 months) to 20 years (equivalent to "all my life") and
the mean response is 14.223 (s.d.=6.880).

TABLE 6.1. Pearson Correlations Between Class and the
Availability Variables Utilizing Alternative Class
Coding Schemes.
CLASS
CODED A1
WORKING
STUDY
DATING
LENGTH OF RESIDENCE

-.123
.084
-.005
.021

MARRIED IN 1966
MILITARY IN 1966
COLLEGE IN 1966
SAME JOB IN 1966

-.002
-.072
.164
.053

***
***

***
***
**

CLASS
CODED B2

SAMPLE
SIZE

-.086
.073
.027
-.034

***
**

926
926
926
926

-.074
-.056
.170
.022

***
**
***

1024
1024
1024
1024

----- _._-------------_.1
2

A class coding (working=1;contradictory=2;owning=3)
B class coding (workin~=1;ownin~=2;contradictory=3)

** p~.05
*** p~.Ol

183

Class is expected to have an impact on the structural
availability measures. Resources possessed by the owning and
contradictory class youth give them an advantage with regard
to structural availability. The working class youth should
have less structural availability because of employment.
Table 6.1 shows the correlation coefficients for the
association between class and working, studying, dating and
length of residence, utilizing the alternative class

codin~

schemes found in chapter six. The relationship with class is
significant for the working and studying variables only.
Working is negatively correlated with class, indicating that
the working class individuals hold a job outside the home
more often than the contradictory and owning class
individuals. The correlation between class and

studyin~

is

positive, meaning that that owning and contradictory class
individuals study more hours than the

workin~

class

individuals. The measures of working and studying are
inversely related for a reason. Students who work when they
are not in school have less time to study. This finding is
actually supportive of the presence of

counterveilin~

ties

in structural availability because the youth are able to
manage one thing at the exclusion of the other. The
correlations between class, length of residence, and dating
were not significant. Perhaps length of residence indicates
information access more than it indicates structural
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availability.

The frequency of dating simply cuts across

class lines.
An individual's post high school structural
availability specifies the prediction of collective action
participation more closely than high school constraints
because the availability directly impacts participation
behavior. However, due to limitations in the data, the post
high school constraint measures are not as accurate or
extensive as they should be. The problem lies in the lack of
information about when collective action participation took
place and when the constraints to participation were imposed
(i.e., the date of marriage). The causal ordering whereby
structural availability leads to collective action
participation is very important. Consequently, the temporal
ordering of the structural availablity and participation
variables is crucial.
The only viable solution to the problem is to consider
the structural availabilty in the year directly following
graduation from high school, 1966. The 1966 variables are
created by taking questions from both the first and second
administrations of the survey. If the individual went to
college, was serving in the military, or was married in
1966, or if they held only one job between 1966 and 1975,
the impact was most likely felt on any participation in
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collective action occuring between 1966 and 1973.
Attending college is determined by the 1973 question
"Did the respondent attend college? (yes/no)" and the 1965
question "Do you plan to continue your schooling beyond this
year, or do you plan to stop after this year? (If plan to
continue) How sure are you that you will continue?" College
in 1966 is a dichotomous variable. If the respondent stated
in 1965 that they were "very sure" they would continue
school and in 1975 they were flagged as having attended
college, the individual is coded 1 on the college attendance
variable. Approximately 52% of the respondents attended
college (s.d.=.500).
The military service variable uses only the 1973
questions asking "Have you ever served in any branch of the
United States military service? (If yes) When did you serve
<year began>?" Persons responding that they began military
service in 1965 or 1966 are coded 1 on the dichotomous
military variable. Approximately 13% of the respondents went
into military service soon after high school (s.d.=.333).
The variable measuring marriage is also dichotomous and
is taken from two questions. First, if the individual
responded that they were "married"

on the 1965 question "Do

you go out on dates?" they are coded 1. Second, in 1973 the
respondents were asked "How

lon~

have you been

(married/living together)?" If the respondent answered 7 or
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8 years (equivalent to 1965-1966) they are coded 1 on the
marriage variable. Given this coding scheme, about 7%
(s.d.=.260) of the respondents reported being married in
1966.
The final post high school availability measure
involves employment. When asked in 1973 "How many employers
have you had since 1965?" many individuals replied that they
had been with the same employer from 1965 to the present
(1973). This response is coded 1 on the dichotomous variable
which measures having the same job since 1966. Approximately
17% (s.d.=.373) of the respondents had the same employer
from 1966 to 1973.
Class effects exist in all of the post high school
availability measures, depending on the coding of class (see
Table 6.1). College attendance is positively related to
class indicating that the working class youth were least
likely to attend college right after high school. Military
service is negatively related to class meaning that working
class youth were most likely to enter military service
directly after high school. Being married is statistically
significant in its relationship to class coding B. This
negative relationship indicates that the working class youth
were most likely to be married right after

hi~h

school and

the contradictory class youth were least likely to be
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married. Having the same job since 1966 is positively
related to class coding A. This suggests that the owning
class youth were most likely to hold a single job and the
working class youth were the least likely to do so.
The correlations between .class and the post

hi~h

school

availability measures are indicative of the general social
situation during the late sixties with

re~ard

to college-

going as a form of draft deferment. Further, the

wordin~

of

the question about having the same employer since 1966 does
not distinguish between full and part-time work.
Consequently, holding the same job may be tied to collegegoing for some within the owning class.
Membership in Organizations. The variables representing
membership in organizations come from a series of responses
to the questions: "During the school year have you been a
member of any of the following? (yes/no)" and "We find that
students differ quite a bit in how much they participate in
organizations and activities. I would like you to look at
this card as I list some kinds of organizations. For each
kind I read, would you tell me the number of the statement
which best describes your activity for the past two years
(not a member; a member, but not very active; fairly active;
very active).11 Responses to the second question format were
dichotomized so that IInot a member" and "a member, but not
very active" are the equivalent of "no," and "fairly active"
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and "very active" are the equivalent of "yes." The possible
organization types mentioned in the two questions do not
overlap. Membership in the various organizations is coded
(O,l) with 1 representing membership. The organizations
under consideration include 1) a school athletic team, 2)
church or religious youth groups, 3) occupation clubs such
as future mechanics, future businessmen, future homemakers,
4) neighborhood groups, and 5) service groups like the YMCA,
5
YWCA, HI-Y, Boy's Club, or the Scouts.
Expressive and instrumental qualities are related to
these organizations (see Hanks 1981 for a typology of high
school organizations). For some organizations, the
relationship is clearer than it is for others. Occupation
clubs are obviously instrumental. Oftentimes these clubs are
sponsored by adults in the field. The purpose of the club is
to better prepare youth for entry into the occupation. On
the other hand, church or religious youth

~roups,

for most

persons, are purely expressive. These groups strive for the
internally-oriented goals of community and spiritual growth.
Athl~tics, neighborhood groups,

and service groups fall

5

There are other organizations that could have been
considered. The five chosen organizations have equivalents
on the youth survey in 1975 and in a parent question about
membership. Research on organizational affiliation will be
more extensive in future drafts of this work and will
incorporate the relationship to later time periods and
parental involvement.
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somewhere between occupation clubs and religious groups on
the instrumental/expressive continuum. For most persons,
athletic teams are expressive. However, for those persons
who plan a career in professional athletics, or need an
athletic scholarship to pay for college, team membership is
instrumental. The function of membership in neighborhood and
service groups can also be twofold. In the literature,
service has been seen as expressive (Gordon and Babchuk
1959; Jacoby 1965; Hanks 1981). Yet, many young adults do
volunteer work because the experience is considered by
prospective employers in the job entry process, or because
it looks good on an application to programs in higher
education such as law, medicine, social work, etc .• In this
research, the instrumental/expressive dichotomy will not be
forced. Athletics are considered more expressive than
service groups, and neighborhood groups are considered more
instrumental than service groups, but this is not a rigid
categorization to be vigorously tested.
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TABLE 6.2. Percent Indicating Membership in Organization by
Class Position.

RELIGIOUS
OCCUPATION

*

SERVICE
NEIGHBORHOOD
ATHLETIC

**
*

**

SAMPLE
SIZE

WORKING

OWNING

CONTRADICTORY

53.2

55.1

52.8

925

34.7

26.6

31.0

924

22.3

22.1

21. 4

918

23.9

23.0

31.6

921

32.1

38.3

31.8

924

chi-square significant at .03 level
chi-square significant at .10 level

Table 6.2 shows the relationship between membership in
organizations and class position. Only occupation clubs and
neighborhood groups are statistically

si~nificant

in their

relationships with class. The owning class youth have the
highest rate of participation in occupation clubs, followed
by the working and contradictory class youth, in that order.
In neighborhood groups, the working class youth have the
highest rate of participation compared to the owning and
contradictory class youth.
The findings in Table 6.2 are not particularly
supportive of the proposed relationship between class and
the type of organization. For example, the expressive nature
of religious groups is unrelated to class. Further, the
relationship between class and the instrumental qualities of
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occupationclubs is only moderately supported since the
working class has a higher rate of participation than the
contradictory class. The virtually nonexistant relationship
between class and the type of organization is probably due
to two things. First, the organizations used in this
research are not clear cut in terms of the
toward expressive or instrumental goals.

~

.rientation
tter specificity

in the types of clubs or groups would be helpful. Second,
the organizational affiliation of youth in high school is
different from the voluntary association membership of
adult~.

Students in high school often experiment with

membership in a diversity of groups. Membership in extracurricular activities is encouraged by teachers and parents,
in an effort to broaden the youth's horizons (or to keep
them busy and out of trouble). The lack of support for the
relationship between class and the type of

or~anization

should not be seen so much as a failure of the concepts as
it is a weakened application of the ideas due to the
research context.
Another measure of membership is also used in this
research for the following reason. As seen in figure 6.1,
the voluntary association variables are predicted by
structural availability in high school, and then these
variables act with post high school availability to predict
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collective action participation. The dichotomous form of the
membership variables are used when predicting membership
because, in this part of the model, the focus is on who
participates in what type of organization. How much
participation exists is irrelevant at this point. However,
when predicting participation in collective action, the
extent of membership in several organizations becomes
important. The variable measuring this idea involves a count
of the number of organizations an individual belongs to and
it has a possible range from 0 to 10 organizations. The
organizations under consideration include 1) athletics, 2)
music, 3) debate or speech team, 4) hobbies, 5) church or
religious youth groups, 6) school publications, 7) school
subjects, 8) occupation oriented, 9) neighborhood groups,
and 10) service groups. The mean number of

or~anizations

the

respondents belonged to was 2.617 (s.d.=1.594 with an actual
range of 0 to 8). The added information gained by counting
the number of organizational memberships an individual
reported should significantly aid in the prediction of
collective action participation.
Predicting Membership in Organizations.
The first part of the model found in figure 6.1 shows
that certain factors predict membership in organizations.
Working should decrease participation in any type of
organization due to countervailing obligations. Studying and
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dating should increase participation in some circumstances
because these activities facilitate structural availability
with respect to certain types of organizations. For example,
increased study may be related to occupation clubs since the
serious students are probably planning ahead for a future
career. There are instrumental qualities attached to both
activities so that the network ties overlap. Increased
dating should be related to membership in athletic groups
because of the expressive dimensions both activities possess
and the overlapping network ties associated with

hi~h

school

popularity. Length of residence should increase
participation because the longer one lives in the same
location, the more they have access to a multitude of
information sources. Finally, gender, race, and

reli~ion

act

as biographical constraints because certain types of
organizations encourage particular membership
characteristics.
Table 6.3 presents the results of regressions
predicting participation in organizations. Table 6.3A shows
the direct relationship between class and membership in
organizations. The only statistically significant effects
occur in the prediction of membership in occupation and
neighborhood groups. The contradictory class youth are
significantly less likely to be members of occupation clubs
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TA8~E

