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eyi7~~“"' ThlS survey research pro;ect is funded by the‘Law Enforcement

‘ A551stance Adm1n1stration (LEAA) through the Western P1edmont CounC1l-

£y

‘ dof Governments.YZOur task is to ‘present a proflle on publlc school
“student knowledge~and att;tudes towerd the criminal Just1ce system.'
To this end we have adninistered a qnestionnaire.ta over 3,000 stu-
dents7in grades l; 3,5, 7, 8, 9, and 11 in Alexander, Burke; Cald-
well and Catawba Counties in North Carolina. .The following report
“includes_ourrsummary of the survey. el

Thehenergy of‘many individuals has gone intovthe completion of
this project; yEd‘Griffin, the Criminal Justice Planning Director of
‘the Western Piedmont Council of Governments assisted us throughout

| the'project in gaining the cooperation of everyone involved. The
Watauga County‘schoolrsystem permitted a‘pre;testing of?the_survey'
instruments. Particular individuals inweaeh sehool system made it
possible}to cerry out this study and our gfatitude is expressed to

. the following administratorsofor-cooperating fully with this~ptoject:

B
fi

Mr. Dwight lsenhour, Alexander County Schools
‘Mr. Fred Cranford, Burke County Schools -

Mr. J. C. Raburn, Burke County Schools

Mr. David Porter, Caldwell County Schools

Mr: C. H. Tuttle, Catawba County Schools
- Mr. David Thrift, Hickory City Schools

Mr. J. G. Hagaman, Lenoir City Schools

Mr.,V S. Cranford, Newton- Conover City Schools 3

o

0bvxous1y, we owe a debt to the 116 teachers in Alexander, Burke,
Caldwell and Catawba Couniy and chkory, Len01r and Newton City

'{'Ft Schools for allowzng us to test thelr students.» To the graduate and
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oundergraauate students who ContrlbutEd countless ‘hours in adm1n1~';
sterln& and codlng the quest1onna1res we only hope that what they '
learned through thelr part1c1pat10n 'is in some way compensation.

Finally,. a word of 1ndebteaness must be extended to the students
nho part1c1pated in the survey Their high level of interest 1n the‘
project coupled w1th a w1111ngness to part1c1pate is 1ndeed

gratzfylng.f
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in‘contemporary Anerican society_'
-th t cri

critical: problems.o ‘ | A

- communities in an attempt to reduce crime.

FS R R N CHAPTER 1

\ ' . INTRODUCTION: OVERVIEW op REPORT

One need not belabor the point that crime is a Seriousgprohlemr
dRecentjpublic opinion‘pollsﬁshow'

is considered by Amerlcans to be one of our nat1on s most

\‘.
Y

\\'
“As publlc concern W1th crime continues to 1ncrease, so does its
pol1t1ca1 and governmental 1mportance; In 1968, the United States

fCongress passed a Safe Streets Act establlshing the Law Enforcement

' A551stance Admlnlstratlon (LEAA) to financ1ally aid states andflocal,

This study represents an

effort tiirougii LEAA fundlng to develop data on the knowledge of and

attltudes of youths toward our legal syStem.
YlIn this respect we are attemptlng to develop "soc1al 1nd1cators"

as measures of the orlentatlons of youth towarda the law enforcement

, systemt) Soc1a1 scientists have developed economic 1nd1cators, €8,

Gross Nat1ouer Product (G.N.P ) ‘and the 1mportance of such data for

pol1cy formatlons is very great. As a nation we now have data on

_the number of hom1c1des,'rapes, burglaries, aggravated assaults, and

/.,so forth, but we have_ llttle or no data on what Amerlcans, young

and old, know and tnlnx about our iegal system. There.ls an equally

real need for thls type of 1nformatlon as well

'How can people obey 1aws when they are unfamlllar Wlth them’

How can law enforcement officials fulflll the1r task 1f people do

fﬁ’ notrsupport the goals and procedures estab11shed by our system of‘T

laws? We ‘do not intend to completely answer these quest1ons in our ,t

fvsurVey. hOWever,[ue hope to prov1de useful 1nformatlon that show

. e
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"tne extent to. Whlth North Cat%dlna youth“are fan111ar with certaln

orlentatlons of Amerlcan youth

aspects of the legal system and vwhat tney feel about that systemejy
Tnls prOJect is not an 1solated effort in determlnlng the\legal
In fact, 1nterest in young people

and zthe legal system has Lecome so 51gn1f1cant tnat the Amerzcan -

, mBar Assoc1at10n has establlshed a Spec1a1 commlttee on Youth Edu-

cation for Cltlzenshlp under the d1rect10h of Joel F Hennlng

MOreover, the Attorney General of Nortn Carolina has prepared a

B

booklet t1t1ed Youth and the Law that will soon be used to glve 0

students in that State a better comprehen51on of thelr legal system.

Numerous legal educatron projects are in operation throughout the

;United‘Stat'es.1

The North Carolina Youth Survey

)\// :

i W/

.graders.

- CTo fulfill the goal of producing information on youth'legal °
orlentatlons 1n December 1972 we devised paper- and penc11 quest1on-

naires composed of 1) personal background quest ans, such as age, f‘

grade, sex, race ‘and so forth; 2) open- ended qrestlons, such as “"What -

is a law?"; 3) structured knowledge questions; 4}

Ztructured attitude

questlons, and 5) questlons om extent of telev151oa v1ew1ng.‘ One

1nstrument was glven to flrst and third graders, a second to fifth

graders only and another to seventh, elght naneth and eleventh

All questlons asked in the lower. grades were aiso given

to students in the higher grades and the 1atter were glven add1t1ona1;5”

~American Bay Association, 197/2).
~ write to Joel F. Hennlng,‘Amerlcan Bar Assoc1at1on,v,
"<Cn1cago, Illlnols : o

imore compllcated questlons L

: 1See Spec;al &ommlttee on Youth Bducat1on For C1t1zensh1p, I
D1rectoryof’Law-Rerhted Educat10nal Activities (Chicago; 1111n01s.
‘For a copy of the‘Director

60637



et f The survey 1nstrumen*s were pre tested 1n the Watauga Ceunty

- i
»soc1al scientists must neVelop reliable information about a large

fana1y31s of onl ly a small number of units. ﬂuch a condltxon obtalns

~allow a éumpler solutlon. . ‘ %

7A§p1n10ns which are ueld by some 100 m11110n adult Americsas. Such ‘g‘,h5'
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VSchool system during January, 4973 to determ¢ne whether or not atudents
;could resvon& effectlvely 1n a flfty minute t1me perlod Based on

‘the pre test fmnal 1nstruments were prepared and admlnlstered durlng

1ate thruary and early March, 197 by spec1a11y 1nstructe& graduate

‘students in p011t1ca1 scxence and soc1ology at Appalach1an.State

= Unlve*51ty.‘

- sample LR T R e S

[}n this. tudy our flndlngs are based upon 1nten51ve ana1y51s of

data obtained from a amg e of pub11c schooljstudents 3 Frequently

number of units but have a £1n11e number of &esources whlch permlt

f I 7

I .
in this study; it was our desxre to develop data aboutfschool stu—” ﬁ//

14
o

| dents in general but there was helther money nor manpower for each of

/1

the 56 qyo students in our prdject area f1111ng out a questlonnaxre

\

b
in class% Nor was such a step necessary, because sampﬂ1ng techn1ques

S l\ : e 7 7

Whenjemploylng sampling technlques one es a nample of

f ,students whe accurately represeut a un1verse of‘studen{s from,whlcn
~ the Sample was selected« If- the sample 1s representatlve of the
funlverse 1t is posxble to re11ab1y pro;ect data from the sample to .

'-e‘the umxverse., Several tlmes each year" studles are made of the

{ud1es typ1ca11y‘ama1yze data from a sample of about 1 500 adulta ev

U‘
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V&to répresent the oniﬁiens~o£-allvaduits;l Similar techniques of SR
sampling have been employed here. | C |
'Elhisﬂstudy is besed upon a multistage stratified proportionel

-sample of all the students tnﬁgrédes 1, 3, 5,77, 8, 9, and 11 in
the Alexander County, Burke County, Caldwell County, Cetawbaycounty,
Hickory Cit&, Lenoir City and Newton-Conover CityiSchool systems;
About 56, 000 students are enrolled in those sevrn grades in, the four
county region. Our study focuses upon approx1mately 3,000 students’® |
whose random selectlon allows us to pro;ect the findings obtained
herein to the 56,000 stud ents. | | }M

- The sample drawn for thls study was selected by the followlng

methodology. Because the school systems involved are quite diverse

in their student enrollments it was necessary to take steps to in-
N :

sure that ourL§2mp1e‘would accurately reflect the black-white and
rural—urban_differences in the entirevstudent population. The process
'of’stratification involves division‘of’tne universe into relevant.d |
~ subgroupings in order to insure that tnese subgroupings appear in
tne final sample in their proper proportions. | n =
. Each of the school systems is represented in the sample and the |
nrouortion‘of students each‘oontributed to the sample parallels’the‘
percentage of the total student body enrolled in that school systen.
Thus, if for example Alexander County has 10% of ‘the total enrollment
“the four county reglon, then 10% of the sample will be’ drawn fron
Alexander County‘ The same proport10na1 representatlon obtalns on
}the grade level as well. Slnce about 21% of the’ total student body

1n the reglon is enrolled in the seventh grade, 21% of the sample 15

g1
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'each classroom within the grades listed above.

ﬂgrade level, rural. or urban status and nonwhite’ enrollment.

college preparatory students.

'1nd1cat10n of what typ*cal students mlght respond.,

‘*a number.

\ ! . .
1 Y

School off1c1als supplled the contractlng agency“W1th data on i
Each student in |
the reglon was contained in one of the nearly 2,000 classrooms for | k!
which data was obtained. These ¢lassrooms were cla551f1ed as to

As out~

"lined above, percentages were obta1ned for the relevent categorles

KT

and f1na1 selection was nade. , ' o T I

Based upon’ an 1n1t1a1 dec1smon that about 3,000 students could

be studled W1th the resources avazlable, this 3,000 student flgure

{
was proportloned among the seven systems, by grade level and nonwhvte

enrollment. For high school students and certain Junlor high school
students selection wa5~based on homerooms since these students move

through dlfferent classes during the day. Any other selectxon process

would 11ke1y have 1ncreased the homogene1ty of the studemts sampled.

For example, had social studies classes been the basis of select1on

it is llkely that a partlcular class mlght have ‘been fllled with
The result would have been an erroneous
The same problem
of class honogenelty could arise had Bngllsh classes been used.
Therefore, although it caused certaln loglstlc problems, homerooms
‘were.1n each 1nstance used in these grade 1evels.

Once\the homerooms or classroom grouplngs were c1a551f1ed along

the cr1terla llsted above, each such grouplng of students was glven

The actual selectlon of the classes'was thus a matter of

A" omy

~random selectlon, w1th1n each category, the partlcular classes chosen

i - - ) D

’ the~pIOfeSSioma1 researcher,,

for the study was purely a matter of cnance and hence _the fact that
any one student's oplnions were sol1c1ted was also a matter of chance.
Once selectlons were made school offlclals graczously made these
students -available for our testing. 1In all, 116 different classes
were chbsensfor testing and the actual data gathering was carried
:out by"grkﬂuate students from the project agency. In no way, were
the selected”students or their teachers given prior notice,of the
forthcoming testing on legal knowledge or attitudes. | |
| _Appenai;, 'sets out in full detail the relevent enrollment data

on which ¢lassroom selection was based.

Data Analysis

’tThe data wereganalyzed at the Triangle Universities Computer '
Center (TUCC) at the Research Triangle Part, North Carolina.? The
cognitive indexes and attitude scales generateo in this study were
then subjected
The

formed on Erlorl normative and. emp1r1ca1 eV1dence,
to item ana1y51s to determine their statistical reliability.
data were analyzed in aggregate form, then selected questions, indexes
and sbales“were disaggregated dr broken down for analysis according
to race (white- non-wh1te), sex Lfemale-male) and size of communlty

(rural- below 2,500 population -~ urban about 2,500 populatlon )

OverV1ew of Report

A speC1a1 effort has been made to present the data ana1y51s in
a manner that.can‘be eas11y'1nterpretab1e by the layman as well as

While it‘is_impossible to'explainkall

ZCopzes of the survey instruments and the codxng scheme may be

' obtalned by special request from Department of POlltJ al Science,

’Appalacnlan State Un1vers;ty, Boone, North Carollna 28608.
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Fhe Dusndnces 'wf dats andlysis, us-heve-given splanarion detinitions | K - HORTH'CAROLINA STUDLNT KNOWLEDGE ABOUT THE LAW
£ important statistical measures used in this report. We have en-
J,?leei\roreci also to "presen% tﬁe data" with a minimum'of our interpre- 7 ﬂ _ ( A major tenant of the Amerzcan legal system 15- "Ignorance of
\;tatlon. It is expected that law enforcement officials, educators, L | the law is no excuse." This statement indicates that: ;knowledge of
:profe551ona1 social sc1entlst$, aAd other 1nterested persons will ; : the law is a critically important possession for each citizen. This
;Qraw their own conclusions basedvon the following presentation, v | o | project has as a major component the dpcumentatlon of the extent of
ﬂ?' We do anticipate further réports of a more intérpretive nature. knowledge'about the legal system. Survey instruments included
| The authors are scheduled, for example, to dellver a paper at the j numerous queg stions designed to tap such cognitions.
?} \’» 1973 Annual Meeting of the Southern Polltlcal Sc1ence Assoc1at10n ; | ' Two types of responses were obtained from students in the survey.
? in Atlanta, Georgia. o o i | ‘ ~ instruments. One type was open-ended, in which responses were elicited
“ The remainder of this report is broken down into three chapters. o - to questions such as "What is a law?”. Here the student has.‘no set
'? in Chaptef‘Two qe'presénfiﬂuaresults of thé knowledge questions and : | of responses from which to choose -- he simply responds in writing
indexes. These data'are disaggrégated‘and‘ﬁresented in both tabular | | ~ in whatever manner he chooses. The‘second type °f questions pose
4; arid graphic form. It is hoped that the figures presented will enablem ’ _ alternative responses from which the students makéia}ghoice. An
e kfhe reader toAreadily comprehend’ the vesults. Attitudinal data are example, of this question is: |
presented in Chapter Three in the same f**ﬁ‘“na‘ In Chapter Four we e ' A man. accused of a crime

must hire his own lawyer

examlne relationships between the cogn1t1ve (knowledge) and affectlve

(attltudes) data and attempt to see if fhese data are assoczated with

can,be.held indefinitely : | - |

seleg;ed television viewing measures. S , i ' —___ has'the right to a public trial = o
| : N - . : R | | must be placed on trial 1mmed1ate1y ' '
,\\ \ O
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These ‘'structured resp%nse items'" came after the open-ended questlons - T

» . \\‘ i

in the questionnaire s ofthat no student could use information from the
the | soc1oeconom1c position in society as conpared to whltes !

" = former to answer the 1a\ter. ?tudents were notryermlttedeto go back | Q

In res 3
\&he open-ended quest1ons. : ,X nonse to quist1ons about the rights /of a person aceused
) h

B |

part of blacks must be interpreted in view of their ge; rally lower

_once they had completee Q
, of ascrlme amd a person on trial, few students were unable ‘to | ﬂ
ame

. Response Patterns to the

%
-

Students were asked ko write down resporses to ‘a number of open-
' \
ended quest1ons.' The response patterns presented below indicate the

Agrade and race<of'thefrespendent. Examination of the responses in
Tables 1 and 2 show impertent differences among the?students'depending
upon their gradeylevgi and race. é§neraily'there are noticeable
increases in correct responses as one‘moves from the lower to higher
grades and as comparisons are made between black and white respondents.
Generally blacks appear to be less knowledgeable than whites, it
appears that by grade 11 blaek students are as knowiedgeebie about *
tﬁe law as are their white E1assmaﬁes. However, we must remember that
the drop out rate-is higher for ‘blacks than wh1tes and the blacks .

: }remalnlng in schoel thru the. eleventh grade may be more knowledgeable

‘“, th§n black dropouts, Thus the apparently "poorerP'Performance on the

lThe open-ended questions are similar to or the same as those

‘asked in the National Assessment. See National Asisessment of Edu-
_cational Progress, Citizenship: Ndtional Results, Report 2 (Wash1ng-

ton, D. C.: Government Printing Oftice, 1570). Charles F. Andraln, ;

Children and Civic Awareness: A Stud 1n Political Education

{Columbus, Ohio:, Charle ishing Co., 1971) was con-
~sulted on structured qmestlons. See also the survey quesxlonnalre

used in David Easton and Jack Dennis, Children in the Political
System: Origins of Political Lesltzmacg (New York: McGraw Hill Book

and Robert ', Hess an . .Torney, The Development of

Political Attitudes 'in Children (Ch1cago' Aldine Publishing Co.,
1967} Many of the structured cognitive questions were developed on
the content of Robert.Morgan, Youth and the Law (Ralsigh, North Caro-
11na., The Justlce Fuunuatlon of. North Carolina, 1972)

o

Openlende&“Knowke@ge Questions | L

bad law,

any rxghthby‘grade 11, but among those unable to name a 51ng1e rlght

more of the students were black than were white

RQSponSGS to "“A man on trial has a rlght to:m were demonStrably

dlffe*ent #hdn those to "A man accused of a crime has the right to:"

ndicdtes that fewer students (1n fact 36.4 percent of the
blacks in the e

]

This 1

leventh grade) perceive the connection of legal

rights to the trial sztuatlen (see Tables 1 and 2).

Table 3 sets forth the response pattern to "Name as many reasons

as you can why laws are needed." It can be seen that knowledge

increa :
ases as one moves from ocne grade level to a higher one and that

a d
1fference exists between the. cognitive levels of blacks and whites

It is significant that among students as young as third graders a

ma
Jorlty are able to give at least oné acceptable reason why laws are

n
eeded. Moreover it appears that as students become older they come

to understand more reasons .for the necessity of laws.

There are 1mportant response patterns to "Could there be a bad

law?"
aw? Table 4 demonstrates that by grade three a majority of stu-

dents r "
espond yes." 1t should be noted that con51stent1y larger

percentages of blacks tnan whites state that there could not be a 
although by grade eleven 81.8 percent of the blacks and
95.2 percent of the whlte s;udents indicate that bad laws could

actual;, exist. (see Table 4). - : . SR
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' TABLE 1 RESPONSE PATTERN TO A MAN ACCUSED OF A CRIME HAS.THE RIGHT TO:"# BY GRADE AND RACE

¥

.

>
by

o

-‘Correct Responses’

Grade

Race

Petcentages of groups Accordlng to~Gradq Leveill
 Black White’ Blaak‘ White Black . White. Black

White o . -

None .

R S

LS 194 303 0 167 - 13,97 1og$f?‘;:§fggiff
1.7 . 311 30.3  32.6 222 | 18.8  15.6°..
17.1'30.9 263 323 50.0 . 347 2708

To9.8. 18.6  13.2 . 18.4 . 13,9 35.2 O 50.0:7

g

22.9

37,0

4.8;: ) "

40.3

1To£a1'ﬁ :

W . 2

4L 392 76 - 347 36 352 . 22

231

e *Examples of correct respanses are as follows' ’Lawyer, 1nformed of charge, time to prepare R
defense; right not -to be held indefinitely; jury; right to confront accusers; right to call ..
witnesses; right to be delared “innocent" until praven guilty, rzght to be equal -to others - '
before the Iaw,cto post’ bazl, ‘and  so forth , ) : ,

€

CTE

&
.
; i
A
<«
s

- L i i R . b -,
LR " PR 33 o . . .
o :

'h

Y

.II;

o



<

Table 2 RESPONSE PATTERN TO "A MAN ON TRIAL HAS A RIGHT TO:"# BY GRADE AND RACE

‘ R Percentages of Groups Accordlng to Grade Level .
. o Grade : 7 9 i
Correct .Responses Race  Black White Black, White Black White ’Black White
None 5.2  35.2 50,0  39.z  38.9  31.6 36.4  19.5
1 39.0  41.3 34,2 38.6 . 36.1 . 40.3  40.9  41.1
2 9.8  18.6  13.2 17.9 22.2 17.9 ° 9.1' 23.8
3 0.0 4.8 - 2.6 43 2.8 9.9 13.6 . 15.6 ...
,'Im:al’ N 41 392 76 - 347 - 36 351 22, 231
*Examples of currect Tésponses are as follows. Lawyer, 1nformed of charge, time to. prepare .
defense; right not to be held indefinitely; jury; to be declared “innocent™ untll proven ’
guxlty, right not to suffer cruel and unusual punlshment, and’ s@/forth. : _
1 ,
R Ry
/‘. . N.
7 [
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Unacceptabie® 81,8 77.1° 67,5 7.6 317 11,0 32,9 16.1 1Ll 15,8 13.6. ‘10.4

Acceptable*s 1  18.2 13.8 23,3 36.9 29.3 26.5 22.4 ‘33.7 44.4 27.3  9l. 29.4

z © 0.0 5.3 9.3 15,7  22.0  40.} 25.0  30.5 25.0 © 38.9  40.9 26,4
3 0.0 2.1 0.0 - 8.8 12.2° 14:8 15.8 118 13.9 4.2 22.7 23.4
o 00 1.6 0.0 1.0 4.9 7.4 - 2.6 61 5.6 3.4 9.1 85
5 00 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3 L3 1.2 0. L1 45 0.

[

Total N - 22 188 43 306 41 392 76 '347 36 . sz 2z 231

: *Examples of unacceptable responses' No response; vague response, responses s &ch do not bear
. - on the questxon {e.g.; because 1aws are neededj, and so forth. \

*agExamples of acceptable responses- Keep order, preVent chaos, for safety, prevent crimes, punish
 criminals; protect property, individual freedoms and rights; prevent 1n3ustice, get money to
Tun the government, stop pollutlon and.lztterlng, and so forth C

A
 TABLE 3 RESPON&B PATTERN T9 NAME AS MANY REASONS AS YOU CAN WY LA“S ARB ﬁﬁEDED " BY GRADE AND RACE S
’ LR Percentages of Groups Accbrding to Grade Level
" . Grade - 3 7 8 9.
Response .~ Race. Black wblte Black White Black ?hxte B%agk Whlte Black Wblte Black White
‘ ) > : percent
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. TABLE 4 RESPONSE PATTERN TO "COULD THERE BE A BAD LAW?® BY GRADE AND RACE -

‘ IS , Percentages o{f"Grbups,A;coi‘c}ipg‘_ to Grade I‘.ev_ci o ‘

S Grade 1 . 3-qegl g I © SRR
Response’ Race - Black White Black White Black White ‘Blacl); ¥hite” Black White Black White  ° |
R . ‘ . (percent ST , T

)

‘No Response  68.2 52.1 11.6 2.6 ' 24.4 6.6 15.8 6.3 . 16.%. 7.7 4.5, 2.2 . -
No. ©18.2 28,7 23.3  40.2 14.6 10.7 18.4 ° 8.9 8.3 5.7 156 2.6 LT
Yes .. 13.6 19.2 651 57.2. 61.0 3.7 65.8 84.7 75.0 86.7 1.8 95.2 .1
Total N 22" 188 43 306 41 392 .76 347 ~ 36 352 ¢ 2@ 231 - '

*
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| Data was gatnered from students on thelr feel;ngs of being able

to 1nf1uencevthe law.' One questton asked, "What can you do about

1ews that 'you feel are bad?" Table 5 indicates thathéiZeable'nunbersn"”t
'evend§t~grade eleven, coﬁld not give any acceptable response, 1n01-'
catedgﬂl dondt know*,-resPonded "nothlng" or left the item blank. )

A majority of white respondents and neagiy a majority of black

| reSpondents}Wrote down beeceful methods of changing laws and signifi-
"cantiy, extremely few opted for violent ways to change "bad" laws.
f*kétill,-these results showvthat meny potential adult roting citizens
do ) not know how to change.a;"bed" law (see Table 5). 'Yet, other
data<show that students 'in grade seven and above know that police
do n0t nave a rl\ht to enter thelr home any t1me they want to (refer
Table 6}»» Moreover, there are ‘no apparent dlfferences related to
race on thrs question (see Table_b).
,f%"An'early'question in the survey instrunent was simply "Can you
.+ name a Iaw?"}~Teb1e 7 sets forth”the response patern to'this question.
Generally older students were able to correctly identify more laws
than younger. students. St111 there is an 1mportant racial. dlfference
‘here in ‘that blacks were generally more likely than whites to ‘be
» unabre to correctly name any "law. 1In fact, even in grade 11, the
vﬁmost Lnowledgeable grade taken as a wholet over half. the ‘blacks could
‘not 1dent1fy a law\whlle only slrghtly over a third of the whites :
were so 11m1ted Thls data suggests that ngay North Carolina youth

.,;;do not understand the concept of "law".



TABLE 5§ RESPONSE PATTERN, TO "WHAT CAN YOU DO ABOUT LAWS THAT YOU FEEL ARE BAD?" BY GRADE AND RACE .

‘ " ﬁ I ‘ Percentages of Groups According to Grade Level )
Response Grade 1 . 3 ) . 8 ‘ 9 11
Pattern ~ Race Black White Black White Black White Black White Black White Black White
N N R A § :
No Response or , ' v A ' ’ A
I Don't Xnow . 81.8 72,3 39.6 49.6 46.3 23.5 38.2 26.8 19.4 17.9 9.1 14.7

7.8 114 40.9° 15.2
8.9 59.4 45.5 57.6
| Extra-legal Action 0.0 1.1  Z.35 0.7 0.0 . 0.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3 00 04
Tgnore Law : © 9.0 0.5 0.0 3.9- 2.4 0.8 1.3 0.3 2.8

"Nothing". 4.5 1.6 25.6 '14.4 7.3 8.2 18.4 14.4 2
Peaceful Action 4.5 2.1 9.3 .16.3 24.4 ' 52.0 21211  45.0 3

v

W8 ! 3¢6 . 0.0 -; 3;0
Unacceptable* ' : ‘ i . i n o '
" Response 9.1 22,3 23.3 24,2 19,5 14.8, 21.1 13,5 11.1. 10.5 4.5 91
Total N 22 188 43 306 a1 392 76 - 347.. 36 352 22 . 231

- ®Vague response, e. g.. try and change it (answer 1ndicates an extremely low 1eve1 of
sophxstlcation in how to get a law changed)
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TABLE- 6 RESPONSE PATTERN TO "DO THE POLICE HAVE THE RIGHT TO COME INSIDF. YOUR HOUSE ANY TIME THEY WANT
TO?" BY GRADE AND RACE

f“\.\ . » " T =

yj? . : ‘ : | Percentages of Groups Accérdiﬂg to Grade Level
>4 . Grade 7 8 9 . 11

/FﬁResponsg‘ Race Black - White | . Black White ~ Black.  White Black  White

Don't know or No Response - 8.7 8.4 7.9 8.1 2.8 4;§‘x% 4.5 \4f3
No - 78,0 79.3 80.3 . 82.4°  86.1 ~ 89.5  50.9 90.9
Yes k 12.2 12.2 '11.8 9.5 11.1 6.2 4.5 . 4.8

Total N . “ ‘392t 76 347, 36 352 22 231
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TABLE 7  RESPONSE PATTERN TO “CAN YOU NAME A LAW?" BY GRADE AND RACE
: S ‘I{ertentage,s of Groups Accbrdin‘g to Grade'pavel, R
| “Grade = 1 s g B ] 8 11
Response L,Pace ‘Black White Black White Black White Black  White Black White . Black . White
T ; i . ' . o N
! i = . . . . . P . P b
No Respovse or ' , I I A B o . : L
Incorrect 95.4 95.2‘ -83.8 63,7 70.7 43.6 59.2 55.7 47.2 45.4 54, 5 6.4
Correct ' 4.5 4.8 16.3 35.9 29,3 \\\/Sf .4 40,8 44.4 52.8 54,5 ss. 5 - 63.6
Total N~ 220 188 43 306 3’7441 ( 392 . 347 36 352 22 231
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Another question de51gned to probe what students know about our s | ‘whlcn were glwen grades seven"elgnt nlne’ and_eleven’ o
1ega1 systen 15 "What iz 8 1aw¢u BU11d1ng upon the nork Of Tapp and beneral Law Knowledge, North Carollna Law Knowledge, Law Knowledge,i
Kohlberg, we constructed 2 typology £ c1a551fy student response‘ ) Youth Law Knowledge, Business- Consumer Wrongd01ng Knowledge and
Thl s set forth 1n F1gure I \ SRR e s TR 5 ' Government Employees Knowledge Indexes; Gnly the relatlvely 51mp1¢
! Students were coded into these categorles if their respouse, | Law Knowledge and Government Employees Knowledge 1ndexes were glven
was £1t~1n the“patterns establlshed~1n'the typology., Note that the : e

R v e g to all grados,
different 1evels refer to increasing abstraction on the part of . ‘

_ ng bl st pa - hach student used 1n tnls study was given a score based on the
tudent res ondents. 1*nterestin ly, the response patterns are
® P o 81 P P  number of questlons correctly answered. In the analyses which follow,
dlf{erent fron the Ta and Kehlber f1nd1n s in that the modal k

pp & 3 we have added the scores of each individual in a particular grade
res onse does not fit an of thelr cate orles and only 25.5 percent )
..xesp Y g y P together and divided tnls ‘total score by the number of students-in o
state that.a law’ is de51gned to keep soc1al order. Tapp and/Kohlberg ,
_ } tne grade 1n order to get a mean score for that group The mean
found that more youth reached the conventlonal 1eve1 *han the Pre- S

| /score is, thus an.1nd1cat10n of the typlcal score for that group. It
conventlonal level and that only small mlnorltles reach the
‘ ; may be compared with the means.from another group to see if sig-
Postconventlonal level Furtnermore, they apparently ‘could fit all S . : e o : ,
} —_— ‘nificant drfferences.exlst between the "typical" scores of the two
students into thelr categorles. Our frndhngs are in accord W1th the ‘ , L e e . L R ‘ ' R
Ja. groups. .Slmllarly subgroups within a particular grade can be com-
Tapp Kohlberg research in that few of our respondents fall 1nto the . ; : L ' o . . . oo ,
pared by examining the subgroup means. The results of each index are
Postconvent10na1 category (see Table 8). ‘ ' ) o _ ' LT T - ]
R : presented twice in this report -- once in tabular form and second in
Man of the students ut down a figure, e. .\JLaw 1s the ollce" e , SR : REE
4 P gure, €.& b P graphic form for easy visual comprehension of the results.
to "What 1s a law?" It 15 seen rhat "pollceman"~1s a popular re- : R e : c S : R
| ~ The items in the Government and Employees Knowledge Index are
sponse by flrst and third graders but that by grade 11 "rules" _
o p . set out 1n Flcure«aI while the Law Knowledge Index con51sted of the

becomes a more opted for response (see Table 9) ‘f0110w1ng questlons

Res onse Patterns to the Structured Knowled e Questions RE P T Which of these are laws? ‘Mark an X next to Yes or_No to show
P 4 Q— o N A whether each of theEE"thlngs is a law. - ~
From the large nunher of questions used 1n the surwey, certaln IR . FIEE
v \ \\\\ = g , : f’;_Brush your teeth every mornlng. Is thls a law?
1tems were comb1ned to form six knowledge 1ndexes. ~ These 1nderes,,o;m ST R TR T ~ Don't cheat in school. Is this a law? :
Sk R G 7 R ‘ S " -~ - Cars must stop at stop signs. Is this a law?
‘5;’g‘r ; = o ' ' : R S {7 Get to school on t1me., Is thls a law?
T 2S'e Jo L. Tapp and L. Kohlberg,‘"Developlng Senses of Law and S B R IENAEY L T e
Legal Justlce," Jo -al of Soc1a1 Issues, Vol 27 (1971) pp. 65 91. e D8 e ... Yes . No
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FIGURB 1 , ARRRUEI |
A TYPOLOGY OF LLGAL ORIENTATIONS BY %{
: i
LEVEL OF ABSTRACTIQN ,M
I. Preconventional Level .