6.3A. Class Predicting Membership in
RE~IGIOUS

Organi~ations

OCCUPATION SERVICE NEIGHBORHOOD

(n:865) •.
ATH~ETICS

b

b

b

b

1.l!.!~.!1

1.l!.!~.!1

1.l!~.!1

1.l!.!~.!1

Ijh~l

,053
(,092)
-,037
( ,100)

-,187 t
(,100)
,027
(,107)
-,789 *
(,076 )
-530,2

b
C~ASS

(contradictory)
(working)

,m

CONSTANT

( ,071)
-595,2

~og-likelihood

TA8~E

,039
(,110 )
-,015
(.121)
-1.275 *
(,085 )
-455,7

,150
-,IH
( ,106)
( ,0961
,273 * - ,071
( ,Ill)
(.106 )
-1.035 * -,657 *
(.080 ) (,0741
-557,7
-493,7

6.38. Clas8 and Structural Availability Predicting
Melbership in Organi~ations (n:865).
RE~IGIOUS

OCCUPATION SERVICE NEIGHBORHOOD

C~ASS

(contradictory)
(working)
GENDBR
RACB

,057
( ,095)
-,026
(,105)
,521 *
( ,145)
,507 +
(,278)

-,176 t
(.104)
,033
( ,113)
,830 *
(,161 )
-,299
( ,297)

.050
(.112)
-,109
(,125)
-,024
(.172)
,061
(.303)

ATH~ETICS

,171 t
-.169
( ,1091
1.1011
,228 * -,076
(,116)
(.113)
,191
-1.169 *
( ,165)
(,158)
,138
1. 262 *
( ,265)
( ,2771

RE~IGION

(catholic)
(jewish)
(other)
WORKING
STUDY
DATING
OF
RBSIDENCE
CONSTANT
~ENGTII

LOG-~IKE~IHOOD

-,010
( ,285)
,187
( ,361 )
-,612

1. 373
(0,0)
1. 258 *
( ,470)
-4,653 *
(,745)
( ,567)
,008
,003
( ,007)
(,008 )
,039 * ,001
(,012)
( ,011)
,029 + ,034 t
( ,0181
(.019)
,002
,021 t
( ,010)
(,011)
-1.051 * -3,661 *
( ,354 ) (,330 )
-502,0
-573,1

-,109

,128

('Hl )

( ,334)

-,034
( ,435)
-,006
(,878)
,010
(,008)
,039 *
(,012)
,030
(,021)
,003
(.012)
-2,072 *
( ,(24)
-H8,4

,728 t
( ,(00)
-,312
(.8901
,012
(.008)
,011
(,012)
,001
( ,020 I
-,003
(.012)
-1.447 *
(,411 )
-418,1

-,152
( ,2821
-,259
(.371)
,466
(,711)
-,024 *
/.008)
,005
(.012)
,038 *
1.0191
,022 *
(,011 )
-,488 *
( ,353)
-525,0

----------------------------------------------------------------

* p~

,05

t p~, 10
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than are owning class youth. This suggests that the
contradictory class youth are not as interested as the
owning class youth in the instrumental benefits associated
with the occupation clubs. In neighborhood group membership.
working class youth are significantly more likely than
owning class youth to' be involved. What

youn~

respondents

mean by neighborhood groups is not well specified in the
survey, but the expressive qualities associated with the
definition of neighborhood, and how this may relate to
class, is intriguing. The owning class youth may not have
access to "neighborhood groups" because their sense of
neighborhood is different than that held by the working
class youth.
For the most part, the patterns in the significant
effects of class remain when the structural and biographical
availability measures are added. There is one exception,
contradictory class youth are more likely to participate in
athletics than owning class youth. Table 6.3B shows the
results of the logit equations using class and availability
to predict membership in organizations. It is easiest to
depict the findings in this table as a profile of the
typical participant in any given organization. Going back to
activity in organized athletics, participants tend to be
from the contradictory class; they are males who have lived
in the area for a long time; they date frequently; and it is
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not likely that they work many hours at a job outside the
home, if they work at all. In neighborhood groups, being
from the working class, a racial minority, and/or Jewish,
increase the likelihood of participation. The one factor
that increases the propensity for participation in service
groups is an increased number of hours spent studying.
Occupation club members are more often from the owning class
than the contradictory class; they tend to be female and
Jewish; they date frequently and have lived in the area for
a long time; and they are not likely to be of a religion
other than Protestant, Catholic or Jewish. Finally, members
in religious groups tend to be female, from a racial
minority, study more hours, and date frequently.
In terms of structural availability, the findings
support the notion that working llinders membership in
organizations while dating, studying, and length of
residence encourages activity. Work represents
countervailing

n~twork

ties that pull the potential recruit

away from participation. Dating and

studyin~.

on the other
\

hand, involve the same networks of ties to others as are
found in organization memberships. The network ties that are
related to dating or studying habits can be used to push
potential recruits into becoming a member in the
organization.
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The increased tendency for females to join religious
groups and occupation clubs, males to ,join athletic groups,
racial minorities to join religious and neighborhood groups,
and for those from Jewish backgrounds to join occupation and
neighborhood groups, indicates how biographical availability
encourages the matching of demographic groups with certain
kinds of organizations. Organizations develop membership
characteristics over time. Potential recruits tend to be
drawn to

with a membership that has
6
characteristics like their own. Biographical availability
organi~ations

suggests that the costs of participation are lower if the
members of the organization have characteristics similar to
the potential recruit. The similarity facilitates the
offering and acceptance of a participation invitation (see
McPherson and Smith-Lovin 1987 for evidence of homophily in
voluntary organizations). Structurally, the potential
recruits are in a better position to join. For example,
organized high school athletics, in general, tends to be
oriented toward males. The biographical constraint of

bein~

female makes female participation, on the whole, less
likely. There is socialization related to the structural
location of being female, a biography of sorts, that hinders
participation in organized sports for many females.
6
This matching process is called frame
is described in Snow, et ale 1986.

ali~nment

and
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Predicting Collective Action Participation.
The relationship between membership in organizations
and participation in protest or community problem solving is
difficult to predict given the earlier mentioned drawbacks
of using high school organizations. Membership in service
and neighborhood groups should certainly playa positive
role in predicting participation. There are a great many
similarities between participation in these groups and the
behavior associated with the collective action measures. It
is also expected that athletic team membership will be
negatively related to participation since the skills
fostered in athletics are not necessarily related to
collective action participation.
The continous measure of membership in organizations is
used in the regressions predicting participation in
collective action. Knowledge of the extent to which the
respondent is involved in these groups adds to the
explanation. Increased involvement should encourage
participation in collective action. Being married and/or in
the military right after high school

~raduation

certainly

limited an individual's structural availability for protest
participation, and the variables also served as an indicator
of imposed biographical constraints. Marriage and family
responsibilities probably made the affected individuals more
conservative about some forms of collective action. such as

199

protest, and more amenable to collective action at the local
level. Further, if one returned from military service before
1973, being a veteran provided group membership that
may have determined some attitudes about collective action
participation. For some veterans, group membership
encouraged protest participation and for others it
discouraged the activity.
It is difficult to see college attendance as having
many limitations on structural availability. Being a college
student generally allows for substantial flexibility in time
commitments. More importantly, college attendance aids
structural availability in that being on a college campus
pulled many students into involvement in some type of
activity during this time period. The opportunities and
norms associated with college life on many campuses during
the sixties encouraged collective action participation.
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TABLB 6.4. Network Factors Predicting Participation in
Collective Action In=8651.
COHHUNITY
PROBLBIf SOLVING
PROUST
~.Q.!!el 1 l!.Q~1 .2
~.Qdel 1 ~.QMl .2
-.135
-.136
-.394 + -.299
RELIGIOUS
( .229)
( .224)
( .2391
( .2251
OCCUPATION
-1.025 * -.737 * -.492 * -.383
( .256)
(.244)
(.266 ) ( .284)
SERVICE
.452 * .540 * .417 + .467 *
( .223)
(.2171
(.219 ) ( .233)
.133
-.024
-.357
-.190
NEIGHBORHOOD
( .242)
( .229)
/.257)
(.236)
-.224
-.256
-.317
-.212
ATHLETIC
(.220 ) (. 235)
(.220 ) (.245)
# OF CLUBS
.283 * .259 * .241 * .233 *
(.086 ) r .0921
( .087)
( .097)
CLASS
.128
.056
(contradictory)
r .130)
( .135)
-.202
-.125
(working)
(.1531
(.160)
-.048
-.415 +
GENDER
( .222)
( .229)
RACE
.889 *
1.118 *
( .309)
(.329 )
RELIGION
.107
.057
(catholic)
I .354)
(,357)
.188
(Jewish)
1. 273 *
(.447)
(.415)
-.074
-.679
(other)
1.904 )
(.936)
.011
-.008
WORKING
( .010)
( .011)
-.002
.006
STUDY
( .015)
(.015 )
-.002
-.004
DATING
( .025)
( .027)
-.025 +
.013
LENGTH OF RESIDENCE
( .014)
(.015 )
.107
COLLEGE
.629 *
( .217 )
(,233)
-.510
- .284
HILITARY
(.371)
( .365)
.148
-.986
HARRIED
( .408)
( .751)
-.282
ONE JOB SINCE 1966
-.636 *
( .282)
( .301)
CONSTANT
-1.946 * -1.920 * -2.121 * -1.759 *
(.199 ) ( .495)
( .193)
( .529)
-369.5 -359.6
-331.4
LOG-LIKEL IHOOD -363.1
-----------------------------------------

* p~.OI

+ p~.10
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Table 6.4 provides the results of the logit equations
predicting participation in collective action. The model 1
equation uses only the membership variables and model 2 uses
membership and availability for participation. The
organizations that are statistically significant in the
prediction of collective action participation (model 1) are
almost the same for protest and community problem solving.
The positive effects of service groups and the number of
memberships, and the negative effect of occupation clubs, are
statistically significant in the model 1 equations. The only
difference between the two forms of collective action
participation is the negative effect of membership in
religious groups on protest participation. The significance
of these variables indicates that the more clubs one joins,
and in particular to service clubs, increases the likelihood
of collective action participation, while membership in
occupation clubs and religious groups decreases the
likelihood of participation.
The significance of several of the model 1 effects is
not maintained in the model 2 equations. The negative effect
of religious groups is no longer significant in the
prediction of protest participation when availability is
considered. In the prediction of problem

solvin~,

membership

in occupation clubs is no longer significant when
controlling for availability. On the other hand, the
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positive effect of membership in service groups is stronger
in the model 2 equation predicting participation in
community problem solving.
The statistically significant availability measures
predicting participation in protests include gender, race,
being Jewish, going to college, and having one job since
1966. Being a racial minority and/or Jewish and going to
college increases the likelihood of protest participation.
Being female and holding the same job since 1966 decreases
the likelihood of protest participation. The propensity for
participation in community problem solving is positively
related to being a racial minority, but it is negatively
related to length of residence.
Consequently, in terms of the availability and
voluntary association memberships of the typical
participant, community problem solvers belong to many
groups, especially service groups; they have not lived in
the area very long; and racial minority members are more
likely to be active than whites. Racial minority members are
also more likely to be active in protest participation.
Belonging to many groups, in particular service groups, but
not occupation groups, is also a distinguishing element in
the background of the protest participant. Finall, male
college students with a Jewish background, who held one job
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since high school, also fit the profile of the typical
protest participant.
Discussion.
The findings can be organized around two themes: class
effects in the availability to participate and the role of
instrumental-expressive voluntary associations. Class can be
considered a constraint, as I mentioDed earlier, because of
limited family resources and the relationship to efficacy.
The findings indicate that class is not very important in
directly determining who participates in organizations.
However, class indirectly affects who participates in
organizations because working students, who generally come
from the working class, are less likely to participate. The
working class student also studies fewer hours and increased
study is an indicator of participation in both

reli~ious

service organizations. Hence, while class is not an overt
predictor of membership in organizations, its presense
exists nonetheless.

The reason working class youth

oftentimes are not members of organizations lies in their
lack of structural availability and in working class
socialization.
Indirect class effects are also present in the
prediction of collective action participation. The
constraints of class with respect to collective action
participation seem to be very strong in

youn~

adulthood.

and
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Decisions about vocational education versus college
preparation are class-related and are made some time during
the youth's early years in high school. Working after school
and/or participation in extra-curricular activities are
associated with these life course decisions. The class
effects found in these decisions solidify into the
constraints experienced by young adults. The indirect
effects of class are cumulative in that opportunities are
limited by virtue of earlier events. For example, not being
in the college prep curriculum track usually leads to the
inability to qualify for college entrance and the networks
associated with college attendance provide opportunities for
participation in collective action. Therefore, the class
effects that exist early in the development of a propensity
for collective action participation have serious
consequences for later processes that are seemingly less
related to class.
In this analysis, class does not playas much of a role
in explaining the difference between expressive and
instrumental organizations as it did in the literature. The
theoretical backdrop was present, and there are minor class
effects in service and occupation groups, but the overall
support for finding class effects in certain types of
organizations is not overwhelming. This is further explained
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by the following factors: I am using slightly different
measures of class and organizations, and I use logistic
regression techniques rather than partial correlations. In
essence, I have not tried to duplicate the other research
and the relationships may be so delicate that they only show
up under certain circumstances.
I want to place more emphasis on the relationship
between the type of voluntary association and participation
in collective action participation. Again, the literature
provided a strong argument. The ties between instrumental
organizations and institutionalized political participation
seemed to be something that would be directly applicable to
collective action participation. Finding what the literature
considers expressive organizations to be predictive of
collective action participation was a little surprising. I
have to conclude that there is something different about
participation in collective action. Why did affiliation with
service organizations better predict collective action
participation than affiliation with occupation clubs?
To reiterate the difference between instrumental and
expressive voluntary associations, instrumental focuses on
group activity as a means to an end, and expressive focuses
on group activity as a means in itself. I would like to
argue that collective action participation relies on both
expressive and instrumental tendencies because it involves
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collective behavior in addition to calculated political
action. Unlike voting, campaigning or attending a political
rally, collective action participation involves more
uncertainty with respect to potential outcomes of the
activity. Some of the collective action considered in this
research takes place in the unchartered territory known as
non-institutionalized politics. The course of action is not
proscribed. Therefore, collective action requires something
of its participants that is above and beyond the relative
safety of institutionalized politics.
It seems that in most cases, instrumental membership
involve some form of self-interest. Instrumental groups
not only facilitate change in society, they facilitate selfimprovement for the individual. The most instrumental group
used here, occupation clubs, emphasizes the latter element
of the instrumental characteristic. It seems that the nature
of collective action would discourage participation by selfinterested individuals. This is supported by the negative
effect of membership in occupation clubs. Collective action
calls for some of the spontaneity found in collective
behavior, and the conditions necessary for collective
behavior are more likely to be found in the memberships of
somewhat expressive groups.
Expressive groups aim to socialize their memberships
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along some dimension that is valued internally. These groups
encourage solidarity rather than competition. Collective
action relies heavily on solidarity in order to get
individuals to participate. An appeal is made to pull
potential recruits into participation-- an appeal that might
seem rather empty without a sense of affinity with the
recruiter. Expressive groups provide networks of potential
collective action participants because they teach
individuals organizational skills that they can use to
encourage group solidarity under other circumstances.
In summary, instrumental groups are important to the
facilitation of collective action because they often focus
on determining a means to an end. Collective action is
dependent on establishing a means to an end. Collective
action also requires an extensive development of a sense of
unity or solidarity in order to overcome the odds against
success. This is why collective action depends on the
members of expressive

or~anizations.

In institutionalized

political action, the odds for success are usually perceived
as being fairly good because there is an established method
of procedure. This is why institutionalized political action
is less dependent on the members of expressive
organizations.
Summary and Conclusions.
The chapter has found some support for the following
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hypotheses: Class differences in participation in
organizations (with respect to amount of participation and
type of organization) place individuals in networks that
vary in their ability to help or hinder participation in
collective action. Also, structural availability for
participation in formal organizations and in collective
ction are associated with class. The strongest class
effects were found in the availability measures associated
with work and school. Working high school students and
individuals holding the same job for a long time after
leaving high school were less likely to participate in
organizations and collective action. This involved the
working class students who were employed during high school,
and mostly owning class young adults who held the same job.
Studying and college attendance were positively related to
participation in organizations and collective action. In
both cases, this affected owning and contradictory class
youth more than working class youth.
When considering networks of types of

or~anizations,

and their relationship to collective action participation.
the findings vary from the past research undertaken in
political science. The relationship between extremely
instrumental groups and participation did not exist here as
it does in institutionalized politics. Organizations that
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possess both expressive and instrumental qualities are more
likely to predict collective action participation.
In conclusion, the type of organization and structural
availability are not disjointed concepts. Both rely on the
properties of networks. Expressive and instrumental
organizations should have interpersonal ties across the
members within each type of organization. Organizations that
posses both expressive and instrumental qualities should
have more interorganizational ties with other groups than
the ties found in extremely expressive or extremely
instrumental organizations. This makes the middle of the
road organizations more centrally located in the networks of
voluntary associations. Central location may benefit the
individual members in terms of their gaining access to the
information disseminated by a multitude of other groups.
Access to information opens the door to participation
invitations, without which structural availability can not
make a difference.
The significance of the number of club memberships
variable in the prediction of collective action
participation also ties individual structural availability
to interorganizational networks. It is assumed that
available individuals are able to join many organizations up
to the point where they run out of time. These available
individuals can potentially participate in several different
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kinds of organizational networks. Having access to the
information from different organizational networks increases
the likelihood that an individual will recei.ve an invitation
to participate in collective action. Since they are already
available to participate as an organization member, they may
also be available to accept the collective action
invitation. The invitation is turned down if they are
overloaded with obligations. In either case, they are in the
structurally superior position in terms of receiving an
invitation to participate in collective action.
Description of the network processes associated with
being in the right place at the right time seems to have
little to do with an individual's socialized propensity for
participation. However, the relationship between selection
and mobilization does exist. An exploration of that
relationship takes place in the next chapter.
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CHAPTER SEVEN
CLASS AND COLLECTIVE ACTION:
THE FULL MODEL

******************************
Evidence in the preceding chapters has shown how
socialization factors, membership in organizations, and
structural availability determine collective action
participation. However, the effects of socialization and
networks were considered separately. The link between them
centers on the reciprocal relationship between efficacy and
the network ties of membership in organizations. This
chapter explores that reciprocal relationship. I then show
how the variables predicting efficacy and membership can be
combined to predict participation in collective action. The
combination reflects the notion that socialization works
with, not independent of, networks and structural
availablity. The full model will be used in conjunction with
the neo-Marxist class variable and SES for a final
comparison of the concepts.
In addition to pulling together the separate parts of
the model, the variables deemed ineffectual in past chapters
will be eliminated from the analysis in this chapter.
Paring-down

the model should provide a clearer

representation of the processes in question. For example,
the personal efficacy measure "my life is turning out the
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way I want it to" and the political efficacy measure "voting
is the only say that people like my parents have in
government" proved difficult to interpret because of their
ambiguity. In the following analysis, only the alternative
measure dealing with the "ability to finish one's original
plans" will be used to measure personal efficacy, and the
"ability to understand how government and politics works"
will be used tomeasure political efficacy.
Narrowing what is analyzed in terms of membership in
organizations also takes place in this chapter. Religious
groups, neighborhood clubs and athletic clubs were
insignificant in their relationships to participation in
collective action, so they are removed. Subsequent analyses
will focus on the negative effects of membership in
occupation clubs, the positive effects of service club
membership, and the positive effect of the number of group
memberships on collective action participation. Further
discussion on the elimination of measures from the analysis
can be found later in this chapter.
While paring-down the model aids in the explanation of
individual participation in collective action, it is not
particularly illuminating with respect to showing the
effects of class. After comparing SES and the neo-Marxist
class variable, the data will be analyzed separately by each
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class group (owning, contradictory and working) to provide
insight on group specific patterns. These subgroup analyses
should strengthen the argument for subtle class distinctions
in the prediction of collective action participation. The
variables that are significant in the prediction of working
class participation are not necessarily the same variables.
or have effects in the same direction, or are of the same
magnitude as the variables predicting owning or
contradictory class participation. Predicting participation
in protest and community problem solving within class
subgroups could provide a very useful contribution to the
understanding of class effects in collective action
participation.
Efficacy and Networks.
Both political and personal efficacy affect membership
in organizations and vice versa. The relationship begins
with the minimal amount of efficacy that is needed to
stimulate membership in formal organizations. Membership
goes on to encourage a sense of efficacy as the individual
gains confidence about his or her role in the political
process. Observing the workings of the organization provides
the individual with a knowledge base that tends to feed his
or her sense of efficacy. The increased efficacy encourages
further involvement in organzations, hence the reciprocal
relationship. Possible evidence of this relationship is
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found in the continued collective action participation of
most individuals who were active in the sixties (DeMartini
1983; Fendrich and Lovoy 1988; Jennings 1987; McAdam 1989).
Finkel (1985) examines the different effects of
personal efficacy, termed "internal efficacy"

in his work,

and political efficacy, termed "external efficacy", on
political participation. He found voting and campaign
activity were significantly related to external efficacy in
a nonrecursive longitudinal model, using LISREL to estimate
the coefficients. The reciprocal relationship between
internal efficacy and political participation was not
statistically significant.
The method used in this research to test the reciprocal
relationship is not as sophisticated as that used by Finkel.
I simply use the efficacy measures to predict the individual
membership variables, and then I use the membership
variables to predict each of the efficacy variables. If a
reciprocal relationship exists, the effects of the variables
should be significant in both directions. For example, if
political efficacy is significant in the prediction of
membership in service clubs, service club membership should
also be significant in the prediction of political efficacy.
Even though Finkel's findings on the significance of
personal efficacy were not supported in his work, I will
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test the relationship using personal and political efficacy
because I have defined activity in a different manner (i.e.,
membership in organizations versus voting and campaign
participation. )
Table 7.1 provides information on the relationship
between membership in organizations and efficacy. There is
an inconsistency in the table. While the number of
memberships is an independent variable used to predict the
efficacy measures, an equation using the number of
memberships s a dependent variable is not present. This is
due to the continuous nature of the number of memberships
variable. Using the continous measure as a dependent
variable calls for an alternative regression technique such
as ordinary least squares. Comparing OL8 coefficients with
logistic regression coefficients is rather futile, hence,
the omission.
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TABLE 7.1. Logistic Regression Analyses Exploring the
Relationship Between Membership in Organizations
and Efficacy (n=865).
Dependent Variables
Independent
Variables