- Laws prevent violence and crime since
punishment ensues. Obedience is a by-
product of deprivation eva51on.

II. ‘Conventlonal Level )
Laws are valued becausetheynmantaln the
social order. Anarchy, disorder, and
chaos would ensue if laws did not exist
and/or were not obeyed. :
III.  Post- ConVentlonal Level

vguldea bv universal principles. - Laws

‘Ethical, autonomous acting men could be

that violate fundamental individual
rights and universal moral principles
could be 1eg1t1mate1y broken.

Source: Russell F.‘FaTHEn and Din B. German,-"Thé

B

Jurisprudence of Youth and Adults: Some
" Research Findings," Youth and Society,

Vol. 4 (June, 1973), p. 454. Derived from IR

J. L. Tapp and L. Kohlberg, '"Developing
~ Senses of Law and Legal Justice,'" Journal
of SG£131 Issues, Vol 27 (1971) pp. 65-91.,

v A i A 0 e



TABLE § = RESPONSE ALONG TAPP-KOHLBERG CLASSIFICATION TO “WHAT IS A LAW?" BY GRADE AND RACE
: Percentages of Gi-oups'm;cord‘ing to Grade Level »
. ~ Grade 1 L 3 7 . 8 - 9 1
Response Race  Black White Black White Black White Black White Black White Black White
Eoﬁel . 100.0 95.Z. 83.7 73.5 65.8 ° 35.7 54.0 45.5 50.0 45.2 50,0 . 39,8
evel I: e : - : v . ‘ . :
Obedience 00.0  §:7 9.3 19.9 1751 41.8 35,5 41.2. 30.6 32.4 22.7 33.8
Level 1I: N . L o - R
Social Order 00,0 1.1 - 4.7 5,9 9.8 19.9 10.5 11.8 16.7 17.3 22,7 25.5
Level III: | , | et : | 8.7 3 , .
Principle ,00.0 0.0 2.3 0.7 7.3 2.6 0.0 1.5 2.8 51 45 0.8
: e ’ DR N ' : o .
Total N - 22 188 43 306 - 41 392 76 347 36 352 22 231 .
N = :
AN R
hoR | \:‘?1*3. \
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TABLE 9  RESPONSE AS FIGURES, CONCEPTS OR INSTITUTIONS TO "WHAT IS A LAWZ" ﬁiLGkkﬁﬁ‘AND RACE -
Percentages ,o'f'“‘Grqups' According to Grade Level
‘ Grade. . 3 RO 8 g 11
Response Race . Black Whif.e B).ack -White Black White * Elack Whiter Black White Black White
None~ 81.8 67.6 60.5 45.1 63.4 52.0 .47.4 62.4 58,3 50.0 59.1 53.2
* Policeman 13.6  20.7 20.9  19.9 2.4 b.g 2.6 2.3 0.0 2.0 0.0 J1.3
preg{@ent 0.0 00 00 1.0 0.0 0.5 1,3 0.3 2.8 0.9 0.0 /924"
Rules 0.0 1.1 2.3 131 22.0 337 25.0 28.2 1.1 30.1 182 29.0
aig§?~or Wrongfv. 0.0 0.0 0.0 L0.7 0 4.9 '4.3,;» 5.3 6.1 2.8 8.8 18.2 2.6
Others 450 106 163 19.9° 7.3 8.4 145 8.9 25.0 5.1 45 10.8 .
Congress 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.3 °153 1.7 6.0 3.1 0.0 : 2.6
‘Total N 22 188 43 206 76 347 76 347 36  352° 22 231
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: 1 ) . / N .
- GOVERNMENT hNPLOYEES INDEX ‘ [ B “As mlght be ant1C1pated tne performance on these indexes gets
\ 0 b
. : : better in the upper grades (sew Tables 10 and 11, Flgures 3 and 4).
! There dc not appear to be maJo dlfferences between blacks and whites
" Here sre-some paople, - Which cnes work for the government? ‘ ) — be; ’Ond grade eight on the 13Wkn°W13dge index, but, as we Sha” see
. . T \ - later when more complicated questions are posed, the response rate
) o P R A [N : : . .
b S | = . Py - g e e . . : - ‘
i . ,Q¥;1w-éa ﬂ BN N for correct identification by blacks is lower than whites throughout
i oA B o : . . R L
3 . i (2 'l | ‘: : fre— ) ~ - S M . 3 et ' h s
v = g e Yes . all grades questioned. ,
: R R : - ‘The longest knowledge index used in this study is labeled simply
Dorg the MILKMAN work 1or the govr»rnment” ' /1 No : . R . ,
‘ the General Law Knowledge Index. As can be readily observed in
Chapter Four of this report, this index is a critically important
. % : SRS L . L »
r.ww]Y PREDICTOR of other legal orientations (e.g. other knowledge measures
v ©s ' ‘ '
- and attitude‘measures). A student received one point for correctly
e ‘\», : . . \
. Ho
Dus tire PALICEMAN work for the govermment? L] answering the following items:
46. Which of the following dec1des whether or not a law is
« comstitutional? ,
= Y The United States Senate
. Pk | The President
. R F vV Y ves /7L~ , 7 The linited States Supreme Court
* | g [_M_j (:; /t) : s The House of Representatlves
Y Y L . B . ‘ ; ("k 2 .
zMestuL50am£ rkfbr the goverament? ' f”‘f; No {‘ 47. The judicial branch of the American government has
o - | Lo S _____the power to make laws .
e o ‘ ' RN ‘ -~ the pgiter to interpret laws.
U S e ) : - R ERT R | - ____the yjower to impeach the Pres1dent
RS R B G [ S T RS T llttue or mo power |
o J e L e ‘ %
: A _BiLSh A oo ' ; : ™ ‘ P _—
e N e | T | : v_jves : e | 43, The Bill of nghts guarantees = |
. l ‘ ' : J//,—",/ ’} : B . .
BT . ") T - 1
ey s "1 N, : . ‘ , L that ydu wl-l.be absolutely free
{ L eeth the FDGE work Tor the governmer:t? o i-w:l (R e T ' LS that the Senate will be elected by the direct vote of
5 ‘ Sl . ‘ . | } , ~ the people ‘
' ST ' L T - the govermment's protectign of someone tries to injure you
i R . s ‘ +_certain rights and freedoms.to the people ‘
n \\ o = ' ) 4 ‘ - // :
‘ T : . v ] TeS ;'A' |
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ENTIRE SAMPLE 2.183
A

NON-WHITE

" WHITE

MALE -
FEMALE
RURAL
URBAN . -

&

-

) T
s~/ - i
f -
\Ex i )
b g
TABLE' 3G LAW XNOWLEDGE INDEX BY GRADE (5 ITEMS)
2 GRADE.. "
- (MEAN SCORE) . .
1 N 5 N § N 7° N 8- N 9. N 1L .N.
340 3.420 429 3.914 405 4.213 437 4,326, 426 4,355 389 4,534 253
= /U5 G T sl - =
1,727 _22_ 3,000 _43 3,226 . 62 3,780 _41 4.263 76 4,286 - 35 _4.409 _ 22
,\,"_‘"T - T * * - ii . . ‘ . 4
2.250 188_3.451 306 4.0S7 332 4,258 392 4,346 347 4,358 352 4,545 231
2,220 173 3.517 209 3.869 213 4,145 242 4,327 220°.4,313 192 4,588 131
© 2,096 166 3,363 215 _3.974 190 4,308 193 3.328 204 4.396 197  4.475 122
2,095 _84-:3.517 147 3,959 98 4.434 143 4,448 125 4,359 92 4.443  _70
1,922 102, 3,381 197 :3,839 161 4,178 197 4,219 183 4.407 214 4.605 162
- ' _ | " MIDPOINT. _2.5_ -
*Indicates difference ‘significant at .05 ‘;l'eve} or less ‘
shIndicates djif,ferencé‘s‘ig_nificantfatv <01 level or less . ‘
c\\t*:r,:; - i J -

T
o
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~ FIGURE 3

“LAW KNOWLEDGE INDEX BY GRADE (5 ITEMS)

- BT )

i

MEAN

WHITE

.1 2.163 ;43 | ],127* 22

11 4.534 - _ 283

1 s .5 71 8 8 11
(means on scale or index)r
NON-WHITE N * WHITE
3.451%

i
SAMPLE : ,N

__2_2225__._ A3
_3.226%% ' 62

3.420 . _429
3.914 405

4.057%%

3)

i
"

<

_ENTIRE SAMPLE.
~ | NON-WHITE

e B 4 ey

_3.780%% 41
4.326 . _426 . 4.263 76

4.258%%

3
5
70 4.213 437
8
9

4.355 ' _389 . _4.286° _35
L 4.409 - _22

: 4;358'
"4.545 |

By ; . ‘\ - . . )‘/1,
LT MIDPOINT

*Indzcates d;ff«-rence signzficant at .05’ level or less
**Ind:.cate., d:.fierence szgn:.f:u:ant at ,01 level or less

'S L \\&

. \ s
392 i
347
452 .

7 231

2.5 -

i
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S Ny
i ¢



o

“'. ~ @
TABLE 11 GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES KNOWLEDGE .INDEX BY GRADE (5 ITEMS) ..
B : o : . s
R 5 (MEANSCORE) . e | A
Ry " s N § N 77 % 8. N 8. N om N
ENTIRE SAMPLE 3.538 340 3,627 429 3,844 405 4.281 437 4,244 426 4,414 389 4,549 253
NON-WHITE 3,545 22 3.442 43 3,839 62 ' 4,098 41 3.961%% 76 4,200 - 35 _4,182% . 22
V‘ CWHITE o 3.543 18873.-641%_-30@ fs:g%_ . 332. 4,304 392 4..305**'347 4.432 '352‘ 45848 231
L MALE 3,595 173 3,632 209.3.986 213 4,298 242 4.309 220 4,453 192 4,550 131 -
FEMALE 3,482 166 3,642 215 3.684 190 4,259 183 172 204 4.376 197 4,549 122
" RuRAL 5,585 &4 3,571 147 3,878 98 4,301 143 _4.352 125 . 4,522 924,720 _ 10
E ) URBAN - . 3.412 102 3,640 197 3,870 161 4”,,.;;31' 197 4,224 183 4’;4‘25 214 4,574 162
. '(. o e e PR 'M_mpoxm 2.5 -
‘fIndiéatés” difference significant at .05 level or 1éss o ,
] "Vtvilfz};lyi‘cate's t’i‘:iffel_'e,nge signif.igént at ,’01"‘1“(53‘, or 19’55.? L e ' :
R Sl R : . , o “ 3 2 J',T,/, |
Eh K 8
..k‘ , LI
; “'-; . o - i

i wae,

vasn s e 4
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FIGURE 4  GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES XNOWLEDGE INDEX BY GRADE (5 ITEMS)
.
51 .
, .
2 .
4 ]. .
. ENTIRE SAMPLE
_ _ NON-WHITE = = = ==«
3 ‘ ' WHITE e e
2 i
1 ' -
1 3 7 . 8 9 11
GRADE
Codl (means on.scale or index)
ENTIRE e . . .
__SAMPLE N "NON-WHITE = N . WHITE N
1 3.538 . _340 3545, 22 _3.543 188
3 3.627 ' _429 3.442 43 3.641 1306
5 3.844 405 3.839 62 3.852 332
7 4.281 437 4.098 41 4.304 392
8 4.244 _426 . 3.961%% 16 4.3058% - 347
9 4,414 389 4.200 35 4.432 352
)} 11 4.549 253 4.182% 22 4.584% 231
= MIDPOINT 2.5

*Indicates difference significant at .05 level or less

#*Indicates difference significant at .0l level or less.



60.

64.

68.

71.

74.

75.

76.
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Serious crimes, like murder or robbery are known as

misdemeanors
felonies
torts

civil suits

E 1

An "accessory before the fact'' is a persom who might be con~
victed of a crlme because they

assmst a person in commlttxng a crime
were near the scene of a crime

had knowledge of a crime being commltted
are related to the criminal

HH

=

man's house may be searched by the police if

the search is reasonable

they are careful

they have a warrant

the search is ordered by the mayor ’

|11

e

man accused of a crime

must hire his own lawyer

can be held indefinitely

has the right to a public trial
must be placed on trial immediately

1

is

-
=

a

rules set by our government and enforced by the police
punishment for those who do wrong

what protects us from bad people

made by the police

In a democracy

the president makes the law

the police make most laws

laws are made by the people through elected representatives

laws are usually voted on by everyone and enforced by each
person .

Civil law :

~concerns our rights and duties w1th other people
makes us do what we are told

punishes people who are bad ,

is the opposite of mmlltary law



77.

78.

79.

87.

88.

90.

"ll ! %

V

-3)-

Crimes are

those actions forbidden by law o .
"—“'punlshment 'for criminals

___ bunished by the police
~ actions commltted by bad men

EVeryone who has been convlcted‘of a crime

“has a criminal record -

is proven to be a bad person
____goes to prison ‘

— pleads guilty to the charges

-

A criminal is‘usually considered to be -

a person convicted of a crime

a bad person '

someone who has been jailed by the pollce
a poor, uneducated person

H!