UNDERSTAND
GOVERNMENT

OCCUPATION
CLUB
b
(s.e. )

SERVICE
CLUB
b
(s.e. )

-.324
( .152)

*

.063
( .166)

FINISH
.360
ORIGINAL PLANS (.165)

*

.290
( .184 )

UNDERSTAND
GOVERNMENT
b
(s.e. )

FINISH
ORIGINAL
PLANS
b
(s.e. )

-.013
( . 184 )

OCCUPATION
CLUB

-.423
( .170 )

SERVICE
CLUB

-.029
(.171)

# OF CLUBS

.126
( .049 )

*

.240
( .055 )

-.438
( .134 )

*

.143
( .140)

CONSTANT

-.937
( .147)

LOG-LIKELIHOOD -527.8

*

-1.499
( .167)
-454.0

*

*

.142
( • 190 )

-587.1
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _4

* p~

+

p~

.05
.10

-526.7
_ _ _ _ •••• __ . _ . _ _ _

*
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The results shown in Table 7.1 indicate that membership
in occupation clubs is very much related to efficacy, and
membership in service clubs is not. Having a strong sense of
personal efficacy (i.e., being able to finish one's original
plans) increases the likelihood of membership in occupation
clubs and having a strong sense of political efficacy (i.e.,
a strong understanding of government and political
processes) decreases the likelihood of membership. This
suggests that the membership in occupation clubs have
personal goals that they expect to achieve. It seems
plausible that these individuals are not politically
oriented. This finding is reinforced by the statistical
significance of membership in occupation clubs in the
prediction of political efficacy. Being a member of an
occupation club decreases the likelihood that the individual'
feels he or she has a strong understanding of government.
Personal efficacy is not significantly effected by
membership in occupation clubs.
The other findings in Table 7.1 are less dramatic. As
mentioned earlier, efficacy is not statistically significant
in the prediction of service club membership. In turn,
membership in service clubs is not statistically significant
in the promotion of a sense of efficacy. This is not to say
that the two are absolutely unrelated, but the relationship
is too weak to be statistically significant.
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A variable that is statistically

si~nificant

in the

prediction of efficacy is the number of memberships an
individual holds. The greater the number of memberships
someone holds, the more likely he or she is to feel both
politically and personally efficacious. The propensity for a
strong sense of personal efficacy is slightly greater than
the propensity for a sense of political efficacy among those
multiple membership holders. This coincides with the
argument that membership produces efficacy.
The findings in Table 7.1 can in no way be misconstrued
as strong support of the argument linking efficacy with
networks. For example, the negative relationship between
occupation club membership and political efficacy is
unexpected. As mentioned before, membership is supposed to
encourage any form of efficacy. The finding suggests that
membership in an occupation club discourages political
efficacy. I believe that what this finding really
illustrates is the importance of the temporal quality
associated with reciprocity. The test provided in Table 7.1
uses information from one point in time. The explanation of
the relationship requires time for learning to take place.
This is why Finkel uses panel analysis to test the
reciprocal effects. A better test, such as the one performed
by Finkel, requires a measure of efficacy and membership at
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time one, a measure of membership and collective action
participaton at another time, and a measure of efficacy at a
third time. The data used here condiders only two times
instead of the necessary three. Consequently, the weak
evidence I have presented here, combined with the evidence
from the literature must suffice as support for the argument
1

on reciprocity.
Better Specification of the Model.
In previous chapters, I have used multiple measures of
many of the theoretical concepts in order to investigate all
the possibilities available to me. It seems logical to purge
the unnecessary items at this stage in the analysis to
improve the fit of the model. This is especially important
since the sample sizes of the class subgroups is obviously
much smaller and the subgroup analysis will be more
sensitive to misspecification.
I have already described the measures of personal
efficacy, political efficacy, and membership in
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - --------_._---_..---_.......
1

_._-

I could perform the first part of the described test
using efficacy and membership only. Unfortunately, even
though this would elucidate the reciprocal relationship, it
strays too far from the main agenda of this research. The
measure of collective action participation includes events
that occur sometime between the first and second time
points. Hence, efficacy at time two does no good in the
prediction of collective action participation. In future
research, I plan to work through this problem. Another wave
of data has been collected from these respondents and
when/if I can gain access to this information, I will be
able to better test the notion of reciprocity.
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organizations that will remain in the analysis. The gender,
race, and religion variables are still included with one
change. The overwhelming effect of religion, thus far, has
involved being Jewish. The multiple categories of religion
will be replaced with a dichotomous measure indicating if
the respondent is Jewish (coded 1) or not (coded 0).
The socialization factors have been narrowed to the
following. Discussion with family, friends and other adults
will remain in the analysis due to their earlier statistical
significance. Parents' activities as a socializing agent
will be reduced to the use of the "familY member in a union"
measure. The measure of self-direction and compliance will
remain even though they have not been statistically
significant in predicting collective action participation.
The concepts represented by the self-direction and
compliance measures are key to the overall argument which
justifies their inclusion. Educational socialization and
political interest will be represented by the measures of
college prep enrollment and perception of future activity in
politics.
Measures of high school and post high school
constraints on participation are severly reduced in the
final analysis. None of the high school constraints seem
necessary. Only length of residence was statistically
significant in the prediction of collective action
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participation and the significance was at a weak level
(p~.10).

More importantly, high school constraints should

not impact post high school activities to a great degree.
The working, studying, and dating constraints are primarily
related to time management, and time schedules were
certainly modified upon leaving high school. It is also
likely that residence changed for many of the respondents,
making the length of residence variable invalid for some and
not others.
Only one of the post high school constraints remains in
the analysis-- having a single employer since 1966. The
statistical significance of this measure in earlier analyses
is intriguing. It seems to be a meaSl1re of job security and
it inhibits collective action participation. The other post
high school constraint variable that showed promise was the
measure of college attendance. Regrettably, the college
attendance variable is a very weak measure. The problems
associated with it are described in chapter 6. The college
prep variable that was introduced as a socialization measure
is a good proxy for college attendance. Since interpretation
of the college prep variable is much more reliable, and
since it is already included in the analysis, the college
attendance variable is not used.
The pared-down model should have similar findings to
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the full models predicting collective action participation,
as shown in chapters 5 and 6. Socialization concepts are
different enough from network concepts that the statistical
significance of one set of variables should not preclude the
significance of the other. If anything, the added
specification of having both in the same model should
enhance the statistical significance of the weaker effects.
The analyses found in Tables 7.2 through 7.4 represent
a synthesis of the findings from earlier chapters. Combining
key socjalization factors with membership in organizations
and availability for participation results in the final full
model. Table 7.2 compares the prediction of protest and
community problem solving. This table also takes a final
look at the difference between the SES and the neo-Marxist
class variables. Comparing the coefficients across the
Tables 7.3 and 7.4 further illustrates the differences
between the two measures of participation. Examining the
coefficients across the collumns within either of these
tables shows the class differences in participation.
Protest Versus Community Problem Solving.
The logit equations in Table 7.2 use the full
complement of respondents and include class or SES as a
variable. Class is not statisticallY significant in the
prediction of either protest or problem solving (see model 1
equations). This is most likely due to the inclusion of so
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TABLB 7.2. Predicting Collective Action Participation Using
Neo-Harxist Class and SBS (n=8651.
PROTBST
lo4el 1 ~!!d~l
GBNDER
RACE
JEIiISH
FINISH
ORIGINAL PLANS
UNDBRSTAND
GOVERNMEIIT
DISCUSSION
IIITH FAMILY
DISCUSSION
IIITH FRIENDS
DISCUSSION
IIITH ADULTS
FAHILY HEMBER
IN UNION
SELF-DIRECTION
COMPLIANCE
COLLEGE PREP
FUTURE ACTIVITY
IN POLITICS
ONE JOB SINCE
1966
OCCUPATION
CLUB
SERVICE
CLUB
I OF CLUBS
CLASS
(contradictory)
(working)

-.226
(.2111
1.109 *
(.333 )
1. 607 *
( .391)
-.212
( .231)
.790 *
( .2121
.116
(.130 )
.220 +
( .115)
-.076
( .103)
.540 *
(.228)
.172
( .201)
-.149
( .113 )
.792 *
( .2321
.298 +
(.178)
-.623 *
(.3041
-.625 *
(.276 )
.383 +
(.231)
.084
(.0751
-.028
(.138 )
-.216
(.166 )

SES
CONSTANT
LOG-LIKELIHOOD

-4.111 *
(.715 )
-321.3

a

-.198
( .2121
1. 285 *
( .342)
1. 664 *
( .3871
-.229
( .232)
.754 *
(.212 )
.117
( .130)
.194 +
(.115)
-.066
( .1041
.617 *
( .229)
.149
( .202)
-.151
( .113)
.635 *
( .238)
.307 +
( .1791
-.610 *
( .303)
-.557 *
( .277)
.348
(.232 )
.085
(.0751

COHHUNITY
PROBLBH SOLVING
~!!d~l

1

.126
( .2021
.860 *
(.314 )
.176
(.458 )
.413 *
(.236)
.294
(.200 I
.210 +
(.126)
.067
(.106)
.197 *
(.099 )
.142
( .217)
-.247
( .190 I
-.104
( .107)
.259
( .215)
.208
( .173)
-.348
( .282)
-.276
( .248)
.336
( .224)
.081
( .072)

~!!dd

a

.141
( .202)
.897 *
( .320)
.199
1.452)
.419 *
(.236)
.292
(.200 )
.219 +
L 126)
.057
( .106)
.197 *
(.0981
.140
( .217 )
-.247
( .190)
-.107
1.106 )
.232
(.220 )
.212
(,1721
-.345
(.2811
-.259
1.2491
.321
( .224 )
.081
(.0721

.072
( .133)
- .166
( .156)

.014 *
(.005)
-4, 626 * -3.101 *
(.748)
( .663)
-318.2 -350.0

.004
I. 004 )
-3.262 *
( .6821
-350.2

----------------------------------------------------------

* pi. 05

+ pi.l0
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many other class related measures in the equation. Still,
class acts as a control in the model. SES is significant in
the prediction of protest participation, but not community
problem solving (see model 2 equations). The difference in
the class variables will be examined after the following
discussion on the difference in the prediction of the two
collective action measures. Whether one uses class or SES
has little effect on the significance of the other
independent variables.
Patterns emerge in the statistical significance of the
variables that distinguish the differences in predicting
participation in protest from community problem solving.
Discussing public affairs with friends encourages protest
participation and political discussion with family and other
adults appears to stimulate participation in community
problem solving. Being Jewish, having a family member who is
in a union, taking college prep courses in high school,
anticipating future activity in public affairs and politics,
and being a member in a service club increase the
likelihood of participation in protest.