To be convicted of receiving Stolen goods a person must

____ be accused of stealing them
____ be accused of larceny
~ know they are stolen
__ be caught trylng to sell them to someone else

A v1ct1m is

another word for criminal ‘
a person against whom a crime has been\committed
a person found guilty of a crime : :

“a criminal that is not in 3a11

e

1sdemeanor is

a crime that is not con51dered as being very, serlous
a very serious crime
a light punishment

Auto theft

is con51dered a misdemeanor when commltted by someone
~under 16 years of age

i is’ considered petty theft R e

| is a felony
I must involve the taklng of an automoblle wath the 1ntent
1 of pernanently retainlng 1t v ;

e

“a short prison sentence that is often suspended by the pollce,

x4

91. A burglary is’ commltted during the .

theft of property from another s person o

" breaking and entering. into a home at nlght w1th the .
intent to commit a felony - .
holdup of a man in daylight | S

“stealing of an automobile from a parklug lot ‘ i
92. Snopllftlng 15:% : ' : o . ' % ‘
| w111fu11y concealing goods which have not been purghased
the breaking and enterlng .0of a store after business hours
_ willfully destroylng goods wh11e having no 1ntentlon of
— purchasing thenm RS
attempting to alter the prices of merchandlse before it
is purchased - . ‘
It is obvious in examining Table 12 and Figure 5 that highly
significant differences consistently appear between whites and
blacks in regard to their knowledge of the law. Statistical analysis
reveals that the black students' scores are so much lower than those
of white students that there is only ome chance in one hundred that

such gross differences could occur by chance. Parenthetically it

‘may be noted that seventh and'eight graders are quite similar in

their response patterns perhaps indicatiné that either'of these

or

~ grades m1ght be an excelient place to 1ntroduce legal education

materials. Of course, these tables and - f1gures do not prese t the

DISPhRSION of 1nd1v1daa1 student responses around the mean., One

should remenberthat we are presentlng a Statlst1ca1 average and do

not ndlcate tne extent to wh1ch some students, black and whlte,

a1n North Carollna.

fall far below and above thls average. u
' Next, we nove to qaestlons that spe1f1ca11y relate ‘to the law

The 1tems 1n the North Carolina Law Knowledge e

' Index are as follows.ﬁ-vx




TABLE 12 'GENERAL LAW KNOWLEDGE INDEX PERFORMANCE BY GRADE (22 ITEMS)

GRADE

(MEAN SCORE)
| 7 N 8 N 9 N 11 N
ENTIRE SAMPLE 11.723 437 11.838 426 14,185 389 16.561 _253
* XR Nk

NON~WHITE 9.707 _ 41 9.539 _76 11.086 _35 14.364 _ 22
I (1 Tk Y
. WHITE ©11.972 -392 12.340 347 14,480 352 16.771 _231
MALE 11,331 242°11.682 220 14,031 192 16,313 _131
Y 4331 24 ; . _

FEMALE ', 12.212 193 12.005 204 14,335 197 16.828 .122
RURAL ‘\\‘11.16% 143 12.088 125 14,065 92 16.586 _ 70

. V * N \ N ’ ‘ . B .
~ URBAN  12.985 197 12.257 185 14.696 214 16.895 162

*Indicates difference significant at ;05 level or less

- **¥Indicates difference significéﬁ&xa;;,OI lIzvel or less .
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 FIGURE 5
GENERAL LAW KNOWLEDGE INDEX
: o ~ PERFORMANCE BY GRADE
MEAN -
ENTIRE SAMPLE
A N  NON-WHITE - - - - -
16 f ; WHITE S e
15+
14 ¢ .
13 b l
12 ’
1 F
,,J ‘;, \5\{’ 10 ,ﬂ; fom
s !
A \\ .
. 7 8§ 9 11
] GRADE | o
v _ (means on scale or index)
P ENTIRE | |
; . SAMPLE N NON-WHITE N  WHITE N
7 11.723 437 ___ 9.707%% 41 11.972%% 392
8 11.838 426 ___ 0.539%% 76 _12.340%% _ 347
9 14,185 _389 _11.086%* 35 _l4.480%% 352
11 J6.56L 253  ___14,364%*% _» _ 22 ' _16.771%% _ 23%
. 7 o e ' 7
| “ MIDPOINT  __ i1
[ // :

~ *Indicates difference significant at .05 level or less |
**Indicates difference significant at .01 level or less
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. 45. The use of indeceat or profane words on the telephone

P
7

is nox punlshable under . law o v o

—_ may be punished by a fine up to $10 ¥
___constitutes "harrassment" and may receive a life im- ‘
prisonment sentence '
____may be punished by 1mprlsonment for up to 2 years, a
fine, or both .

61. The maximum penalty under North Carolina's narcotlc law on

drug distribution is

___up to 5 years imprisonment
___no penalty

—__a fine, but no imprisonment
_a 11fe sentence

AN
65. It is agaxnst the law to
___manufacture, dlstrlbute or dispense, or to possess w1th ! N
T intent to distribute, a harmful drug , :
) - __to create, distxibute a counterfeit narmful drug |
k ' -to have any harmful drug in your possession Y
___all of the above P ) |
- : . i ) . .ﬂ
67. ‘irst offenders in possession of'"grass" or marijuana ﬁ
are not punlshable under the law |
’can get up to six months and be fined up to $500
___may be punished by a ¢1nP up to $10 only ‘
__are "pushers" and may receive a life 1mprlsonment sentencea
68. " Accordlng to North Carollna xaw, it is a crime for a group of ‘
three or more persons to £ | , 2

51t or lie down in publlc bul1d1ngs SO as to 1nterfere
T with their normal use ‘

to threaten to injure persons o¥ property

____to create a clear and present d\lger of injury to person
~ or property ‘ . o

all of the above P @

Again, as w1th the General Law Knowledge Index, there are sig-

R —

=y

n1f1cant dlfferences between blacks and Whltus On mean score.
]
. Averaglng all the scores of the “blacks and compar1ng this average

w1tn all the scores. obtdlned by the whlte students in_ each grade g

‘."" o - . ‘ & . ' ! : BT

AN
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‘tested shows that the black respondents d1st1ncv1ve1y end/con-

sistently are less knowledgeable about the'lawgghan are white
respond ents (refer-Table 13 and Fﬁ*ure 6). . C\J

[

/ Whlﬂe relatlve dlfferencea between blacks and whites are im-
portant, we should not, lo e 51ght of the fact that the index tekls

)us that students are falrly knowledgeable about the law. By grade

’ eleven the mean score for all eleventh graders tested was 4.636, a
Flgure which indicates that typ1ra1 s\udents were answering beeter by

‘than four out of the seven quest1ons correctly.

Iwo other knowledge indexes employed in this survey were the

 Youth Law Knowledge Index and the Business- Consumer Wrongd01ng R

Knowledge Index. These short two item. 1ndexes are as follows: R

)

72. In business dealings with consumers there are sometlmes
such offenses as

False labellin N
___False advertlslng ‘ . -
—__Price-fixing

All of the above -

S ? Business-Consumer Wrongdoing Knowiedge~lndex‘ A (

73. Bu51nessmen sometlmes do . ghxch of the fOllOWlng S R,

Issue a mlsleadlng f1nanc1a1 report hav1ng the effect of ‘
% encouraging people to 1nvest in a company which is not |
financially sound
___Prepare false ircome tax reports
____Exaggerate an’ 1n3ury received as a result of an acexdent
T~ to get a hlgher insurance payment
___all of %ie above .

T | Youth Law Knowfedge Index

) f_63. A maJO;lty of young law offenders . o . QU

are far below average 1nte1110ence
are from brcken homes \

are unemployed high school dropout
are from wealthy families ' K

/’/
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TABLE 13 North Caxolina Law Knowledge
Index By Grade (7 :i.tems)

GRADE

(MEAN SCORE)

MIDPOINT |

' *Indlcates d1fference 51gn1f1cant at 05 level or, less

{‘**Indlcates d‘:.fference sxgmf:.cant at 01 level or less

e
LU

-Lg-\-“,

7 N 8 N _ 9 N 11 N

ENTIRE SAMPLE 3,503 437. 3.509 426 4.126 389 4,636 253
NON-WHITE 2,835 41 3,000 _76_ 3.314 _35 3,958 22
WHITE 3,589 392 3,736 347 4,205 352 4.701 zal
MALE 3,512 242 3.523 220 4,177 192 4‘_333 131
 FEMALE 3,508 193 3.681 204 4.076 197 4.403 122 -
RURAL 3,268 143 3,840 125 4,054 92 4.820 70
URBAN .88 197 3;5‘85 183_ 4, 192 214 4.586 162
3.5
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Figure 6 = North Carolina Law’ Knowledge :
Index By Grade (7 items) | - :
L o : . . - 1';/',

ENTIRE SAMPLE .
\‘ ,HON-WHITE - - = ==
- i : L

WHITE AR

ENTIRE

SAMPLE

8 E R

(means on scale or index)

N NON-WHITE N WHITE, N

7 _3.503

11 _g.63

 #Indicates fdifferen,ce significant at .05 level or less

A'
437 . 2.8%0%x 41 _ 3.sgb%x _ 392

426 . 3,000%% 76_ __3.726%*. 347
389 3,314%% 35 _4.202%% 353
01% . ..23L

283, __ 3,055 22 4.7

[

' CMIDPOINT 3.
R

}

i =
i3

#*Indicates difference significant at .01 level or less
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86, ,Young people 1nvolved in court cases who are 16 years of age
+ or under

iy '\L‘

___are considered dellnquentsf
" are considered juvéniles
" _are bad children
" should be sent to reform school
The Business- Consumer Wrongd01ng Knowledge Index was 1nserted
Ato determine the extent ‘to which youth are famlllar or unfamlllar A
w1th the increased 1nc1dence of white-collar crime in the Unlted
States (see Tale 14 and.Flgure 7). Although these are admlttedly
short’scales, it appe§rs;in looking at-the mean performance at grade
eieven, that the students surveyed‘are well aware of businessmen's
' wrongd01ng vis-a-vis the consumer. Except for the eleventh grade,
51gn1f1cant differences appear'betweenrblack and white respondents.
' Students were not as successful with the Youth Law Knowledge
Index, altnough blackawhlte dlfferences are not as great (see Table
15 and Figure 8). It mlght be beneficial to the cr1m1na1 Justlce
system if youth were more. fdmlllar with Juvenlle crime and c1r-iﬁ'

cumstances promoting it.

Sunm%_z

(The above flndlngs pertaining to North Carol1na Students'
| knowledge of the law ‘lead us ‘to draw: the follow1ng conL1u51on5'

fl’ Generally, on the open-ended 1tems students eXhlbLt a low
compfehen51gn of the meanlng of "1aw":ﬁor are unable to express Z

their comprehension.

e



© URBAN

NON WHITB

i/

" WHITE /

MALE /

 FEMALE
_RURAL

GRADE
| (MEAN SCORE) .

‘;;771 ‘N 8 N _ 9 N 11 N
ENTIRE SAMPLE 1,220 437 1.204 426 1,344 389 1.474 253
Q,gEg% 4L 0.908 76 0.043 .35 1,273 22
,ulgzgéy 392%§;‘268’?347t 1.384 352 1.404 231
‘_L;;gg? 242" 1085 220 1.202 192 1.473 131
5 L;agﬁ"lgs 1.333;.264 1.396 197 1.475 122

1+21$ 143 l*;g§ _;g§_ 1,315. 92 1;529 70

‘1;2§é~.;22~ 1.257 183 1.303 214 L. 488 162

| | ” MIDPOINT;'yl

- *Indicates differe

o
|
\\

Knowledge Index (2. items)

‘-«

(,TABLE 14 Business-Consumer. Wrongd01ng

‘**Indicatesfdifferénce‘Significant"ét_501 level or less

nce significant at .05 level or less
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.. Figure 7%.---' Business-Consumer Wrongdoing
* Knowledge Index by Grade (2 items) ‘

LI
TN T . * s
“ N N !

" ENTIRE SAMPLE____
NON-WHITE = = = - =

2.00 [ ’ ‘
- " . ' ' v ' WITE o . .c . & »
1.75 . .. ' “ ) . . . ‘ .
: 1.50 o
ln25 B o

1.00 k-

0.50. =

(means on scale or index)
SAMPLE . N ~ NON-WHITE N WHITE N
7 _1.220 _437 ° 0.878%% 41 1.258%% 392

| 8 _1.204 _426 | 0,008% 76 __1.268%% _347
9 _2.344 _380 - ___ o043k 35 _ 31.384%% 352
'11 3,474 _p53 ____1.273  _ 22 __1.494  _231

MIDPOINT = _3 -
T ! #indicates difference significant at .05 level or less
i **Indicgtes difference significant at .0l level or less
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i*Indlcates dlfference sxgnlflcant at 01 level or less

Table 15 Ybuth Law Knowledge Index
By Grade (2 1tems)

- GRADE
(MEAN SCORE) .
7 N. 8 N 9 N 11 N
ENTIRE SAMPLE 0,737, _437 0. 836 426 0.972 _389 1.142 _253
NON-WHITE - 0,659 41 0.684, _ 76 0.743 - 35 1,136 __ 22
- WHITE 0,753 1 392 0.865 347 0\99;‘ 352 1.143 _231
MALE 0.760 '242‘o.éﬁ; | 220 1.031 _192 1.206 _131
FEMALE 0,705 _193 o..i%.a.e _agé 0.&;_4"..1-.&21&2—'4 122
RURAL | Qﬁgig‘._;gg §.808 _125 0.978 _ 92 1,114 _ 70
URBAN . 0.034 197 0.956 _183 0.981 _214 1.160 _162
s //f; ~ MIDPOINT _}
! |
x *Indlcates dlfference 51gn1f1cant at OS 1eve1 or less
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SR AT ‘Figure 8 - Youth. Law Knowledge Index’

By Grade (zyitems)

#Indicates difference significant at .05 level or less

' MEAN
2 )

20 T L ENTIRE SAMPLE
2. 0 - . ,7 s =t . . V . .

° S = . NON-WHITE = = - = ==
[ - “ T * . .
1.75 o . . L WHITE e s e e

" 1.50 ¢+ : .
1025 [~
0.75 | . ‘
0.50
0,251
7 8 9 11
GRADE .
(means on scale or index)
~ ENTIRE | o
SAMPLE N NON-WHITE N WHITE N
7 .0.737 _437. ___ 0,659 41 __0,753 302
8 _0.83¢ _426 0,684* 76 0.865% 347
9 _0,972 .38 ___0,743%  _ 35 _ 0,901% 352
11 3,042 253 ___1.136 22 . 1.143 231
| MIDPOINT _3

#*Indicates difference significant at .01 level or less'

i

o

) e e
~ .

n

2. On both the opm-ended and structured questions significant

racial differences are disclosed. Black student performances are

~generally below tie white student performances on knowledge of the

legal system. ‘
3. Higher performance patterns are evident at higher graﬂes.
The trends exhibited in the tables and figures presented above will

hopefully assist educators and law assistance personnel in determining

.-when and if special attempts to tell about our legal system to

juveniles are to occur.
4. The breakdown of structured indexes into male-female, and
rural-urban dichotomies did not reveal any consistent and distinct

differences. Sporadic differences do exist, but these other back-

B ground variables do not show consistent patterns like the variable

race does. In fact, upon careful examination of all the data, the

black-white dochotomy appears to be the significant finding in

‘regard to the avaiiable information on the backgrounds of students.