Havin~

a single

employer since high school graduation and being a member of
an occupation club decrease the likelihood of protest
participation. These factors do not have a statistically
significant effect on community problem solving
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participation. The one factor that both measures of
collective action participation have in common is the
positive impact of being a racial minority. Minority group
members, in this sample, have a greater propensity for
participation in collective action.
The divergence in the predictions of the two measures
of collective action is certainly more extreme than was
expected. How can two measures of the same theoretical
concept appear to be so different? The definition of
collective action presented in this research is very broad.
This has allowed for the inclusion of activities that are
based in a wide variety of contexts. The fundamental
difference in the contexts associated with protest and
problem solving involve an emphasis on worldly or
overarching concerns that affect a large number of people
(i.e., war, race, women) versus an emphasis on localism and
a narrow sense of community (i.e., land use or school
problems). Participation in community problem solving is
related to personal efficacy because local issuess elicit
activities that generally have a direct impact on the
participant. Activity goals in community problem solving are
more like personal goals. On the other hand, protest
participation calls for political efficacy because it
generally involves activity aimed at wide spread social
change. People need to feel they understand government and
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politics before they can feel efficacious about

chan~ing

social structure or, as a smaller scale example, the
administrative forces of an educational facility.
The other finding that stands out at this point
involves with whom the participant is discussing politics.
Since people learn about participation from others
(socialization) and are encouraged by them to be active
(networks), patterns in interaction should be very telling
in the prediction of collective action participation. In
this case, protestors are motivated by their friends. and
individuals involved in the community are motivated by
family members and other

adults. This makes sense for the

following reason. Keeping in mind the risk of
overgeneralizing, consider how the stereotypical

ima~e

of a

protest demonstration in the late sixties involves a massive
crowd of young adults. On the contrary, the stereotypical
image of local problem solving would be a small

~roup

of

middle aged and older adults who have strong ties to the
community. Because the individuals in this research were
surveyed early in their adult life, their involvement in
community problem solving is facilitated by family and other
adults rather than by peers. They are pulled into community
activity by older, experienced community leaders. Protest,
on the other hand, was more spontaneous. Networks of peers
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pulled young adults into protest activities. These findings,
and the information on efficacy, are encouraging because
they lend support to the applicability of the theoretical
argument to collective action in different contexts.
The contribution of class can also be accounted for in
the

Tab~e

7.2 findings. Again, the model 1 equations

~mploy

the neo-Marxist definition of class and they can be compared
to the model 2 equations which utilize SES. The only
significant effect of class in the full model involves the
positive effect of SES in the prediction of protest
participation. This means that when controlling for
socialization factors, membership in organizations, and
structural availability, the jmpact of SES remains. In fact,
the effect of SES on protest participation is relatively
unchanged by the inclusion of the other variables. The
direct effect of SES on protest participation (found in
chapter four, Table 4.4) is .015 and is statistically
significant at the same level. SES seems to be

measurin~

something that is independent of the other factors used to
predict participation. Even though the coefficient is not
significant, it is worth noting that when

predictin~

participation in community problem solving, SES is, again,
unaffected by the inclusion of other variables in the model.
The neo-Marxist class variable does not follow the
same pattern. The coefficients representing the variable
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show signs of a relationship between class and
socialization, networks and availability. The model 1 class
coefficients in Table 4.4 (direct effects) are

~reater

than

the model 1 class coefficients in Table 7.2 (controlled
effects). This comparison indicates that some of the effect
of class exists in the indirect relationship through the
other variables.
The following is offered as an explanation of the
significant relationship between SES and protest
participation. Protests occured, for the most part, on
college campuses and college attendance is more strongly
related with SES than it is with the neo-Marxist class
categories. Evidence of this exists in the correlations
between the college prep and college attendance measures and
the alternative class coding schemes (originally presented
in Table 5.2 and Table 6.1). The B class coding
(working=1;owning=2;contradictory=3) is associated with
increasing levels of SES. The correlation between the
college variables and the B class coding is stronger than
the A coding scheme for both college prep (.205 compared to
.123) and for college attendance (.170 compared to .164).
This shows that it is not simply a matter of the owning and
contradictory class youth attending college at higher rates
than the working class youth. Increased family SES

229
determines college attendance within and across class
categories.
If the sole focus of this research was the study of
protest during the sixties, SES would obviously be the
appropriate measure of class to use. The inclusion of a
second measure of collective action participation made the
choice regarding the definition of class negotiable at the
outset of this project (see chapter 4). Evidence from the
full model predicting participation in community problem
solving continues to soften the role of SES. It appears that
if collective action takes place on neutral ground, i.e.,
locations that do not systematically exclude certain types
of potential participants, then the effects of class are
more diffuse.
Using the neo-Marxist definition of class has allowed
for a clearer explanation of the subtleties of the indirect
effects of class. 'rhat explanation is supported by the
findings in Table 4.4 and 7.2. The coefficient representing
the effect of class was predicted to get smaller with the
addition of class-related concepts to the model predicting
participation. The neo-Marxist class variable exhibited this
reduction in magnitude in the full model and in the analyses
predicting participation found in chapters 5 and 6. While
the indirect effects of SES were not tested, the comparison
of the direct and controlled effects suggest that the
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indirect effects of SES are minimal.
Using the SES measure of class throughout this
research probably would have produced similar findings.
Overall, stratification and unequal access to resources is
what motivates class effects in collective action
participation and both measures of class tap into that
concept. However, the final additional benefit of using the
neo-Marxist definition is the ability to compare
participation processes across class groups. It is possible
to compare SES groups, however, drawing lines between high,
middle, and low SES is very arbitrary. Looking for
differences in the participation of the owning,
contradictory, and working classes is, at least
tangentially, related to what Marx had in mind when he
created these class distinctions.
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TABLE 7.3. Logistic Regression Analyses Predicting Protest
Participation by Class Subgroups.
ALL
OWNING CONTRADICTORY WORKING SUBGROUPS
-.309
( .435 )
1. 075
RACE
( 1. 295 )
JEWISH
2.565
( .626 )
FINISH ORIGINAL -.402
( .504 )
PLANS
.339
UNDERSTAND
( .446 )
GOVERNMENT
DISCUSSION
.478
( .303 )
WITH FAMILY
.091
DISCUSSION
( .246 )
WITH FRIENDS
-.117
DISCUSSION
( .214 )
WITH ADULTS
.549
FAMILY MEMBER
( .591 )
IN UNION
SELF-DIRECTION
.039
( .422 )
-.026
COMPLIANCE
( .230 )
COLLEGE PREP
.468
( .446 )
.307
FUTURE ACTIVITY
( .348 )
IN POLITICS
-.598
ONE JOB SINCE
( .609 )
1966
-.186
OCCUPATION
(,515)
CLUB
SERVICE
.431
( .494 )
CLUB
.074
# OF CLUBS
( .166 )
CONSTANT
-3.939
(1.429)
-79.9
LOG-LIKELIHOOD
SAMPLE SIZE
210

*

+

p~.05
p~.10

.188
(.321)
1.371
( .489 )
1.144 +
( .688 )
-.321
(.339)
.926
(.320)
.106
( .203 )
.189
( .170 )
-.134
(,168 )
.985
(.333)
.220
( .303 )
-.331 +
( .175)
1.187 *
( .384 )
.375
(.273)
-1.113 *
(,513)
-1.155 *
( .484 )
.414
( .344 )
.053
(.111)
-4.405
(1.148)
-145.5
391

*

*

b

(s.e. t

(s.e. )

GENDER

*

b

b

b

(s.e. t

*

*

*

(s.e. )

-.946 *
( .447 )
1.068 +
( .600 )
-.018
(1.248)
-.222
( .468 )
.965
(.438)
-.123
( .214 )
.704 *
(.278)
-.096
(,191)
-.239
(.421)
.357
(.419)
.158
( .233 )
.863 +
( .444 )
.491
( .387)
.154
( .589 )
-.459
( .534)
.340
( .482 )
.038
( .158 )
-5.705
( 1. 584 )
-81.3
264

*

-.209
(.211)
1. 040 *
( .329 )
1.682 *
( .387 )
-.203
( .230)
.793
(,211)
.139
( .128 )
.214 +
( .114)
-.082
( .103)
.452
( .219)
.164
(.201)
-.154
( .112 )
.794
( .230)
.284
( .177 )
-.616 *
( .303 )
-.615 *
( .275)
.377
( .230)
.083
(.074)
-4.085 *
( .714)
-322.5
865

*

*

*
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Class Effects in Protest Participation.
Table 7.3 examines the prediction of protest
participation by class position. The rate of participation
in protest demonstrations, marches, and sit-ins is the same
for the owning and contradictory class subgroups (17.1%
participate.) The rate of working class participation in
protest is much lower (12.5%.) Certain factors encourage
working class participation, namely: being a racial
minority, feeling a strong sense of political efficacy,
discussing politics with friends, and taking college prep
courses in high school. Working class females are
significantly less likely to participate than their male
counterparts. This profile of the typical working class
protest participant is somewhat different from the typical
owning class participant. The one factor that is
statistically significant in distinguishing owning class
participants from nonparticipants is the increased tendency
of participants to be from a Jewish background.
Protest participants from the contradictory class
appear to be more of a mixed lot. Being a racial minority,
being Jewish, feeling politically efficacious, having a
family member in a union, and taking college prep courses in
high school increase the likelihood of participation in
protests for this subgroup. Having one employer since 1966,
being a member of an occupation club in high school, and
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strong family expectations about compliance with parental
authority decrease the tendency for participation in
protests.
Looking at patterns across class groups, we may begin
to explain class effects on participation. First, we can
eliminate certain patterns that appear to be possible class
effects. Being Jewish is statistically significant for the
owning and contradictory class subgroups. Working class Jews
may also participate at higher rates than individuals with
other religious affiliations, but there are not enough
working class Jews in this sample for it to be statistically
significant. While 8.6% of the owning class and 3.1% of the
contradictory class is Jewish, only 1.9% of the working
class is Jewish. A similar problem exists in the
significance of race in the contradictory and working class
subgroups. In the working class, 11.4% are from a racial
minority group and 9.0% of the contradictory class are from
a minority group, but only 1.9% of the owning class are from
a racial minority background. Since the proportions vary so
much across the class subgroups, and they vary in the
direction of the weakening statistical significance, race
and being Jewish probably have effects that cut across class
lines.
Political efficacy and college prep enrollment are also
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statistically significant in two class subgroups
(contradictory and working), but these variables do not
suffer from the same problem. On both variables, the
contradictory class has the highest rate (47.6% strong on
political efficacy and 60.9% in college prep), followed by
the owning class (42.4% and 50.0%), and the working class
has the lowest rate f positive response (38.6% and 38.3%).
Political efficacy and college preparation are simply more
important in the promotion of protest participation among
the lower two classes. Since the statistical significance
can not be explained by the variation in the means, the
class effect becomes more reliable.
In the working class subgroup, the significance of
gender and discussion with friends are also reliable because
the means across the subgroups are virtually the same on
these variables. More likely than not, gender is an issue in
working class protest participation due to the strength of
traditional gender roles. Protests have the potential of
getting "out of hand" in which case the safety of females
would come into question. The imposition of traditional
gender roles mandates that females avoid dangerous
situations (see McAdam 1989). Consequently, working class
females were less likely to participate in protests.
Not only is the discussion of politics with friends
statistically significant for the working class, the
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magnitude of the coefficient is also relatively large.
Explaining the importance of this variables is not simple.
The owning and contradictory class youth discuss politics
with their peers at the same rate, but it is not as
important in determining their tendency to get involved.
Combining the significance of political discussion with
peers, college prep enrollment, political efficacy, and
being male suggests that networks of working class male
college students were pulled into participation. These
students must have been more sensitive to the block
recruitment of peer groups in mobilization efforts on
college campuses.
What is left to explain are several statistically
significant variables specific to the contradictory class.
Compliance with parental authority,