CHAPTER III
NORTH CAROLINA STUDENT ATTITUDES RELATED TO LAW

2 ) | In this project it was considered important not oniy to tap
 into students' knowledge of the legal system, but to measure their
eellngs (affective orientations) zbout the system. We wanted to

f;know if any serious erosions or unusuallw supportive attitudes exist

ﬁfgf*toWard the legal system. Questlons were posed in a format which allow
" us to get at not only the direction but also the INTENSITY of legal
system orientations. The possible responses form a Likert scale,
which is as follows:
___Strongly agree
—Agree
Do not know
~ Disagree
Strongly disagree
As with the structured cognitive questions, scales were formed
including two or more items which measure a similar attitude. The
use of multi-item scales decreases the likelihood of reaching f»ﬁity
conclusions'since such items often are more reliable than any single
item would be. Some of the questions to which students are requested

1

. to respond are phrased positively, some negatively as follows:

1For a brief discussion of the merits of using scales in survey

g research see Russell F. Farnen and Dan B, German, "Youth, Politics,

i . and Education,;" in Byron G. Ma551alas, editor, Political Youtl,
Traditional Schools, Englewood Cllffs, N. J.: Prentice-Hall, 'Inc.,
-1972), pp. 161-177. i ‘
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Policemen treat all people alike. :
Strongly agreo
Agree
Do not know
Disagree
Strongly disagree

r ‘
The police work for rich people.
Strongly agree
Agree

Do not know,
Disagree
Strongly disagree

By such reversal of phraseology, it is possible to detect and
discount responses from students who might answer identically to
mény questions without considering them. Thus when combined in an
index one strongly agree (negative question) combined with one
strongly agree (positive question) will cancel each other out.

While many of the attitude items employed in this survey are
directed at legal orientations, some of the items are concerned with
student's political system orientations. The purpose in gathering
such information is to see whether or not relationships exist between

;he political and legal components of the belief systems of students.

~For example, does being cynical toward the police tend to occur in

conjunction with {eing cynical toward local government in general?
The interrelationships between scales and indexes are presented in

Chapter Four. lany of the attitude items are original; however
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(Boston: Little, Brown and Co., 1967); Herbert McCloskey, "Consensus
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a number of the items were stimulated by or come from previous
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"Q A person_is "efficacious" when he feels that his actions will

et - ) I Tt - ) - 0 o s Ca
{nfluence someone or something. For example, if 'a person is po- o °

1itica11y,@fficavious he feelsﬁthat his involvemenf in politics will
be;”FFhCTIVE In-other words, the 1nd1V1dual feels that his ACTIONS
will receive a RESPONSE from government offlclals. N

Our first efflcacy scale measures the extent to whlch the stu-

dent’ feel that thelr request of a pollceman would receive a favorable

|
eqponse.@;%he Efflcacy Towaxd Pollce Attltude Scale 1nc1udeq the

following items: -

104. I don't thlnk pollcemen care mucn about what people 11ke me.
think.

107. The police do what the? want no matter what people llke me

think,
‘ Y
-15). The pollce can be a>1aw unto themselves, w1th nobody ‘to tell
them What to do. . i ey o

It is evldent in viewing the results (refei Table 16 and Figure

9) that blacks are less efficacous toward the police than whites.

2See John P. Roblnson, et aL, Measures of P011t1ca1 Attltudes ‘ ﬁ

. ‘(Ann Arbor, Michigan: Institute for Social Researdh, The University
- of Michigan, 1968); John P. Robinson and Phillip R. Shaver, lieasures
“ of Social Psychologéal Attitudes (Ann Arbor, Michigan: Institute for

Social Research, The University of Kichigan, 1969),Robert Coles,
Migrants, Sharecroppers, Mountaineers, Vol. II of“Children of Crisis

o

and Ideology in American Politics," The American Political Science
Review, Vol. LVIII (June, 1964); Farnen-and German, in Massialas, ,
loc. c1t., baston and Dennls, loc. c1t., and Hess and Torney, loc. cit.
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TABLE 16 EFFICACY TOWARD POLICE ATTITUDE SCALE BY GRADE {3ITEMS)

R (MEAN SCORE)

9

GRADE

t o \I"\ > % R
’ sy N 7 N -8 W 9 N 1
~ i "
ENTIRE SAMPLB 9.812 405 10,497 437 9 894 426 s.gzg 389 9‘525
N- WHITB .129 ° 62 zz4 6 5.
xo. 9 1;9 ; 9.878 41 9 76 8. 943 3 a&lgg
WHITE . 9.904 332 10 sss 392 10.04 043 z 10.0 o 352 9,7 g
MALE 9.822 213 10. 310 242 9. 882 220 9: 896 192 9,252

~190 “10, 777 193 9 907 204 10 061 l97 10.02 5

1 98’ 10 329 143 10 056 125 10n402 92 9.986

FEMALE ¢ 9.821 1
RURAL 10.214
URBAA 0.938 1

. *Indicates differ;nce

2
0

~ **Indicates difference

163 10 827 197 9. 716 183 9 897 214 9.593

o

MIDPOINT

sign1f1cant at .05 lgvel or less =

51gn1f1cant at 01 level or less

/ ai e e
- - G NG e e
& ~//¢ ‘L.) . e el ..
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253.
27
231
o e
122

70
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A
*Indxcates difference szgnlflcant at 05 level or less
**Indzcates dlfference szgnzfxcant at 01 level or 1ess

S
. , 0
FIGURE 9 - EFFICACY TC’iWARD POLICE ATTITUDE sdALn BY GRADE (3 ITEMS]I "
* | MEAN ‘ . .
Tup “', L §\ i
e
ENTIRE SAMPLE
" NON-WHITE = = - ==
~ WHITE
9 \
8
7 ——— |
5 7 8 9 1 7 |
. GRADE | \D - .
o (meaes-of scale or indexj ) o
 SAveLE N NON-WHITE N-  WHITE N
5 9.812 . 405 9.129%# 62 _9.994%*% 332
7 10.497 437 9.878 41 10.556  _392
8 9.894 . 426 9.224%* 76 10.043%% _347 .
9 9.979 389 8.9434% | 35 . 10.080%* 352
11 9.625 253 . _8.136%% 22 _gizeert 231
s R MiDPOINT,___Q_;_
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-~.. i

»
\-&N
-r

e

. Tne orlentatlons of efﬁ: acy held by whlte students appear to be .

falrly stable across rﬁe grades, but appear to be decreaSIng beyond

grade seven. and reach vhe lowest p01nt at eleventh grade.

\

”he feellngs :

of black students thatuthey can 1nf1uenee the pollce is always lower"

than those of whlte stqdents and black attltudes become 1ncrea51ng1y

- ineffective by grade eieven

..(:l) o '

In Table 17 we examine studentS' orientations toward the.legal

system in general.

Compared to. effectlveness toward the pollce

[Y]

these attitudes appear to be slightly lower, meanlng that overall

‘students seem to feel able to influence the legal system.

Perhaps

the difference between the two scales is due to the generally

.favorable .image that most children have of the police.

As far as

o
i

legal effectiveness is concerned thete do not appear~tbfﬁe racial

differences.

The Legal Efficacy Attltude Scale is as folloWS'

105. People like me don t have any say about what the law is.

164.

‘The best thing to do is to learn to obeyrthe laws.,

The survey also elicited from students data on thelr perceptlons

as to the effectlveness of their polltlcal act1v1ty

It lS

characterlstlc of a L1kert scale such as this one that scores close

efflcaelqus or feellng ineffective.

’f‘to the midpoint of a scale indicate neutrallty f nelther belng very

Our data Ln Table 18 and Flgure b

11 show’ that black students generally feel ineffective wh;le white ;ﬁ

'Students generally feeltthet'they can influenee‘the~poiiticai”pr0cess;

'Whlle these dlfxerences do ex1st there is not a very 1ntense feellng

‘wamong elther rac1al grouplng.
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TABLE 17 LEGAL EFFICACY ATTITUDE SCALE PERFORMANCE BY GRADE (2 ITEMS)

5

ENTIRE SAMPLE 4.891

NON-WHITE
© WHITE
MALE
FEMALE
RURAL
URBAN

N
405

7
5,039

GRADE

N 8

(MEAN SCORE)
‘N9

5.177

62

332

5.033

4.962

5.000

5.024

P )

11

437 4.951 426_ 5.080 389 _ 4,968
‘ 35_ 4.636

41 5.145

76 5.314

. 908

347 5.051
- ®R

- 4.811

23

190

032

220 5276
E 2 3

204" 4.888

352 5,000

102 4,954

4,827

98

. 5.098
5.147

. 848
.968

4.957

161

5,025 °

[~
O
by

T S T R ¥

.896

125 5.207

[

A

183 %7930

_*Indicates difference significant at .05 level or less

| k%Indicates differencq'significant at .0

((/ .

i

v

1 1pvel or less

197 4,984

92 5.000
214 _ 4,932

253

27

31
122

.70

MIDPOINT

i

“1g-
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FIGURE 10
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LEGAL EFFICACY ATTITUDS SCALE PERFORMANCE BY GRADE (2 ITEMS)

o

MEAN

ENTIRE SAMPLE
NON-WHITE = - = =
WHITE C e
5 7 8 9 11
GRADE
(means or scale or index)
ENTIRE ~
SAMPLE ' N NON-WHITE N WHITE N
5 4 g0 405 5.177 62 _4.834 332
7 _5.039  _437 5.024 41 _5.033  _392
"8 _4.951 426 5.145 76 4.008 347
9 5.080 389 5.314 s 5.051 352
11 _4.968 253 4.636 22 _5.000 231
| A : - MIDPOINT

i
3

6

~ *Indicates difference sighificant at .05 level or less
#®hIndicates difference significant at .01 level or less
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TABLE 18" POLITICAL EFFICACY ATTITUDE SCALE PERFORMANCE BY GRADE (6 ITEMS) ?
. © GRADE . : | I T
_ (MEAN SCORE)
’ 5 N “° 7 N 8 N 9 N 11 N : .
'ENTIRE SAMPLE 18.637 405 19.307 437 18,502 426 ’18.7}’6: 389. “18.316 253
NON-WHITE 17.629' 62 18.781 41 17.500 76 16.600 35 17.773 2%
WHITE 18.828 332 19.372 392 1B.709 347 18,983 352 18.368 231 . . - : '\
MALE . 18..549 213 19.136 242 18.577 220 35,594 192 '131951 131 '3 ‘
FEMALE . 18.732 190 19.549 193 18.402 204 18.954 197 ' 18.590 122 E
RURAL 19.092 98 19‘.063 143 18.640 125 19.076 92 18.114 " 70 .
URBAN - °  18.870 161 19,888 197 18.443 183 18.706 214 18,482 162
" ' B ~ MIDPOINT 18
jIn.{dic_ates‘ difference significant at .05 level or less ol 7 .
‘**;[n&i,cates ‘d:lff‘erencg significant at .01 level or less '_ TR e - l
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" FIGURE 11 POLITICAL EFFICACY ATTITUDE SCALE PERFORMANCE BY
GRADE (6 ITEMS)

MBAN.
' %
ENTIRE SAMPLE
| NON-WHITE . = = ==-
WHITE c e e
5 7 8 9 11
GRADE
(means og,ecale or index) f
SAMPLE N NON-WHITE N WHITZ N
5 .1.&..632 405 __11_:%,;;9**_ 62 . 18.828%4 332
7 19,307 _437 18,781 _ 41 18.372 392
§ 18.502 _az6_ _A7.S00M%_  _76  18.700%% 347
9 18,776 _389 , _16.600%  ._ 35 . 18.083%% _J52
11 _;_z_;__m 253 _17.77s . 22 18.368 23l
| | : | MIDPOINT . _18

1 or less
#Indicates difference significant at +05 leve
'**iﬁdicates d1£ference significant at .01 level or less
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The political efficacy items are as follows:

125. Lveryone's opinion matters to the decisioms our national
government makes.

126. When people like my parents vote, it is the only way they
help decide how things are run in thjis country.

128. Our national government really cares about what the people
think and say.

129, People like my family can know very little about what the
government is doing because it is so big and far away.

144, Government decisions are like the weather. There is very
little people can do about them. <

145, There are some big powerful men in the national government who
are ruﬂnlng the whole thing. They care very little about the
opinions of ordinary people like my parents.,

CYNICISM MEASURES

A person*ﬁho is cynical toward police does not trust them to
treat him Justly We employed two cynicism measures, a Cynicism
Toward Police Attitude Scale end‘a Local Government Cynicism Attitude
Scale.  The items forming the Police Cynicism scale are as foilews:y

106. If you ever go near the police, then-its like asking for
' trouble. ‘

139; Policemen are as fair to poor people as they are to rich
4 people.

140. Policemen treat all people elike.

. 152. . The police work for rich people. K

,& 162. The police, and people like that, the sheriff, are out to

get people like me.

163. You have to watch what you are d01ng and where you are going

or the pollce will pick you up.
T

[



The police cyn1c1sm measurebclea ly shows black,students to be

kess trustful ofepollcemen thajfare whlte students.‘ A far less con-
%o R

51stent pattern emerges in regard to local government cynicisn,

Blacke are 51gn1f1cantly nore rynlcal in grades seven and nlne, but
net 1n gredes eight and eleven (seejTables 19 and 20 and Figures -
12 and 13). | | | S

The 51gn1f1cant dlfferences between blacks and whltes on this
measure and on the efflcacy measure (blacks are less efflcac1ousk

L

when compared to whlte youths. This gap seems to increase with age.

appears to demonstrate a serlous negativism on tne partrof black youth

The following 1tems formed the Local Govermnment Cynicism Scale:

. 135. lost politicians can be trusted to do what they think is best

for the local government.

136. I usually have confldence that the local govermment w111 do
what 1is rlght

AN 137. Tae people who really "run" the local gOVernment do not even
‘ T get known to the voters.
138. Tne laws of the local government are supposed to benefit all -
‘ of us equally, but the fact is that they re almost all v :
i "richman's laws." . R
142, All politics is controlled by pol&tlcal bosses in the local
e goyermument. ’
147.‘ymost polltlcxans in the local government are looking out for‘
W themselves above all else: b
148, dost major parties in the local government are controlled by
- . the wealthy and are run for their beneflt.
. /-\‘\, !
%
149, Many pOllthlanS in the local government are bought off by
~some private interest. : B o A{E :
.. 150, iI avoid-dealing with pubilc offlrlals in tne 1oca1 government e
¢ : as much as. I camn. , . % = ‘ : , '
. ) | ' .
166, No mattér what the people thlnkJ a few people in local govern-
' ;nent w1ll always run things anyway. &
E_; A w [



TABLE 19  CYNICISM TOWARD POLICE ATTITUDE SCALE PERFORMANCE BY GRADE (6 ITEMS) . B

i

ENTIRE SAMPLE
- NON-WHITE
WHITE
MALE
s
thALﬂ ,
ji C
RURAL
'URBAN

s

ST
i

o

&

&

14.180

G

**In&icétesfdi%fe:gnpg significant

15.814 183 '16.042

,t,*lndiqués differéncq,Significah;%atA.pS‘ievel.pt less

at .01 level or less -

i

MIDPOINT _18__-

GRADE s

0 (MEAN SCORE) =

s N 7 N 8§ N 9§ - N 1 N,
14.593 405 14.570 437 15.655 426 _ 15.697 389  16.719 253
TR RN : t.1. : K1, - B R
16.952 62 16.122 41 17.184 _76_ 17.657 35 18.409 22 -

TTTTER " = (3] ’ (1] xR ] - :
14.111 332 14.388 392 15.323 347 15.517 352 16.558 231
14.484 213 14.773 242 15.873,220 16.08é 192 17.191 131
14.674 190 14.259 193 15.441 204" 15?31% 197 16.213 122 _
14,102 98 14.462 143 15.488 125 15.120 92 16.586 70

161 197 214 16.710 162
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_FIGURE 12 CYNICISM “TOWARD POLICE ATTITUDE SCALE PERFORMANCE BY GRADE
. (6 ITEMS) T :
22 : Vi
21
. _ | . ENTIRE SAMPLE
19 | " AN " NON-WHITE '~ == =-
18 // . WH'ITE : O:I . e
17
15 :
14 '
5 7 8 9 11
" GRADE "
. (means or scale or index)
. ENTIRE" | T ~ )
. SAMPLE N NON-WHITE N.  WHITE N
5 14.593 /405 _16.952%% 62 _14.111%% _ 332
;5 14.570 437 _16.122%% a1 14,388* _ 392
8 15.655. 426 17.184** . 76 15.323%% . 347
9 15.697 389 _17,657%% ~ 35  15,517%% _ 352
ﬂ§§ 16.719 253 18.400% 22 16.558% 231
Pl B L MIDPOINT 18,
FA »;,v:": » ?) ! ‘ Sp———s .,/;,, /
. 'Ind;cate‘s d:.fferem:e g:.gnif:.cant at .05 level or 1ess e !
“Indlcate d;fference smgmflcant at .01 level or less'
o .
}
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TABLE 20 Local Government Cyn1c1srtj&/<\1g:tltude | /@\
Scale Performance by Grade (13 items) S
g e Dy -
GRADE /', 3
i (MEAN SCORE) | ' ,
[ S ~ / | .
i A T *N*: N /9 ~.1% N
I . |
ENTIRB SAMPLE 37,77 771 _437 39,157 _426 38.967 _389 40,727 _253
[ k% ' v
323294 41 39,895 _ 76 4. 686 . 35 40,682 22
31;559 392 39,023 _347 aa 673 352 40,732 231

g
]"‘

VON WHITE
WH’LTE o
aMAlE 31&g53 _242 39. 236 220/ 39 583 192 41.122 LBl
'FEMALE 37.461 _193 39, 137 204/38 356 197 40.303 122
- RURAL S 37.797 143 38, 984 12$ 38.728 __ 92 4. 286 __ 170
. URBAN '.; 37.498 _ 197 39“328 143 38.967 214 40, 352 162
:‘_ Rt e /' N MIDPOINT 39
-i e S % | -“
.\“\ *Indlcates dlfference 51gn1f1cant’ at -05 level or less
‘**Indlf'ates dlfferenc:e 51gn1f1can’t at .01 level or 1ess
T B
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?igure 13 - Local GCovernment cynicism‘Attitudé
- Scale Performance by Grade (13 items)
MEAN ~
)
Seoaet”
SL I .
4 | " ENTIRE SAMPLE
I B  NON-WHITE = = = =~ = =
43 &k , . -
v WHITE » . L L4 .
42 F ‘
4 §
40 | ,
39
a8 e
37
7 8 9 11
Y
GRADE® : .
) ‘ (means on scale or index)
ENTIRE ~ . - )
SAMPLE N NON-WHITE N WHITE N
. g * *
7 37,771 _437 . 39.634 41 _37.569  _ 392
8 39,157 _42 39,895 76 _39.023 _ 347
: ‘ *k dedk '
9 38,967 _389 41.686 35 38,673 _ 352
11 40,727 - _253 40.682 22 __40.732 231

_""‘

MIDPOINT _39
. MIndicates difference significant at .05 level or less
#*Indicates difference significant at .0l level or less

#
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167. Host p011t1c1ans in the local goverrinent don't seem to me
: to really mean what they say.

108. There is practically no connection between what a politician
: in the local government says and what he will do once le
gets elected. : :

169. A poor man doesn't have the chance he deserves in the local
courts. S , ‘ : s

L !

R

Dissent Measures
| Two measures of dissent were employed to determine the exteng
to whichCNorth Carolina yoath would attitudinally snpport or not
support the expre551on of dlvergent and crltlca1 V1ewp01nts. The
Legal bissent Attitude Scale and Polltlcal Dlssent Attitude Scale

1tems are as follows.

0

Legal Dissent Attitude Scale
109. There are times when it might be right to break a law.

110. Obedience to laws should be guided by personal con51derat10ns
not just because it is ''the law."

111. When a law is unJust a person is Justlfled 1n breaking that
law.

- 121. A person should never demonstrate to protest a law.'
Political Dissent Attitude'Scale

123, It would be best for our country 1f the pol1t1ca1 parties had
' the same ideas. , : s

124. It is good for the country when there is a lot of debate or
.,dlsagreement about somethlng the national government is
‘plannlng to ‘do. - :

127.  When people in our natlonal government argue about publlc
' pollce, it hurts our country. = o

130. ‘Once tne national government dec1des sonetning, people should
s always support these dec151ons w1thout questlon.

143, It would be best for our c0untry 1f all the newspapers sa1d
e ,fthe same thlng about what was r15ht for the government to do.
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' Shortenei Faséast AttJtude Scale Whth measures. the acceptance of
~authoritarian prlnc;ples. This was 1nc1uded as a benchmark 1nd1-

Ncator‘df cognitions and attltudes. Tne relatlonshlp between tne

o

. | -62-

146. Waen most of the people want to do cumething, the rest of
' the people should not., Just quietly go along with them.

Turhing to Tables 21 and 22 and Figures 14 and 15, it is clear
tﬁere are no consistent differénces between black and white students
on the dissehf measures. The data suggest a respect for dissent
which is legal and that this acceptance of 1ega1.dissenf does not vayy
greatly with age.ﬁ The scale appears to indicate students feel that
there are times when disbgedience to law is justifiéd, while the.
data also shows students are not excessive in support for dis:
obedience. With resﬁect to political dissent the data show that
at grade seven‘students appear to shift from.an orientation of con-
formity to neutraility towérds dissent.” Beyond grade seven the;e
appears to be increasing support for divergence of opinions and |
respect for dissent. The racial variable does hot appear significant.

Four additioual attitude measures were employed. The Attitude s

Toward Black Police Scale is a short measure of favorable or un-

favorable orientations towara black police'officers; The Attitude ’

Toward Business Wrongdoing Scale tries to measure the extent tq‘which
youthvfeel that businessmen engage'in illegal actions. The Upholding
ConstitutionalfGuarantees Attitudé Scale is-designed tﬁ show thé
extent to whlcn the students support or do not support spec1f1c

senments of tHb United States Lonstltutlon. The final measure is a

)
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TABLE 21 Legal Dissent Attitude Scale Performance

NON-WHITE
WHITE
MALE
 FEMALE
RURAL
URBAN

o 7 N s yvfi N
"/ ENTIRE SAMPLE 12,831 437 1gLaz4,,gg§;12.8é7"3é§'13.225 353
12:951,__g;_12,737 76 12.800 _35 12,908 _22

12, 827‘;392 13,017 347.12.805 352 13.255 231
13, 021f 242 13,005 220 12,932 192 13;53§ 131
"12.57§, 193 12.912‘_ggg;12,843- 197 12.828 122'

12,699 143 13,200 125 12.728 _92 13,186 _70
13,147 197 12.989 183 13.122 214 13,315 162
. MIDPOINT 12

v
1%

r**Indlca tes dlrference,algnlflcant at 01 1eve1 oY less"

By Grade (4 items)

GRADE

(MEAN SCORE)

N e

A
A

*Indlcates difference 51gn1flcant at 05 level or less

_29-
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-, Figure 14 . Legal Dissent Attitude Scale

Performance by Grade (4 items)

o
.
¢y
: ENTIRE SAMPLE
| ' NON-WHITE = = = = = =
WHITE P
: e
‘ L CPS o . .. >
.’ \_—.-—.—_-’-
7 8 9 11
| GRADE
Co (means on scale or index)
ENTIRE | |
SAMPLE N . NON-WHITE: N WHITE- N
12,831  _431 12,951 41 _12.827  _ 392
12,974 426 12,737 R - 13,017 347
12.887 _3t¥ 12.800  _35 _12.805 _ 352
113,225 253 12,909 . _22 _13.255 231
MIDPOINT 12

*Indicates difference significant at .05 level or less .
*AIndicates difference significant at .0l level or less .
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' TABLE 22 POLITICAL DISSENT ATTITUDE SCALE PERFORMANCE BY GRADE (6 ITEMS)

5 N

~ (MEAN SCORE)

7

-GRADE

N 8

N 9 N 11 N

ENTIRE SAMPLE 16,882 405 18.160 437 18.270 426 18.843 389 19,364 253

16 17,912_ 35 19,045 27

347__ 18,957 352 . 19,394 231

220 18.823 192 19,099 131

-59~

2047 18.863 197 19.648 122

NON-WHITE ~  16.936 62 . 18.317 41__ 17.737
WHITE ~ 16.010 332 18.148 392 18.369
' MALE 7 16,732 213 18.058 242 18.073
'FEMALE 17.042 190 18.306 103 18.480
RURAL - 16.969 98 _ 18.084 143  18.232
URBAN  16.503 161 18.381 197  18.437

125  18.630 92 19.243 70

...-——.——--——-.-g..—-—-—-..—.-———-—-——-—

183 19.084 214 19, 91 162

MIDPOINT 18

*Indicates d1££erence 51gn1ficant at 05 1eve1 or less
.**Indxcates d;ffereﬁ? ignificant at .01 level or less
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fascism measure and other indexes and scales is shown in Chapter

;56_. R S B ' R 1/’ " Four.
FIGURE 15 B o

) ™
POLITICAL DISSENT ATTITUDE SCALE PERFORMANCE BY GRADE (6. ITEM::) ‘The items employed in these 509}25 are as follows:

//.
’ Attitude Toward Black Police Scale
7/ - 141. 'Black policemm are as fair to wnlte people as they are to
MEAN P / ' black people, .
- . /‘,// } ' k: ! .
! . : / oo 153, A black policeman would be as fair as a white policeman to
" N ~ all people. - ‘ )
. | ; ‘ - Attitude Toward Bu51ness Wrong d01ng Scale
’,BNTIRB‘SAMPLEY—élh—- ' 116.. How often do you feel business wrongs consumers by faTSely{
° NON-WHITE - .. . labelling products? ‘
WHITE s e e . 117. How often do you feel business wrongs consumers by falsely
L ' o ’advertls1ng products? :
- : 118. How often do you feel businessmen prepare false income tax
> . ' reports in oraer to save money for themselves?
_ 119. How often do you fegl business generally wrongs the consumer ' f
. - e , - . (buyer of goods or services)? : <§
Very often :
Often
, . Don't know
5 7 : 8 8 R 4 § , ; _ Seldom - R
'  GRADE ; 3 S : | | , Hardly ever |
L (means or scale or index) ‘ o ' ' Upholalng Constitutional Guarantees Attitude Scale
ENTIRE e e o ' : : : o
'SAMPLE N NON-WHITE N WHITE N o R 155. If a person is suspected of a serious crime, do you think the

police should be allowed to hold him in jail, until they can
‘get enough evidence to officially charge him?

5 _16.882 ggs 15: 36 62 16,910 332

18.160  _ 1 18,148  _ 392 .

- ' 437 # 18.317 v ‘ 4 i T Ca 156. In most criminal cases, the judge conducts the tr1a1 and a

8 _18.27p  _ 426 17.737 76 - 18.369 347 . ) S “jury decides guilt or innocence. Instead of the jury, would
N L . ' : o it be better if the judge alone decided guilt or innocence?

-3

9 18.845 _389 _17.914% 35 18.057% _352 s "

Lo S ; e s " o ; : - 157. In cr1m1na1 cases, do you think the_ government should ever
’, A = . - : A PR - ‘,‘_,__- . . < N » [N ' 7

11 19,364 253 ~12.045 22 . ..19.394 _*\;1’, . : “  have the rlght to hold a secret trlal? f ‘

- MIDPOINT  _ 18

' ' o o b 158, If the pollce suspect that drugs, guns, or other ‘criminal
.:Ind“ates difference significant at .05 }eVel or less LT - b, s« evidence is hidden in someone's house, should they be allowed
Indm“es difference ngnlfmam st ‘Ol “"“el OF less g o, T . to enter the house w1thout flrst obtamlng a search warrant?

.:};
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SO . : , o J '
159. At their trials, do you think-suspected criminals should have
the right to refuse to answer questions if they feel thelr '
answers may be used agalnst then? :

160, During court trlals, do you think the government should ever
~ be allowea to keep tie 1dent1ty of witnesses secret from the
dmfendent? , e AW

Yes
No .
Sometlmes

___bon't knotif¢7

: Shortened Fascism Attitude Scale (
(\\, . ///
. 131, What youig people need most of all-{s strict d1sc1p11ne by
' -their pareints. .

132. HMost people who don't get ahead Just don't have enough will
- power. . .

133;M A few strong leaders could.make thls country better than all
. the laws and talk. , A | }

# 134, People sometimes say that an 1nsu1t to your honor should not
be forgotten.

»Table 23 and Figure.lo'demonstrate that the mean scores tapping
flevels of support for black police is above the/mldpo1nt of the
scale. Thls means that students feel positively toward black pollce -
'offlcers. However this support decllnes with age for both blacks
and whltes. There are no~conslstent~d1fferences between blacks and;
~whites on this measure. Although not graphed, 'data géthered in |

@ " this study indicate that females appear to be more favorably orlented L

toward black police than males.