holdin~

one .lob since

1966, and belonging to an occupation club in

hi~h

school,

have a negative impact on participation, and

havin~

a family

member in a union encourages participation. 'ro explain these
findings, one must reconsider the breadth of the
contradictory class position. In these families, the head of
household is a manager, supervisor or foreman. Some families
are structurally closer to the owning class in terms of
resources and others are structurally closer to the working
class. Holding one job since high school graduation tends to
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be associated with the owning class (see Appendix C for
means). This is most likely due to having a very stable job
situation such as working in a family business. Many of the
young adults who have had only one employer may be

colle~e

students. The possibility of being on a college campus and
not having to work would seem to reduce the constraints on
the individual to participate in protest. However
unconstrained these individuals are, they are still less
likely to participate in protests. This

sug~ests

that these

young adults are tied so closely either to parents or to a
stable work environment that they hesitate to question
authority. They are seriously constrained by family and/or
employment commitments so that they do not entertain the
recruitment invitations they may receive.

Takin~

this one

step further, they may not be involved in networks that are
linked to those that solicit protest participation (i.e .•
they are never even invited to participate. )
As for those in the contradictory class position,
having a family member in a union tends to be associated
with the working class (also see Appendix C for means). Many
of the individuals in the contradictory position have
parents who experienced upward mobility. This is derived
from the fact that the number of families in the middle
class increased dramatically in the

u.s.

during the 1950s

and 1960s. Young adults with family members holding
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membership in a union will have fairly strong ties to the
working class. Having ties to the

workin~

class and the

resources of the middle class gives these youth a unique
perspective on participation in collective action. The
increased efficacy of the contradictory class and their
proximity to the problems of the working class makes
contradictory class youth prime candidates for protest
participation.
The contradictory class participants in this sample
also tend to avoid compliance with parental authority. If
the parents of these youth have recently moved into the
contradictory position, they probably still encourage
certain working class values. Conformity to parental
authority is likely to be one of those values. The
contradictory class youth who reject parental authority,
and/or the youth from households that do not require
compliance, are the individuals who aim to be more selfdirecting. While the reported rates of compliance are
similar for all class positions, it seems to be more of an
issue for contradictory class protest participants.
Like compliance to parental authority, membership in an
occupation club in high school appears to be related to a
rather conservative family orientation. Membership in this
type of club is generally seen as a very pragmatic means to
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an end. The individual wants to learn about a particular job
field in order to be better placed in that field later on.
Protest participation is usually not perceived as being
particularly pragmatic. Also, certain kinds of protest may
be viewed as detrimental to a career, especially if the
individual is at risk of being arrested.
In summary, the characteristics of protest participants
vary by class position when race and being Jewish are
controlled. The working class participant is probably a
politically efficacious male who is going to

colle~e

and

generally needs the encouragement of peers to become active.
Owning class participants are disproportionately Jewish.
They are also probably politically efficacious college
students, but they receive more encouragement from family
socialization to be active. Intergenerational mobility seems
play a role in the determination of contradictory class
participation. Political efficacy and union roots in a
college student seem to encourage participation. Compliance
with parental authority, having a single employer since high
school, and an early focus on a career in an occupation club
discourages participation.
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TABLE 7.4. Logistic Regression Analyses Predicting
Participation in Community Problem Solving by
Class Subgroups.
ALL
OWNING CONTRADICTORY WORKING
SUBGROUPS
b

b

(s.e. )
-.622
GENDER
( .441 )
1.120
RACE
(1.274)
-.061
JEWISH
( .693 )
FINISH ORIGINAL 1. 020 +
(.597 )
PLANS
UNDERSTAND
1. 048
( .458 )
GOVERNMENT
DISCUSSION
.652 +
( .334 )
WITH FAMILY
DISCUSSION
-.079
(.227)
WITH FRIENDS
DISCUSSION
.476
WITH ADULTS
(.214)
.138
FAMILY MEMBER
(.633)
IN UNION
SELF-DIRECTION
-.728 +
(.423 )
COMPLIANCE
-.047
( .239 )
COLLEGE PREP
-.381
(.461 )
FUTURE ACTIVITY -.860
(,393)
IN POLITICS
ONE JOB SINCE
-.404
( .581)
1966
OCCUPATION
-.273
( .505 )
CLUB
SERVICE
-.322
(.526)
CLUB
# OF CLUBS
.191
(.174)
CONSTANT
-1.292
(1.373)
LOG-LIKELIHOOD
-76.2
SAMPLE SIZE
210

*

*

*

*

+

p~.

05

p~.10

.Uh..e-Ll

.367
( .303 )
.896 *
( .444 )
-.090
( .844 )
.957 *
( .386 )
-.059
(.297)
.178
( .194 )
.261
( .165 )
.162
( .154)
-.042
( .317)
-.239
(.287)
- .129
(.160 )
.232
( .330)
.614 *
( .265 )
-.883 +
(.481 )
.023
(.374)
.630 +
(.331)
.013
( .104 )
-4.303 *
( 1 .088 )
-160.3
391

b

b

-Lfu~

.352
( .409)
.819
(.532)
.789
(1.217)
-.365
(.438)
.505
(.413)
.104
(.223 )
-.234
(.210)
.041
( .185)
.475
( .397)
.134
( .389)
-.099
( .219)
.722 +
( .429)
.375
( . 368 )
-.052
( .544)
-1.241
( .558)
.604
( .445)
.203
( • 154 )
-3.863
(1.288)
-90.1
264

*

*

(s.e. )
.137
( .202 )
.835
(.311)
.211
( .452 )
.484
( .236)
.307
( .200 )
.222 +
(.125)
.063
( .106)
.191 +
( .098 )
.102
(.212)
-.247
( .190)
-.106
( .106)
.283
( .212)
.211
(.172 )
-.348
( .281 )
-.275
( .248 )
.330
( .224)
.080
( .071 )
-3.121 *
(.661 )
-350.6
865

*

*
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Class Effects in Community Problem Solving.
Table 7.4 examines the prediction of community problem
solving by class position. The rate of participation in
community problem solving is different for the owning
(15.7%), the contradictory (17.6%), and the

workin~

classes

(13.3%). The factors predicting participation varies a great
deal from one class position to the next. For the working
class, taking college prep courses in high school (which,
for most, means attending college) greatly increases the
likelihood of paticipation. Membership in an occupation
club in high school reduces the likelihood of participation.
Among contradictory class youth, personal efficacy, being a
racial minority, being a member of a service club, and
anticipating future activity in public affairs encourages
the tendency to participate, while holding a single job
since graduation discourages it. Finally, personal and
political efficacy, and discussion of politics with family
and other adults, increase the propensity for participation
in the owning class. Unexpectantly, being self-directing and
anticipation of future activity in public affairs is
negatively related with the likelihood of owning class
participation.
There is only one similarity in the patterns across
class subgroups. Personal efficacy is statistically
significant for the owning and the contradictory class. The
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working class has a lower rate of feeling personally
efficacious (62.5% were efficacious versus 71.4% of the
owning class and 70.6% of the contradictory class), but the
negative sign on the personal efficacy coefficient in the
working class equation suggests that personal efficacy
operates differently for this subgroup. Hence, personal
efficacy seems to differentially effect the tendency to
participate by class position.
Anticipating future activity is also statistically
significant for the owning and the contradictory class,
however, the signs are the opposite. This is interesting
because it indicates that the perceived role as a future
participant is important to the overall prediction of
participation, yet it works differently by class position.
The contradictory class youth who think they will be active
in the future are active, and the owning class youth who
think they will be active, are not. The level of anticipated
activity is higher for the contradictory class (1.977)
compared to the others (1.862 for owning; 1.882 for working)
but this does not explain the sign reversal. Bringing in the
statistical significance of political efficacy and
discussing politics with family and other adults in the
owning class may help to explain the negative effect of
anticipating future activity. The political socialization in
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owning class families is strong. Hence, the young adult's
expectation of future participation in public affairs is
equally strong. The majority of the owning class youth went
to college and many went on to do graduate work. especially
the individuals who wanted to serve the public (eg.,
doctors, lawyers, politicians, academicians). The youth who
felt strongest about being active in public affairs were the
most likely to be hindered from participation at the
community level

d~ring

the eight years following high

school. Many of them were able to remain in

colle~e

for an

extended period of time, which was preferable, for males at
least, given the draft. They were hindered by opportunity
and information constraints when they went to college in a
community different from where they grew up and different
from where they would settle down.
Further, self-direction is negative in the prediction
of owning class participation in community problem solving
because of the understanding of government these individuals
have (political efficacy). During this period, a person who
strongly valued self-direction would probably want to
disassociate themselves from community politics in order to
focus on the bigger problems of social structure. There was
extensive interest in nation-wide or world-wide issues at
this time.
Going back to the role of perceived future activity.
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the positive relationship between anticipated activity and
actual participation among the contradictory class youth is
reinforced by the significance of membership in service
groups. The contradictory class youth who were active in
service groups in high school were using accurate
information in which to base their perceptions of future
activity because they were tied into service networks. They
did not need the have strong family expectations about
future community service possessed by the owning class
youth. For many, the experience that they gained in these
service activities was not something that they shared with
their parents. The owning and working class participated in
service groups at rates similar to the contradictory class,
but there was something about the quality of contradictory
class involvement that facilitated their continuation of
community-related activities.
The statistical significance of holding one job instead
of several since high school indicates that some of the
contradictory class youth are limited in terms of the
employment networks to which they have access. Maybe they
could not find other work or they did not want to work
anywhere else. In either case, it hindered access to
participation. Exposure to alternative work places creates
many sorts of opportunities, some of which probably
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encourage collective action participation.
Race is the final factor in the relationship between
class and participation in community problem solving
requiring explanation. Racial disadvantage in community
politics was an explosive issue during this time. Decisions
about inequality in education, school busing, and fair
housing were being challenged across the nation. Racial
minority members were very active in these debates. The
overwhelming importance of race in protest participation has
already been shown with this data. Yet, the findings suggest
something is different about minority participation in
collective action associated with the community. Why is it
that only the contradictory class racial minority members
are active in community problem solving when all three
classes has so much to gain by participating? The answer
lies in the fact that community problem solving is more
dependent on the workings of institutionalized politics than
is protest. Community problem solving requires interaction
with local authorities at some point in the process. This
sort of interaction calls for a strong sense of efficacy.
These findings suggest the importance of personal efficacy
at the community level. The working class, in general, has a
weaker sense of efficacy than the other class positions and
there is no reason to believe working class minority members
diverge from this pattern. Hence, the working class minority
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members were not as involved in community problem solving as
the contradictory class minorities due to this weaker sense
of efficacy. The logic of this argument does not, however,
explain the lack of significance of race in the owning
class. Owning class minorities should have as much, if not
more efficacy compared to the contradictory class minority
members. Owning class minorities also have a great deal to
lose from questioning the institutionalized system of which
they are a part. Some of the community problem solving
events associated with the dependent variable are not
problematic in this way-- there seems to have been a
positive air of cooperation with local authorities in these
cases. Owning class minority restraint from participation
would only occur if it required confrontation with community
officials.
I wish there was more statistical evidence to support
this chain of explanation, but there is not. The lack of
statistical significance of race in the owning class may be
a problem of small numbers. Since only 1.9% of the owning
class are racial minority members, it is probable that there
were not enough minority respondents to establish a
significant pattern.
In summary, the characteristics of participants in
community problem solving also vary by class position. The
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working class participants are college oriented as