Stuéent feelings that bu51nessmen engage 1n 111ega1 practlces

%) - : get strongerwfrom.gr4de,seven to eleven. There are 1no 51gn1f1cant

0]
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TABLE 23 |

i
ENTIRE SAMPLE
NON-WHLTE

WHITE

MALE
FEMALE .
RURAL %,

URBAN:

h
i

**In&icates d%ﬁferén;qfsignifiqant\ht‘;01 level or less

/

4
AN
e

P

>

GRADE-

(MEAN SCORE) /

N 8 N

9
437 7,106 426 7.126 .
41 6,855 _76 6,914
392 7.156 347 7.139

LR
o,

242 6.950 220 6' o

193 7.255% 204 7.411
143 7,072 125 7.39)

197 7.071

5 N 7
LeJz 405 7.199
6.936 _62: 6,854
7.846 332 7,245
7.662 213 7.174
7.674 190 7.259
7.725 98 7.29¢
7.820 161 7.198

,*Indiqates‘differénce;siguific

an

1

-

183 7.019
}:( atQ.'}.OS level of less -

B

N 11 N
352 6.489 231
192 6.252% 131

1.91__. 6. ﬁz z* ] 2 2 S

82 6,500 _70.
M.GM’mL

 MIDPOINT ¢ -
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FIGURE 16 ATTITUD%2T¥¥§§338LACK POLICE SCALE PERFORMANCE BY GRADE ‘ | '

differences between blacks and whites on this measure (see Table

ot

o . 24 and Figure 17). , o

N A oo | t b | The results on the Constitutional Guarantees Attitude Scale

sho ﬂSwaclear tendency for students to be less supportive of indi-

vidual Iiberties as they grow older. There are no consistent

\

ENTIRR SAMPLE ___. o - patterns of racial dlfferences between black students and white
- T - - - - ' :
NON-WHITE students (refer to Table 25 and Figure 18). On the other hand blacks
'WHITE . -c « 9 o : ' ‘ » :
. . are more comnpliant to autnority than whites as shown on the Shortened
Fascism Attitude Scale and these differencés reach statistical sig-
nificance in grades seven and nine. There is remarkable stability -
. oL thls measure across the grades possibly 1nd1cat1ng that young
W
people have reached their facism levels earlier in life (refer to
‘ ' ‘ Table 26 and Flgure 19).
5 7 8 e .1 o Y |
. GRADE. _mwut R 7 - Summary
means or scale or index) ' o . .
ENTIRE ¢ ) : ' : The above findings pertaining to North Carolina students' .
SAMPLE N  NON-WHITE N WHITE N | -
‘ N g 7 \’ '\ ) d d a '
5 7.672 405 6.936% 62 7.a46% : attitudes toward the legal and polltlcal \ sf)ms lead us to draw
. 7;199’ 437 6.854 n . , ’ the f0110w1ng conc1u51ons‘ | _
8 7.106 . _426 6.855 ] 76 2,156 347 ' . 1. On the 1mﬁ€rtant neasures cf efficacy and cynicism toward
i : K \J
9 7.126 389 _6.914 . 35 2.139 . 352 police black students are significantly less efficacious and more
11 6.455 25 "6.081 - j ; . o ‘
o 3 = 991 . —Lz_  6.489 231 cynical than white students.
x ) ' MIDPOINT ¢ . Yo , . » )
s o \ 2. On none of the scales do the various grades as a whole "
*Indxcates difference significant at .05 level or less . : (e
“Ind:.cates dlfference significant at .01 level or less s /’XT subscribe to extrene attltude p( gltlons.

o . ‘ - ! )/ » | ()_
‘ N ‘ | 3 Age trends disclose that ef £ficacy toward pollce ‘drops as

- ) (

the students get older and cynic 1'ﬁ goes up as students get older.

. i i b ‘ - o b4 ’ : \\\




o
o

‘ e } o : v E’
TABLE 24 Attitude Toward Business Wrong-Doing

= -

7 N

ENTIRE SAMPLE 12,945 437

NON-WHITE

,WH;TBf”
MALE
FEMALE
RURAL " *

URBAN . . 13.117 197

~ GRADE

12.923 426

Scale Performance by Grade (4 items) /.

(MEAN SCORE)
8 N

9 N

13.494 389

11 N -

14.254 253

12,951 . 41

12,743 _35_

13.000 22

12.944 392

12.632 .76

13.000 347

13.574 352

14.364 231

13.7269 242

13.082 220

113.625 192

14,351 131

12.775 204

13.366 197

14.13% 122

e
12,549 193

12,685 143

13.008°125
13,131 183

13.391 _92
13.523 2;41

144286 _70
14.173 162

MIDPOINT _12

*Indiqates di£ference sigﬁifioant"étgqﬂs level or less

: i ‘v‘- ) e . ! o, : o g e : i’)‘\ ” . . .
‘#**Indicates difference significant at .01 level or "legs s
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Figure 17 - Attitude Toward Business
Wrong-Doing Scale Performance SO
by Grade (4 ltems) : Lot

i

.

=3

~ ENTIRE SAMPLE_

NON-WHITE
WHITE

11

L |
8 9
GRADE

. ENTIRE
3 SAMPLE N

NQN-%HITE

Qneans on scale or 1ndex)

N
41
76

12, 951‘A

.7 32.945

12,632
35

12,743

9 13,494

11 14.254

e

_13.000 22

WHITE

k.

392

12.944

347

13.000
_.13.574

_352

231

MIDPOINT

‘ *Indxcates dlfference szgn1f1cant at,.OS level or. less
**Ind;cates dlfference szgnzfzcant at .01 level or 1ess
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TABLE 25 -Upholding cOnstltutlonal Guarantees Attltude

Scale Performance by Grade (6 1tems)

 GRADE

(MEAN SCORE)

7 N 8 N 9 N

ENTIRB SAMPLE 15,895 437 16.873 426 16.090 389

NON- WHITE

'WHITB

MALE
FEMALE

~ "RURAL
URBAN

1 N

17,317 4L 16 921 76  16.971 35

15.577 253
16,273 _22

15,737 392  16.865 347 16.009 352

 16.021 242  16.291 220 '16.172 192

15.511 231

15.695 131

[— A

15.689 193 17.510 204 16.010 197

16.008 143 16.232 125 15.804 92

15.451 122
15.643 _70

15. 549 le2

15.355 197 16.355 183  16.014 214

. ' MIDPOINT J

w0 *InalcateS‘dlfference 51gn1f1cant at .05 1eve1 or 1ess

'**Indlcates dlfference 51gn1f1cant at .01 level or less

A
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' Figure 18 - Upholding Consetitutional Guarantees
. Attitude Scale Performance by Grade (& items)

18 |- s oo
S RN R ~ ENTIRE SAMPLE
17 |- ‘ | | NON-WHITE = = = =~
i WHITE o v e .
16 =
15 ¢ :
1a | |
7 8 8 1
 GRADE
SRy (means on scale or index)
_ENTIRE | A -
" SAMPLE N NON-WHITE: N  WHITE . N
7 15,805 _a37 - 17,317 41 _ 15,737 392
8 ;_s__,_g_z; 426 ___16.921  _ 76 _16.865  _ 347 a '
9 16,090 _389 - 16,971 . _35 _16.009 _ 352 !
.11 15,577 _253 o 16.273 . .22 _ 15,511 231

MIDPOINT 18

. *Indicates difference significant at .05 level or less
**Indi§atgs difference significant at .0l level or less

i v
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TABLE 26 Shcrtened Fascism Attitude Scale
Performance by Grade (4 1tems)

GRADE

(MEAN SCORE)

-97-

| | , 1 N8 N 9. N 11 N
ENTIRE SAMPLE 11,858 437 11,958 426  11.681 389 11.585 253
NON-WHITE . 12.707 _41 12,158 _76 12.886 35 12.182 22
WHITE 11,763»392 11,022 347 11.546 352 11.528 231
MALE 12,155 242 12.556 220 11.734 192 1l.664 131
FEMALE 11.475 193 Li.3§§~2o4 11.629 197 11.500 122’
RURAL ~ 11.881 143 Lg;lzsﬂkgg_ 11.804 92 13.085 _70
URBAN  11.569 197 11.743 183 11.508 214 11.241 162

MIDPOINT 12

*Indicates dlfference 51gn1f1cant at .05 jevel or 1less

**Indlcates dlfference sxgnlflcant at 01 level or less‘

Q
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& ’ ’\\
. -77- f R N o “' 4., Blacks are generally less efficacious and more cynical
. ‘1:\' ‘
. ;Flgure 19 Shortened E‘asc:.sm Attitude Scale \‘\: . . than whites on P°11tlcal (as opposed to legal) measures.
PR Performance by Grade (4 items) . \\\ @ L ,
' : CoT N, S 5. No important differences between white and black students
MEAN | | appear on the legal and politi¢31 dissent scales.
| | T . 6. Additional analyses lead us to believe that differences e
14 S : e e . : " \ ,
T T £ ) . 3 between students broken down on %ural-urban and male female dichotomies
- R : ENTIRE 5AMPLE,
L e . , ENTI; @%kx%%“—“"“‘ , : snow consistént and 51gn1f1cant mlfferences between males and females
a 13 - : ‘ T ’ NON-WHITE R , N
v r - , o . B WHITEQ ik Lo on the Attitude Toward Black Polhce Scale (males less favorably
B ’ y' LT ~ oriented) ana a more sporadic se{ of differences on the fascism
12 measure (males more fascistic). ﬁ:
0
L, |
a O ’
11 ‘
O
10
7 8 9 11
£
GRADE . v _
{means ¢n scale or index) Y
ENTIRE ‘ . , ~ o
. - SAMPLE P NON-WHITE N WHITE N
© i.?f‘ T * '
7 11,858 _437 12.707 41 11,768 ~ __392 .
. o ‘ e . : ‘ w =4
8 11958 426 12.158 76 " 11,922 _ 347 , )
, N *% o *% ' : y
S 9 11.681 _389 @ - 12.886 .35 _1l.546  _ 352 , ‘
R e "1l 1,585 253 12,182 22 _11.s28 _232 o ' o | &
MIDPOINT _32 ) J |
E T T R ‘Indzcates d;fference szgnxfxcant at 05 leVel or less /)Q g ‘ g ,
S : "Indzcates dlfference significant at .01 1evel or less ./
. N o . e l:/; “ - '- k’( V 'L)’ > V » ' B . X ‘ " “ ‘ . ! - ' v (: ':{? ) ) 7 : | | ‘ ‘ .
: /r‘v’ ! nq E : ;‘, ' : . - “ V. . ' - . b» i o ) . ! ' ) . ) : ,",. ’ ! ///\ \?f’ " o . i
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« | CHAPTER IV
¢ ” RELATIONSHIPS BETWEEN KNOWLEDGE AND ATTITUDES --
NORTH CAROLINA YOUTH SURVEY
To determine the interreiationshipsuon student knowledge and
attitude performance; we employeﬁ a statistical assdciation meesure
called tne Pearson product moment correlatlon. The correlation

coeff1c1eﬂ% represents mathematlcally the strength and direction of

a relationship between two variables.

Actually the correletion coefficieht is not a new idea, even
to the(honmatnemat1£;1 layman. When we say that two variables are
correlated we mean that the two variables behave similarly. A |
simple examplezconcerns ﬁhe‘cerrelation between cigarette smoking
ahu the incidehce of lung cancer. A growing body of evidence docu-
ments the flndlng that heavy smokers show higher rates of cancers
and nonSmokers are less 1i kely to develop lung cancer.

In’'statistical terms the extent of c1garette smoklng is

- p_sltlvely related to the development of cancers. ThlS is because

the two variables behave similarly: as one varlable increases the

second variable also increases., On the.oeher hand, had the data
eshown nonshokers‘te contract 1uhg'diseases more readily than heavy
smokers the relationship between the two variables would be inverSQ,
An ifverse relatlonshlp involves one variable showmng an increase

whlle the other varlable §howsa.51multaneous decrease.

1‘I‘he names of the knowledge indexes and attltude scalesvhave

been abbreviated in this Chapter in order to include the indexes and

scales in a table for each grade.

s R

Few variables in the real world are perfectly related. We

< know that some heavy smokers fail to contract lung disease and that

some nonsmokers do fall ill to such diseases. Statlstlcally, ‘the

fact is that there is not a perfect association between the two

verlablesﬂ Nhat the correlation coefficient indicates'is the degree

‘to which two variables are related and whether the two increase |
simultaneously or whether they behave such that as one increases
while the other decreases. This relationship.is shown mathematically
by a number ranging from +1.60 for perfect positive association to

0 for no relationship at all, to -1.00 to indicate perfect inverse

association. Thus a correlation coefficient of -.60 would indicate

| a fairly strong inverse relationship between two variables.

i

‘atudents not stud1ed

In this study/we are examining the responses of a large. numbei
of s:hobl chil&ren. Whlle our sample is quite larae, since not
every student was questloned there ‘is a very small possibility that
the students selected by chance for the study do not represent .

accurately all of the students in the seven school systems.

| Accordingly, we need'some\way of assessing the likelihood that our

findings do not truly represent the opinions and cognitions of the
entire student universe.

Statisticians call this the significance of a finding. It is
tne percentage of time tnat one would be claiming a relationship
truly exists when it is ‘quite p0551b1e that chance has given us

s udent
t \ s whose att1tudes%are dlfferen; than the rema1nder of the

la be on the safe side soc1a1 scientists attach»

& . P
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significance only to those relationships which could occur fewer than
five times in a hundred. This is indiCatedvby é.notation of P<:.OS

which means probability less than 5/100. An even'1e55~chancy réiation-

?snlp is one occurring only one time in one hundred; here P‘( 01

A 51n&1e asterisk (%) 1nd1cates significance at. the .05 level and

a double asterlsk (**) 1nd1cQtes significance at the .01 level._ In

- vther words, IF NO ASTLRISK APPHARS THERE IS NO SIGNIFICANT

RhLATIONSHIP BETWEbN THE VARIABLES In fact this mea:s that chance
alone could have produced a relatlonshlp of that magnltude. 7

In viewing Tables One through Four some important relatlonshlps
elierge.. Let us focus on Table One as an illustration of the results._

The twenty two 1tem General Law Knowledge 1ndex is p051t1ve1y and

,«/

"

’smgnlflcantly re‘ated to all of the other'knowledse measures As

. tine magnltude of the correlatlon,coeff1c1ent between a varlable and

';//GX:
)

+the GeneralaLaw 1ncreases, the Generau ({ Law Knowledge 1ndex becomes

a better predlctor of the other var1ab1e.

If we examine the relatlonshlps between the General Law Know-

| 1edge lndex and theﬂattltude‘scales (variables 51x through fourteen)

it 1s clearly seen t;at cerraln 51gn1f1cant assoc1at1ons exist. This

means that the hlgher tne perfornance o the Geq ral Law Knowledge
= . SR
1ndex._, AR ) , _ , .
1. the MORE the students feel that pollce would respond to
“~*’«;tne1r needs : , .

. 2.;"the HIGhER thelr polltlcal efflcacy

3. the LESS cynlcal they are toward potﬁpe ,~ R SR
i N .
i oo |

R
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COGNITIVE AND AFEECTIVE MEASURBS -- 7th GRADE"

BANY

W
5 TABLE 1
i ’
‘ S : 14 13,
: -1 GENERAL R i
‘ LAW AR AR
‘KNOWLEDGE ol -168 ~298
2° NORTH CA
. CAROLINA LAW . AR R
KNOWLEDGE .«118  -222
3 LAW : - s
KNOWLEDGE 054  -016
4 BUSINESS s -
CONSUMER LR 3
‘2. WRONGDOING ... =128 ~-181
' KNOWLEDGE : 3§
5 YOUTH LAW ok
KNOWLEDGE -129 =112
6 EFFICACY .
~TOWARD . e L
POLICE . = <047 -193
. T EFFICACY " T .
TOWARD SR
CLAW " -063 -094
8 POLITICAL - o ke
" EFFICACY . ¢ =045 -223 -
L8 CYNICISM
. TOWARD . L = Rk
" POLICE : 0 048 - 160
10 CYNICISM . 5
TOWARD LOCAL ' o
~ GOVERNMENT 042 . 326
11 LEGAL . o - )
- DISSENT: - -089 - 030
12 POLITICAL. T ek
- DISSENT CE =0T - =281
13 FASCISM . i = :
" BCALE -~ o 095
14 CONSTITUTION ;
»“GUARANTEE ,
w . % Indicates 51gni£1cance at the

b Indicates 51gn1£1cance at the 01 1eve1

k; NOt&.i

DeC¢mal poxnts omltted~ R

12 11 .10“
RR tg‘ L1
239 151 -257
I ' | &
110 105 -158
032 -G39 ' 042
B I
031 105 -093
AR e
185 141 «039,
o PP v
048 -135 -325
" ' S
156 -084 "-073
s} *& V ’**
172 -037 -611
, BELL I
-092 123  466°
L1 ] ‘ 3]
'-163 147
g1 :
123
o O
.05 level -

\,

: :

L
333

L

173
-007

RN
143

054

hh
399

7

009"

~022

023

-017
-040
083

iﬁ‘;k g
137

B
]
387

an

217
A

149

an
221

037

5

290

1]

228
030 |

080

4

375

L L

318
T

121

AR

134

057

1y
511

-za-
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_TABLE 2

GENERAL
LAW
KNOWLEDGE
NORTH -

_ CAROLINA LAW

KNOWLEDGE
LAW.

- KNOWLEDGE
4 BUSINESS

CONSUMER
WXONGDOING
KNOWLEDGE
YOUTH LAW
XNOWLEDGE
EFFICACY
TOWARD
POLICE
EFFICACY

TOWARD

LAW.
POLITICAL
EFFICACY
CYNICISM
TOWARD

‘POLICE

CYNICISM

TOWARD LOCAL

 GOVERNMENT

1
12

13

R

e )
~ Note:

LEGAL .
DISSENT. -

POLITICAL
- DISSENT

FASCISM

" SCALE

CONSTITUTION

_GUARANTEB

fDS
.01

MEASURES -~ Bth,CRADE

S 14

-074

-029

020

044

- 018

~-036

038

010

006

015
-081
-047

13

RK.

-155

-029
-054

-110

-006

LRk
-129
-058
NR
<161
086
(3]
219

-044
L2,

-008

Deciital points omitted

12

"

-28%

AR
-182

020

4.3

- 163

090

R 1]

191

105

 -236.

~025

-104
E.§ ]

209

‘1..1:. ‘

1]

176

077
003 -

105

093

/A
-137

L1

-120

-607

L2
141
LA
147

10
A
-182

-074
001
-031

008

h#
~373

Ar
=208
xR

-531

hk

408

T T
«255

“s

-168 -
Sk

-098

nh
-150

-086

~514

105
‘RN

-337

Lk

- 250

<107

037

105

100
Rk
342

L

189

7"
an

~135

-092

-080

e
~171

®

E

1087 027

6
.3 .]
343

1]

161
-005

(13
137

L=

nA
270

AR
250

006
A

- 178

PEARSON CORRhLA$ION AND SIGNIFICANCE LEVEL ON SELECTED COGNITIVE AND AFFBCTIVE

¢ 3 2
R T
373 165 478
YRR T
369 119
074
4
N (2]
'\\ : ""j -



" TABLE 3

‘1 GENERAL -
LAW
KNOWLEDGE

2 NORTH
CAROLINA LAW

- KNOWLEDGE

3 LAW
KNOWLEDGE

4 BUSINESS |
CONSUMER
WRONGDOING

- KNOWLEDGE

5 YOUTH LAW
KNOWLEDGE

6 EFFICACY
TOWARD
POLICE

7 EFFICACY
TOWARD

" LAW |

8 POLITICAL

EFFICACY

. 9 CYNICISM
TOWARD

" POLICE

10 CYNICISM
TOWARD LOCAL

 GOVERNMENT

11 LEGAL .
DISSENT

12 POLITICAL

~ DISSENT

13 FASCISM
SCALE

" 14 CONSTITUTION °

* GUARANTEE

%08
‘*t 01
f Note

PEARSON CORRELATION’ANB SIGNIF!CANCE LEVEL ON SELECTED COGNITIVE AND AFFBCTIVE

MEASURES —-(pth.GRADE 4

14

sk
-154

-116

011
-023

601

-011

004

-048

036

047
017
04z
-053

13

3at
-233

. 1 -
-148

-083

-063

267

- -075
;1028
-228

Decimal poijits omitted

12

1R
288

11

.** -

1427

0035

)
165

121
RA

274

034
£ ]

© 267

-070
L1

-219

053

10

P 9
s/ nt{\\'sa :
_119/ -174 301
pokl A
091 -067 -115
024 -035 073
1 BN
011 -145 ~=110
. 038 014 -096
'3 SO TN kA
-302 -485 ~631
x tﬁ‘A ,
-121 -205 -015
AN *R
-169 ~-5os -480
6.1} &R
310 485
*H ‘
144

[P
231

Ak

155
024"

138

039
L 3.4
508

KK -

194

7 .6
‘ P
-056 . 248
S t1. ]
013 137
010 . -015
. 3]
-065 181
-024 093
n ; :\\3\\2‘\\_:\
194 )
. f//‘
}.( |

s

3

R T
242

R

221

053

0ia4

.4

E1 ]

329

K
230

037

-

3

113
‘*ﬁ
126

447

-pg-
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TABLE 4 PEARSON CORRELATION AND SIGNIFICANCE LEVEL ON SELECTED COGNITIVE AND AFFECTIVE
MEASURES ~- 1lth GRADE . _

GENERAL
LAW
KNOWLEDGE
NORTH

KNOWLEDGE .
LAW
KNCWLEDGE

" 4 BUSINESS
CONSUMER

10

11

12
13
14

*

R

Note:

WRONGDOING -
XKNOWLEDSE
YOUTH LAW
KNOWLEDGE
EFFICACY
TOWARD
POLICE
EFFICACY
TOWARD
LAW
POLITICAL
EFFICACY
CYNICISM
TOWARD
POLICE
CYNICISM

TOWARD LOCAL

GOVERNMENT
LEGAL .
DISSENT
POLITICAL
DISSENT
FASCISM
SCALE

CONSTITUTION -
GUARANTEE

+05
.01 -

‘‘‘‘

14
R
-155

~008
-041

-018
. -026
4 AR

-185

-013

011

KL
180

133

057
-057
-041

13
"
~-291

~120

-107

-jo3

-063

-102

L
-183
ThA

~192 -

008
143
-099
.1

-270

Decimal poihts omitted

12
L]

379,

"o
220
R
140

105

088
1]
180

015
RA
232

-045

~003
"

151

11

-87
L3 ]
.154

-014

© 150

129

RE

. =297

-040
AN

~-183

£] ]

302

K
291

53

10

"
-147

féll
-007

035

~-083

"
-559

nh
-155

-581

vy

588,

»
-124

oeq‘

-026

053 .

-060

nR
-643

-049
'
-445

ST

R

232

. 134

041
036

008

K
523

w#
186

064

-085

-006

-084

-026

1
204

wa
277

f014
024

000

102

AS‘

078 ©

026
T

164

-001

4

287

L1

264
057

3 .2 1

AR AR
195 364
081
‘e
wn
L
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4., the‘LBSS cynical they are toward local government N

5. the MORE they support the concept of legal and politicalc
dissent ' i

6. the LESS fascistic they are attitudinally

7. the LESS they support Constitutional guarantees.

If we select Cynicism Toward Police as aiVariable » Wwe see that
it is: | ‘

1. not 31gn1f1cant1y related to support for conSthutlonal

guarantees
- . A

2. positively related to fascistic attitudes

3. not significantly related to support of political dissent

4. positively related to support for legal dissent,

2

. 5. positively related to cynicism toward local government

- 0. inversely related to political efficacy

7. not 51gn1f1cantly related to efflcacy toward the law

N 8. inversely related to efficacy toward the police

9., not related to the Yout amd. v
~ indexes - B Law KHOWIedggfand wa Knowledge

10. :1nversely related to the Business-Consumer Wrongdoing

Xnowledge, North Carolina Law Knowledge
“HOWledgeslndexes, ge, ‘and General Law

The above relationships are extremely important for theyvindi-”
}‘cate several trends that support the loglc of this survey. If a
”student is cynical towaro pollce, we mlght also expect n1m to be
-cyn;cal toward local government -- in factf he tends to be. 1If a
person is cyn1cal toward pollce, we weuld not expect him to be

O’-k o _i i
eff1cac1ous toward the police -- in fact, the data show that he

tends not to be.

5

In all

cator

-87-

There are variations in the above mentioned outcomes as one

~examines each grade; however certain trends and consistencies emerge.

rades the General Law Knowledge index is a significant indi-

(or predictor) of many other cognitions and attitudes. The

North Carolina Law Knowledge and Business Wrongdoing Knowledge in-

dexes

are also associated with many other variables. However, the

Law Knowledge (which is based om simple questions such as "Always

 vote.

Is this a law?") and the Youth Law Knowledge index do not

appear to be significantly associated with many other variables.

way or another EXCEPT the Constitution Guarantee (14) scale which

The attitude scales are all significantly associated in one

does not appear to a significant predictor of other variables.

q

Variable seven (the Efficacy Toward Law scale) is not significantlf

related to the knowledge indexes.

scales aré related to fewer variables (other attitude scales and

the knowledge indexes) than in other gradeé.

The Relatlonshlp Between Television Viewing and Student Legal and

Polltlcal Orlentatlons

In some grades certain attitude

The relat1onsh1p between television and student orientations

is a f1na1 measure that we have selected for spec1al attention.

dents

programs related to our law enforcement system.

is as

were asked wnether or not they watched certain television

S

follows:

o

Stu~

The exact stimulus



o~ =88~

177. L>re is a list of some television showss Check how often you
watch each program.

) Almost Py
Never™ Sometimes Always = N
> Saturday norning cartoons
Ir0251de ?
Columbo v

N ' Police Surgeon .

McMillzn and Wife

Felony Squad

Perry Mason

Hawaii Five-0

Owen Marshal- Counselor at Law
McCloud

- Mannix

_Madigan

Dragnet

Adam-12

Rookies

Banacek

Cannon

Mod Squad

The Advocates .
NYPD , o
News . '

\ |
Students received a score of one for "never", a two for '"some-

times" and a thrée for '"almost always",' The total for all programs
was computed (fefef to Table” 5) and compared (through the Pearsbn
product moment correlation, explaine&'above) to student performance
on the indexes’and,g;ales, A separate tabulation was made for news
viewing (refer to Tablé 6). The results are shown in Tablg Seven.
 Television viewig seems to be relateﬁ>to General Law Knowledge,
Efflcacy Toward Law, Cyn1c1sm Toward Police, Constitutional Guarantee
ana Attitude Toward Black Police moreso than other .indexes and scales.
News watching has more overall significant assocuatzons on_these
measures than viewing law}related programs., The associations'appear”

to dwindle con51derably in the eleventh grade, poss:bly indicating

| thaL telev1slon "effects' on these measures occur earller 1n llfe.

Q{g‘

2

<
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TABLE 5 INDEX OF LAW RELATED T. V. VIEWING BY GRADE. (19 ITEMS) % .
. o : ) o ’ .
N B . | )
GRADE -
~ (MEAN SCURE) ‘ o :
G s X 7 N 8 N 9 N 11. N
ENTIRE SAMPLE 33,274 405 27.934 437 28.662 426 30.748 389 .29.802 253
NON-WHITE  31.823 62 28854 41 26.013 76 31.771 35 '28.500 22 .
WHITE 33.587 332 28.100 392 29.213 347 _30.676 352 29.926 231 . . ,
‘ ) ; . : . § T ) -
MALE 33.991 213 28.364 242 28,536,220 30.719 192 50.206 131 &
« ~ T TR S ~ ’ : T v
FEMALE 32.395 190 27.212 193  28.784 2047 30,777 197 29.369 122
RURAL |33.755 _98  28.329 143 27.896 125 ©30.109 92 29.886 70 |
URBAN 34,180 161 28,574 197 _ 29.623 183 '31.346 214 30.006 162 et
' B |  MIDPOINT _28.5:
_ _#Indicates difference significant at .05 level or less ‘
AsIndicates difference significant at .01 level or less . ) i
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‘TABLE 6

T

ENTIRE SAMPLE
NON-WHITE
WHITE

MALE

FEMALE

RURAL

URBAN

.o

GRADE
(MEAN SCORE)

s N 272 N 88 N .8 N 11 N
2.200 405 1.778 437 1.798 426 1.956 389 2.016 253
2.000% 62 1.683 _41 1.487 1 1,743 _35 1546 22
2,235% 332 1,706 392 1.865 347 1.980 352 2.061 231
2.272% 213 1.814 242 1.786 .220  1.984 192 2.008 131_
2.000% 100 1.725 193_ 1.810 2047 1.929 197 2.025 122
2.316 _98_ 1.818 143 1,744 125 -I1848% 92 1.929 _70
2.211 161 1.863 197 1.885 183  2.047% 214 2,068 162

| MIDPOINT 1.5

.
LI

.*Indicates difference significant at .05 level or less

1,

**Inﬁicates'differencg significgnt‘at .01 level or less

"

-655

2
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_ i TABLE 7
. THE SIGNIFICANT RELATIONSHIPS BETWEEN TELEVISION VIEWING AND
& STUDENT  LEGAL AND POLITICAL ORIENTAxIONS BY‘GRADE
. GRADE
7 8 9 11
TV LAW - NEWS TV LAW NEWS TV LAW NEWS TV LAW NEWS
(pearson product moment correlations)
General Law - LE Ak 1) Rk A% e
Knowledge 1757 1530 1779 . 1612 =--- 2615 - 1482
North Carolina R ok R &
Law Knowledge ' 1236 .- 1112 e T 1794 =--- ---
Law Knowledge , . “-- 0933 1115 --- ce ee -
Business Consumer « o
Wrongdoing *h LT *E L
Knowledge -~ 1187 v --~ 1209 0597 1058 ¥ =-- ---
Youth Law nk ik
Knowledge .e. -== 1409 1639 -=- mm— aee —_——
-Efficacy Toward ‘ : ' R =
Police - . --- 1144 --- -«- 1076 2083 --- ---
Efficacy Toward hi ki b Bhs A L e i
 Law . -2389 -2196 -2153 -2865' -1837:  -1760 -1447 .-
“ Political RO .
- Efficacy e 1346 =~- - —— - PR ek
Cynicism Toward Ll n 83 kA L3
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Surmary Statement-

~92-

SO

The data collected in this_stUdyfcould be manipulated in many

other ways than are shown here.

sefect/a certaln reportlng procedure.

be presented in forthcomlng reports.
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‘At some point researchers have to

Further data énalysis will
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