hi~h

school students and did not invest in a particular
occupation. The contradictory class participants have a
strong sense of personal efficacy and they seem to have
known that they would be active in the community early on.
These young adults were active in high school service
groups, they anticipated their continuing activity, they
tended to have more than one job in the eight years
following high school, and they were often from racial
minority groups. Activity in employment and service networks
seem to have facilitated participation for this subgroup.
Owning class participation follows a somewhat different
pattern. In this subgroup, self-directing youth who
anticipated being active in public affairs did not
participate in community problem

solvin~.

The individuals

who did participate had a strong sense of personal and
political efficacy and they frequently discussed politics
with family and other adults. However, this is not to say
that the self-directing youth who anticipated future
activity were not efficacious and did not discuss politics.
Controlling for discussion and efficacy, the negative effects
of self-direction and anticipated activity might be the
result of deferred activity at the community level due to
prolonged college attendance.
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Discussion.
Formulating a conclusion on class effects, given the
findings in this chapter, is not an easy task. I will begin
by stating the central difference between participation in
protest and community problem solving. In protest
participation, college preparation and, for many, college
attendance is most important. This would seem to owe to the
context on college campuses in which most protest took place
during this time period. A strong sense of political
efficacy is also central to the propensity for protest
participation. However, political efficacy tends to be
fostered by college preparation and the school tracking
system. While young adults can experience a strong sense of
political efficacy without going into higher education. and
the felt efficacy would increase the likelihood of
participation, in most cases political efficacy and an
orientation toward higher education

~o

Participation in community problem

hand-in-hand.
solvin~

relies

heavily on personal efficacy and the importance of role
models. It appears that community problem

solvin~

is related

to grievances that directly affect the participant. The
aggrieved individual is used to being able to complete what
he or she sets out to do, hence the

stron~

sense of personal

efficacy. When something deters the individual's

pro~ress

toward his or her goals, he or she seeks guidance from
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others on how to remedy the situation. Or, in a similar
explanation, if the individual regularly seeks guidance from
others, he or she may, in some cases, be directed by those
role models to participate in community affairs.
Class effects are inherent in the participation
processes associated with protest and community problem
solving. Class is obviously related to

trackin~

in education

and college attendance. The working class individuals in
this ample who do not experience college preparation are
severely handicapped in the likelihood of their
participating in a protest. This effects the majority of the
working class youth. Since working class adults generally
did not participate in the politics associated with
protests, interested offspring tended to discuss politics
with their peers. A strong sense of political efficacy was
probably generated out of political discussion with friends
and college prep education rather than family socialization
for this group of working class youth.
Owning class participation in protest is explained in a
very different way. The socialization found in Jewish
families tends to encourage political activity and the
pursuit of higher education. Family norms of social
responsibility differentiate these owning class youth from
the others. It is difficult to say what the characteristics
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of non-Jewish owning class participants would be, given the
findings.
Education and political efficacy are also very
important for the contradictory class protest participant.
The structural location of this class, and the likelihood
that many contradictory class families are recent entrants
into the position, makes for an interesting explanation of
participation. In some ways these youth are positively
influenced by family socialization and in other ways they
rebel against it. Contradictory class protest participants
have learned from the members of their family who are in
unions. This suggests certain working class values are still
important. Yet, contradictory class protest participants are
not compliant with parental authority which is valued by the
working class. They prepare for college, yet they avoid the
constraints of expressing early aspirations in a career or
occupation. This indicates that education is not seen simply
as a means to an end. The contradictory class youth are
relatively secure in their social position, but they
maintain an awareness of what it is like to be in the
working class.
Class is also related to personal efficacy and
individual choice in role models. Personal efficacy is weak
in the working class. Hinderances in being able to complete
one's original plans are more common in the working class
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due to the structural location of these individuals.
Education has long been seen as the answer to these
hinderances. An orientation towards higher education without
ties to a particular occupation or field provides the
working class youth with certain opportunities and
resources. These resources are then put to use when the
individual gives back to the community from which they came.
Community leaders become role models for these youth because
they generally have in common a higher education.
The owning class has the early advantage of personal
efficacy that is socialized at home. Again, structural
location plays a part in encouraging personal efficacy in
the owning class. Participants in community problem solving
are probably raised in families that see this activity as a
social responsibility. Politics is discussed at home. Family
members and other adults are seen as role models whose
activity in the community is emulated.
Contradictory class youth who participate in community
problem solving also choose their role models early.
Activity in service groups in high school made a strong
impression on these youth relative to those in the working
and owning classes. Service networks and the employment
networks they participated in after high school must have
maintained political interest at the community level for

251

these young adults. In the contradictory class, most role
models would be community leaders, especially the high
school teachers sponsoring service clubs. However, since
participation in service related activities was important
for these individuals at an earlier age than the others, it
is likely that family members are also role models.
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CHAPTER EIGHT
CONCLUSION

******************************
In this research, I have attempted to explain
individual participation in collective action. Two emphases
have been apparent in my approach to this topic: the first
is a comprehensive model of individual participation that
combines socialization, networks, and structural
availability; the second examines the

inte~ration

of class

effects within this model. The findings support the former,
but they provide only weak evidence for the presence of the
latter. In these concluding remarks, I will address the
findings on class, and then I will turn to the contribution
of the general model and the implications it holds for
future research.
In my introduction to the research question, I
mentioned an interesting anomoly that stemmed from the
application of Marxist theory to current findings on
collective action participation. The traditional Marxist
model of partiipation posits that the working class should
be quite active in collective action. However, research on
social movement participation from the sixties and seventies
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suggests that the relationship does not exist. There are
methodological problems with the past research as evidence
of the relationship between class and collective action. In
addition to its casual consideration of the class
relationship, the aforementioned research was primarily
based on the study of college students. Studying college
students biased the possible class effects in many ways.
This research also studies young adults

durin~

the sixties

and seventies, but it reduces class bias by examining a
broader range of respondents, many of whom did not attend
college. Even though the respondents represent the general
population more closely, the findings are much the same.
Working class individuals participate in collective action
at a lower rate than young adults from the other class
positions.
While the lower rate of working class participation is
interesting because of its ties to the traditional Marxist
explanation, the implementation of neo-Marxist class theory
changes the interpretation of the finding somewhat. The
inclusion of the contradictory class position, and its
relationship to the owning and working classes, makes
individuals in the contradictory position more likely as
candidates for collective action participation. The
contradictory class is expected to demonstrate the highest
rate of participation when compared to the owning and
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working classes. Class effects of this nature were not
supported by the findings in this research. The findings
lead me to question the significance of the neo-Marxist
class variable in general. If variation in participation can
be explained, with some degree of success, by socialization,
networks, and structural availability, and class is known to
have an affect on these social phenomenon, why is the
overall effect of class relatively insignificant in this
research? Support for the null hypothesis that class is not
as important to the process as originally thought may be
explained, at least in part, by class consciousness.
To discuss the role played by class consciousness in
the prediction of participation, I must first reiterate the
various theoretical links that have been proposed for class
and collective action. In the Marxist explanation, class
position is related to exploitation. Over time, exploitation
is expected to lead to a consciousness of class position
that stimulates collective action participation. The
injustice of class-related exploitation encourages activity.
A Weberian or socioeconomic status explanation of the
process ties class to various resources such as money,
power, skills, etc •• Certain combinations of resources
facilitate the ability to participate in collective action.
Application of the neo-Marxist definition of class describes
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how exploitation coupled with resources provides the
contradictory class with a definite advantage in terms of
their propensity for collective action participation. The
in-between nature of the position-- namely the simultaneous
understanding of what it means to exploit others and to be
exploited, and the resources that the contradictory class
can access relative to the working class-- should
dramatically increase the likelihood of participation by
contradictory class individuals.
In general, Marxist arguments state that structural
position allows individuals to better understand the
exploitative nature of the capitalist system. Class
consciousness is an offshoot of the gained

understandin~.

When the structural relationships of class are well defined.
consciousness of class should be a natural outcome.
Therefore, class consciousness is oftentimes inferred from
the presence of structurally distinctive class positions.
This commonly practiced method of

usin~

structural location

as a proxie for class consciousness is problematic in this
research because consciousness may be the key to

explainin~

the insignificance of class effects.
Gauging the presence of consciousness is important
because of its relationship to the formation of grievances.
Exploitation, in and of itself, does not promote
participation. Consciousness of the injustice and a sense of
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solidarity with others in a similar position are the driving
forces behind participation. In a similar manner, resources
alone, without a sense of purpose or justification for
action, will not encourage participation. Resources
facilitate participation once a grievance is established,
but they are not the primary cause of the social behavior.
Hence, consciousness of the injustices of class, or some
other unifying grievance, is a necessary precondition
guiding the relationship between a neo-Marxist sense of
class, or· ES, and collective action participation.
There are three possible explanations for the lack of
significance in the neo-Marxist class variable: two
methodological and one empirical. Class consciousness is an
issue in the first and the last of the given explanations.
The first rests on the notion that the neo-Marxist class
variable, in particular the betweenness concept related to
the contradictory class, may not be accurately
operationalized. I have confidence in the way in which the
working class individuals are set apart from those in other
class groups. It is the ability to distinguish the owning
from the contradictory class individuals that appears
uncertain. The two class groups are so diverse that
similarity in the structural location of individuals within
a class position is about as likely as similarity across the
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two class positions. Evidence of the similarity can be found
in the insignificant difference in the mean SES of the
owning and contradictory class groups. Wright's (1985)
formulation for operationalizing the class variable was
followed as closely as possible, yet it seems that the true
"contradictory" nature of the contradictory class position
may not have been sufficiently measured.
The second methodological explanation shifts the focus
from the class variable to the dependent variables measuring
collective action. Perhaps class effects were doomed to
insignificance by the lack of specificity in the measurement
of collective action. The protest and community problem
solving measures may be too broad. This, in turn, could also
weaken the effects of class. If the research had narrowed
collective action and considered only collective action tied
to clearly articulated class interests, then class effects
may have prevailed. It was mentioned earlier that breadth in
the dependent variable would provide a better test of a
general model predicting participation. However, the
attention to class may have limited the model more than I
initially realized. In general, it appears that including
collective action that is not class-based makes a bigger
difference than originally expected.
The final possibility is fully commensurate with the
null hypothesis that a neo-Marxist definition of class is
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simply unimportant in the prediction of collective action
participation. Assuming the structural relationships in the
class variable are accurately measured, it is feasible that
a conscious sense of betweenness and/or a sense of
exploitation may be very weak or even nonexistant. Further,
the presence or absence of class consciousness may be a
product of the culture being examined. Wright (1985) found
evidence that class consciousness is not as strong in the
U.S. as it is in certain other countries (i.e., Sweden).
Class consciousness may be so weak in the U.S. that a test
of the predictive powers of the neo-Marxist class variable
can not hold up.
The

findin~s

suggest that class struggle may not be the

sole impetus for collective action. Consequently, social
science research needs to account for alternative sources of
the propensity to participate in collective action. The
general model used in this research is an important
contribution toward an understanding of collective action
participation. As a theoretical attempt to explain activism,
the proposed general model takes great strides by linking
micro- and macro-level concepts. Further, the general model
can serve as a methodological basis for other tests of the
relationship between inequality and collective action
participation. By no means does the insignificance of the
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neo-Marxist class variable diminish the importance of
stratification in the prediction of collective action
participation. After all, there is a significant class
effect distinguishing the rates of participation of the
owning/contradictory classes and the working class. In
addition, evidence for the importance of status groups is
apparent in the findings.
Using the general model proposed in this research,
status groups should be examined in future research. Besides
SES and its ties with class, the status

~roups

associated

with gender, race and religion are also strongly related to
participation. In many instances, the

findin~s

have

suggested the effects of being female, a racial minority,
and/or being Jewish are independent of class and add
substantively to the explanation of participation. Because
the effects of these status groups appear to be independent,
they may actually be substituted for class in the general
model predicting participation. Certainly the effects of
being from another status group, such as being a racial
minority, would permeate a general explanation of
participation in a manner similar to that of class. Race has
an impact on socialization, networks and structural
availability in much the same fashion as class. It is also
possible that interaction between status groups may exist.
For instane, looking at the participation of lower SES,
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minority females and upper SES, nonminority males could be
an interesting comparison. The interaction between status
groups in the explanation of participation has been
mentioned in other recent work on social movements (e.g.,
Bloom 1987). This research suggests that the line of
reasoning should be pursued further.
In conclusion, the strength of this research lies in
the general model explaining individual participation and
the ways in which the model can account for various sources
of inequality. The introduction to this work

be~an

with a

quote. It was from a working class youth in the early
seventies who was bothered by the fact that he did not do
anything about the social problems he saw around him. He did
not feel helpless, yet, as he stated, "I'm not

makin~

the

choices that I could make. I support the system I don't
believe in"

(Steinitz and Solomon 1986:103). This young man

obviously has some understanding of politics since he
realizes that choices exist, yet

somethin~

keeps him from

participating. This research suggests that the answer to
this dilemma lies in the individual's socialization,
networks, and structural availability. Further, there are
status group patterns in socialization, networks, and
structural availability that supplement the individual-level
explanation. Gender, race, religion, and class consistently
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aid in the explanation of collective action participation.
Hence, there is an undeniable link between the micro-level
explanation provided by the general model and the macrolevel structural patterns found in inequality. The patterns
may not be along the neo-Marxist class lines hypothesized at
the outset of this research, but the patterns

linkin~

macro-

level inequality and micro-level participation nonetheless
exist.
Finally, it is necessary to point out that the presence
of inequality in the explanation of individual participation
should not be taken to mean that some groups are unable to
participate. There are always individuals who break with
group patterns due to unusual personal characteristics.
Also, under certain conditions, the individuals within a
status group may become empowered or collectively disabled
because of their group affiliation. Together, members of the
status group may exibit unusual patterns in their
participation. For example, some groups may participate more
regularly in a particular form of collective action.
Evidence for this stems from the finding that youth from
Jewish families were more likely to participate in protest
demonstrations than in community problem solving. It was
also suggested earlier that working class youth may be more
apt to participate in community problem solving than in
protest demonstrations. When inequality is not confused with
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inability, the array of possibilities

matchin~

group

characteristics with collective action characteristics is
quite interesting. This sort of exploration linking
stratification with forms of collective action participation
has not been performed in past work on social movements.
This research and future studies of the relationship
between stratification and collective action are needed if
we are to understand the link between inequality and social
change. Collective action is dependent on the formation of
group interests and these interests direct social change. If
established affiliations such as status groups provide the
foundation of collective action organization, or if these
affiliations have some other impact on individual choices to
participate, the course of social change could be

~uided

along particular paths. Understanding the relationship
between stratification and collective action should help to
illuminate where the paths of social

chan~e

have corne from,

and possibly where they are going in the future.
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APPENDIX A. CIRCUMSTANCES OF COLLECTIVE ACTION PARTICIPATION.
Protest Demonstrations, Marches and Sit-ins.
Related to War in Southeast ~sia
Peace; Anti-War; Anti-Vietnam; 1969, 1970, 1973 marches on
Washington
Pro-Vietnam, counter demonstration
1968 Nominating convention
Student killings; Kent State
Race Issues
General race issues, not distinguishable pro- or antiPro-Civil rights; pro-integration
Anti-busing of school children
Student Related Issues
Protest, demonstration at school/college, no further
specification
Specifically student issue; course requirements; school
policies; student groups (excluding war-related)
Against military, ROTC on campus
Other Specific Issues
Labor issues; shop strikes
Ecology; Earthweek
Women's issues
Community Problem Solving.
Local Issues
General community problems
Roads and traffic; public transportation; airport
Land Use
Zoning
Drainage; sewerage; water
Civic improvement; beautification; historical sites
Conservation
Education
Schools; improvement of education
School bonding issues; funds; budgeting
Specific problems with students/teachers; discipline
problems; curriculum; prayer; sex education
Busing; school transportation
Racial matters in school
Counselin~

Rehabilitation; prison; drug
Legal; tenant's rights; ACLU
Helping the Disadvantaged
General, not specified
Organizations; NAACP
Food, clothing distribution
Worked with minority groups
Other Specific Referenc~§
Peace movement; ecology; pollution
Housing
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APPENDIX B. MEANS AND STANDARD DEVIATIONS OF ALL VARIABLES
(n=865).
standard
SOCIALIZATION
DISCUSS W/FAMILY
DISCUSS W/FRIENDS
DISCUSS W/ADULTS
PARENTS ACTIVE IN SCHOOL.
PARENTS ACTIVE IN COMMUNITY
FAMILY MEMBER IN UNION
SELF-DIRECTION
COMPLIANCE
COLLEGE PREP
COURSE INCR. POLITICAL INTEREST
POLITICAL INTEREST
FUTURE ACTIVISM
EFFICACY
ALTERNATIVES TO VOTING
UNDERSTAND GOVERNMENT
LIFE AS WISHED
FINISH ORIGINAL PLANS
STRUCTURAL AVAILABILITY
WORKING (0-40)
STUDYING (0-40)
LENGTH OF RESIDENCE (0-20)
DATING (0-15)
COLLEGE ATTENDANCE
MILITARY
MARRIED
SINGLE JOB SINCE 1966
MEMBERSHIP IN ORGANIZATIONS
NUMBER OF CLUBS (0-8)
RELIGIOUS
OCCUPATION
SERVICE
NEIGHBORHOOD
ATHLETICS
CLASS
(ownin~)

(contradictory)
(working)
GENDER (l=female)
RACE (l=minority)
RELIGION
(Protestant)
(Catholic)
(Jewish)
(other)

2.057
1.832
1.010
.334
.328
.310
2.475
1.902
.513
.531
3.245
1.920

.959
1.052
1.051
.472
.470
.463
.538
.941
.500
.499
.728
.602

.702
.436
.407
.683

.458
.496
.492
.466

7.264
9.837
14.223
6.600
.518
.127
.073
.167

10.051
6.529
6.880
4.055
.500
.333
.260
.373

2.617
.549
.305
.220
.261
.348

1. 594

.243
.452
.305
.511
.080
.716
.238
.040
.006

.498
.461
.414
.440
.477

.500
.271
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APPENDIX C. MEANS AND STANDARD DEVIATIONS OF VARIABLES BY
CLASS SUBGROUP.
OWNING CONTRADICTORY WORKING ALL
GENDER (l=female)
RACE (l=minority)
JEWISH (0,1)
EFFICACY MEASURES
FINISH ORIGINAL
PLANS (O,l=able)
UNDERSTAND
GOVERNMENT (Ol=able)
FAMILY SOCIALIZATION
FAMILY MEMBER
IN UNION (0,1)
SELF-DIRECTION
(1-3=much)
COMPLIANCE (1-3=much)
SOCIALIZATION IN EDUCATION
COLLEGE PREP (0,1)

.538
( .500 )
.019
( .137)
.086
(.281)

.512
( .501)
.090
(,286)
.031
( .173)

.714
( .453 )
.424
(.495)

.706
(.456)
.476
( .500 )

.133
( .341 )
2.471
( .546 )
1.905
(.939)

.322
( .468 )
2.504
( .531 )
1.908
( .948)

.432
(.496)
2.436
( .541 )
1.890
(,935)

.310
( .463)
2.475
( .538 )
1.902
( . 941 )

.500
( .501 )

.609
(.489)

.383
(.487)

.513
( .500 )

INTEREST IN PUBLIC AFFAIRS
2.110
DISCUSS POLITICS W/FAMILY 2.133
(.91.5)
(0-3=often)
(.934)
DISCUSS POLITICS W/FRIENDSl.829
1.854
(1.061 )
(0-3=often)
(1.030)
DISCUSS POLITICS W/ADULTS .952
.995
(1.013)
(0-3=often)
(1.043)
FUTURE ACTIVITY IN
1.862
1. 977
( .597)
POLITICS (1-3=anticipate (.630)
being very active)
POST HIGH SCHOOL CONSTRAINTS
ONE JOB SINCE 1966 (0,1)
.200
.161
(.401)
(.368)
INVOLVEMENT IN HIGH SCHOOL ORGANIZATIONS
MEMBER OF OCCUPATION
.348
.274
CLUB (0,1)
(.477)
(.446)
MEMBER OF SERVICE
.214
.225
CLUB (0,1)
(.411)
(.418)
# OF CLUBS
2.757
2.599
(1.560)
(1.593)
(0-6 org listed)
SAMPLE SIZE

210

391

.489
( .501)
.114
( .318)
.019
( .137)

.511
( .500 )
.080
(.271)
.041
( .197)

.625
.683
( .485 ) ( .466)
.386
.436
( .489 ) (.496)

1. 917
2.057
( .959)
(1.028)
1. 832
1.803
(1.060) (1.052)
1.080
1.010
(1.112) (1.051)
1.883
1.920
( .583)
(.602 )
.148
( .356)

.167
( .373 )

.318
.305
(.467)
(.461 )
.220
.216
( .412) (,414)
2.534
2.617
(1.622) (1.594)
264
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